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EAC  
T h e  E c o n o m i c  A d j u s t m e n t  C o m m i t t e e  

 

Executive Summary of the Economic Adjustment 
Committee (EAC) 2006 Annual Report 

 

 

The following report to the President, pursuant to Executive Order (E.O.) 12788, as amended on 
May 12, 2005, includes EAC preparation and planning activities prior to the Secretary of 
Defense announcement of the BRAC 2005 recommendations, activities following the BRAC 
2005 recommendations, and ongoing activities since the November 9, 2005, passage of BRAC 
2005 into law. 

 

E.O. 12788, as amended (see Appendix A), establishes the Defense Economic Adjustment 
Program (DEAP) through the advice and support of the Economic Adjustment Committee 
(EAC). The EAC provides coordinated Federal economic adjustment assistance to substantially 
and seriously affected communities, businesses and workers from the effects of major Defense 
base closures, realignments, and Defense contract-related adjustments. More than $187 million 
in Federal grants, loans, and technical assistance was provided to State and local governments, 
businesses, and individuals through the EAC to prepare for and respond to the Defense 
adjustment challenges over the period covered by this report. Additionally, 38 publications and 
other outreach products were developed through the EAC to assist Defense-impacted areas.    

 

The EAC is composed of 22 Federal departments and agencies. The Chair, the Secretary of 
Defense, has designated the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense (Installations & Environment) 
to serve as Chair of sub-Cabinet-level meetings of the EAC. The Secretaries of Labor and 
Commerce serve as Co-Vice Chairs of the EAC, and they have designated the Assistant 
Secretary of Labor for Employment and Training and the Assistant Secretary of Commerce for 
Economic Development, respectively, as acting Co-Vice Chairs. The Director of the Department 
of Defense (DOD), Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) serves as the Executive Director of 
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the EAC. The EAC consists of an advisory group and a working group, with staff support from 
the OEA (see Appendix B).  

 

The EAC plays a pivotal role as the clearinghouse for information exchanges among Federal, 
State, and local community officials involved in the resolution of challenges stemming from 
significant Defense program changes. Among other key responsibilities, the EAC provides a 
compendium of coordinated Federal assistance, services, and programs for affected 
communities. 
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The Defense Economic Adjustment Program and the 
Economic Adjustment Committee 

 

THE DEFENSE ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT PROGRAM 
 
Defense program activity, including BRAC, Defense contract-related adjustments, and the 
encroachment of civilian communities on the missions of the military installations, may 
substantially and seriously affect communities, businesses, and workers. The DEAP was 
established under E.O. 12788, and amended in May 2005 (see Appendix A), to specially assist 
these affected communities, businesses, and workers.  Among its mandates, the DEAP is to: 

• Identify problems of States and communities as a result of Defense actions; 

• Apply consistent policies, practices, and procedures in the administration of Federal 
programs that are used to assist Defense-affected States, regions, metropolitan areas, 
communities, and businesses; 

• Identify and strengthen existing agency mechanisms to coordinate employment 
opportunities for displaced personnel; 

• Assure timely consultation and cooperation with Federal, State, and local officials 
concerning Defense-related impacts on Defense-affected communities’ problems; 

• Assure coordinated interagency and intergovernmental adjustment assistance concerning 
Defense impact problems; 

• Prepare, facilitate, and implement cost-effective strategies and action plans to coordinate 
interagency and intergovernmental economic adjustment efforts; 

• Encourage effective Federal, State, regional, metropolitan, and community cooperation 
and concerted involvement of public interest groups and private sector organizations in 
Defense economic adjustment activities; 

• Serve as a clearinghouse to exchange information among Federal, State, regional, 
metropolitan, and community officials involved in the resolution of community economic 
adjustment problems.  Such information may include, for example, previous studies, 
technical information, and sources of public and private financing; and 

• Encourage resolution of regulatory issues that impede encroachment prevention and local 
economic adjustment efforts. 

The DEAP is managed and directed by DOD’s Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA).  
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THE ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT COMMITTEE (EAC) 
 
The EAC is established under E.O. 12788, as amended, to advise, assist, and support the Defense 
Economic Adjustment Program.  Specifically, the EAC: 

• Coordinates Federal interagency and intergovernmental assistance to support the DEAP 
and to help States and communities respond to Defense-triggered economic impacts; 

• Develops procedures that assist affected States and locales; 

• Provides a clearinghouse for information exchanges among Federal, State, and local 
officials involved in the economic adjustment activities. These resources touch 
beneficiaries from the Federal level to individual citizens impacted by downsizing or 
growth resulting from Defense activities such as base closures, realignments, and similar 
modifications.  

 

EAC Organizational Structure 

EAC Membership: E.O. 12788, as amended, stipulates the EAC is to be composed of the 
following individuals or a designated principal deputy of these individuals:  
 

The Secretary of Agriculture; Attorney General; Secretary of Commerce; Secretary of Defense; 
Secretary of Education; Secretary of Energy; Secretary of Health and Human Services; Secretary 
of Housing and Urban Development; Secretary of Interior; Secretary of Labor; Secretary of 
State; Secretary of Transportation; Secretary of Treasury; Secretary of Veterans Affairs; 
Secretary of Homeland Security; Chairman, Council of Economic Advisors; Director, Office of 
Management and Budget; Director, Office of Personnel Management; Administrator, 
Environmental Protection Agency; Administrator, General Services; Administrator, Small 
Business Administration; and Postmaster General.  

 

The President may designate other individuals from the Executive Branch as may be necessary.  
Public Law 101-510, as amended, further establishes the executive authority, durability, and 
responsibilities of participating members. The public law also highlights annual report criteria 
and mandates the EAC to submit an Annual Report to the President, and then to Congress that: 

(A) Describes Federal economic adjustment programs available to communities, 
businesses, and groups of workers; 

(B) Describes the implementation of Defense economic adjustment assistance during the 
preceding fiscal year; and 
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(C) Specifies the number of communities, businesses, and workers affected by Defense 
budget reductions during the preceding fiscal year and such number assisted by 
Federal economic adjustment programs during that fiscal year. 
 

This report addresses reporting requirements (A) and (B). Reporting requirement (C) is not 
applicable to this report, as no Defense budget reductions affecting communities, businesses, or 
workers occurred during the reporting period. 

Chair and Co-Vice Chairs: The EAC Chair, the Secretary of Defense, has designated the Deputy 
Under Secretary of Defense (Installations & Environment) to chair sub-Cabinet-level meetings. 
The EAC Co-Vice Chairs, the Secretaries of Labor and Commerce, have designated the 
Assistant Secretary of Labor for Employment and Training and the Assistant Secretary of 
Commerce for Economic Development, respectively, to assume their Co-Vice Chair 
responsibilities.  

Executive Director and Staffing: The Director of OEA serves as Executive Director of the EAC 
and provides staff support for EAC activities.
  

EAC Operational Structure  
 
The EAC functions with an advisory group and a working group (see Figure 1). The member 
departments and agencies designate individuals to serve on these groups and speak for their 
agencies on matters of policy and program coordination. 

Figure 1. EAC Operational Structure 

EAC  

EAC Advisory Group 

EAC Working Group 
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Advisory Group:  Responsible for high-level resolution of EAC-related issues, provides guidance 
to the working group, ensures respective agency support for the EAC and DEAP-related 
activities, and provides recommendations and input to EAC principals on EAC and DEAP 
matters that require approval at the Cabinet level.  
 

Working Group:  Forms the core interagency network for program information exchange, 
resolution of cross-cutting issues, and coordination of Defense economic adjustment efforts. 
EAC members often participate on joint panels to explain various types of Federal adjustment 
assistance through their respective agencies.  Routinely, as Defense economic adjustment issues 
or questions arise, members work one-on-one with OEA staff and their interagency colleagues.  

 

Informal Interagency Staff Relationships/Coordination 
 
Beyond these formal internal structures, the EAC relies on informal interagency staff 
relationships and coordination to help achieve its mission. OEA staff members supporting the 
EAC coordinate and maintain liaison with the EAC member agency designees at both the 
advisory and working group levels. These interagency relationships foster good staff 
coordination as well as agency support for, and participation in, EAC activities.  
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The EAC and BRAC 2005 
 

 

EARLY EAC PREPARATIONS AND PLANNING 
 
Prior to the May 13, 2005 Secretary of Defense BRAC announcement, the EAC proactively 
coordinated several events to review and prepare member agencies’ responsive BRAC programs, 
capacities and resources.  

 
DOD-Civilian Personnel Policy (CPP)/Civilian Personnel Management Service (CPMS) 
Interagency Working Group 
 
In August 2004, CPP/CPMS organized an interagency and interservice working group whose 
mission was to address the “human aspects” of the pending BRAC 2005 recommendations 
collaboratively and proactively and to assist in ensuring that impacted DOD civilian employees 
experience a successful career transition. This working group developed an online toolkit to help 
employees understand the BRAC process and to aid in familiarizing employees with available 
worker adjustment programs and benefits.  

 
In addition, the interservice working group published an employee brochure entitled “BRAC 
Transitions: Assistance for DOD Civilian Employees” and produced a video entitled “BRAC: 
Moving Forward: Resources and Assistance for Career Transitions.” The brochure and video 
provide detailed discussion of available civilian employee assistance program information. The 
“BRAC Transition” Web site (http://www.cpms.osd.mil/brac/brac_index.aspx) was subsequently 
launched in May 2005, providing information on various placement programs, separation 
incentives, transition benefits, frequently asked questions, and up-to-date information on BRAC 
personnel developments.  
 

http://www.cpms.osd.mil/brac/brac_index.aspx
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Federal Sponsoring Agency Roundtable  
 
On October 6, 2004, eight EAC member departments and their sub-agencies with responsibility 
for sponsoring a variety of public benefit conveyances (PBCs) met to identify issues that 
warranted attention prior to the start of BRAC 2005, including the U.S. Department of Education 
(ED), U.S. Department of Health and Human Services (HHS), U.S. Department of Interior 
(Bureau of Land Management (BLM), Fish and Wildlife Service (FWS), National Park Service 
(NPS) and Bureau of Indian Affairs (BIA)); General Service Administration (GSA), U.S. 
Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), U.S. Department of Justice (Bureau of 
Prisons (BOP)), U.S. Department of Transportation (DOT) (Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) and Maritime Administration (MARAD)) and the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA).

 

PBCs can be used to transfer surplus Federal property to eligible State and local governments for 
use as airports, parks, schools, and other designated public purposes. BRAC 2005 provides a 
significant opportunity for affected communities to request PBC property transfers for lands and 
buildings determined to be surplus to the Military Departments. Such transfers can help 
communities develop needed public facilities as part of a coordinated reuse and redevelopment 
strategy for closing military installations. 

 

Roundtable participants reviewed the then-proposed update to E.O. 12788 and reported on PBC 
activity to date at prior-BRAC locations. Discussion then focused on ways to streamline the PBC 
process for BRAC 2005, including improved cross-agency coordination and agency 
communication with the impacted communities, improved property information and 
environmental condition data, and uniformity among agencies in tracking and reporting the 
status of PBC transfers.  

 

DOD-CPP/CPMS and the U.S. Department of Labor (DOL) 

In February 2005, CPP/CPMS and DOL established a collaborative, proactive intergovernmental 
working group to discuss, define, and coordinate available civilian employee transition 
assistance. The working group identified both “inside-the-gate” and “outside-the-gate” activities 
that provide comprehensive transition assistance to impacted civilian employees while 
maintaining the DOD mission. Both CPP/CPMS and DOL continue to maintain this 
collaborative relationship, which extends to providing on-the-ground subject matter experts for 
site visits, as needed. 
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Coordination of the Federal Property Screening Process Meeting (May 5, 2005) 
 
The EAC Chair convened a sub-Cabinet-level meeting of member agencies to discuss the plans 
to screen excess property for interest by other Federal agencies (Fed-to-Fed screening) and 
dispose of property resulting from BRAC 2005. The objective was to help facilitate the screening 
of BRAC 2005 property. Participants received an overview of the EAC and member agencies’ 
past BRAC property disposal actions. The Chair also presented an overview of the BRAC 2005 
timeline and process which emphasized DOD’s focus on expedited property disposal and 
avoidance of long-term caretaker obligations. 

 

Additionally, the principles for BRAC 2005 disposal and reuse, expediting mission movements, 
expediting community redevelopment and recovery, utilizing a “mixed toolkit” of authorities and 
leveraging market forces when possible were discussed. 

 

Executive Order 12788, as amended  
 
On May 12, 2005, the President signed E.O. 13378, amending E.O. 12788, “Relating to the 
Defense Economic Adjustment Program.” E.O. 13378 updated the purpose of the DEAP.      
E.O. 12788, as amended, now specifically mentions “substantially and seriously affected 
communities, businesses, and workers.” It also states that the DEAP should assist State and local 
governments in preventing the encroachment of civilian communities from impairing the 
operational utility of military installations. Further, it encourages EAC agencies to resolve 
Federal regulatory issues that can impede encroachment prevention and local economic 
adjustment efforts. Finally, the amended E.O. updates the EAC’s membership by deleting offices 
that no longer exist, eliminating the previous rotating chairmanship, and designating the 
Secretary of Defense as Chair and the Secretaries of Labor and Commerce as Co-Vice Chairs.  

 

Designation of EAC Advisory and Working Group Members 
 
During FY 2005, EAC members identified and confirmed their respective assistant-secretary-
level advisory group members and the appropriate working group member(s) and alternate(s). 
Departments with multiple programs or areas of expertise were invited to identify several 
working group members and alternates as appropriate.  
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EAC Member Briefings 
 
To prepare EAC members for BRAC 2005, OEA conducted individual briefings with all EAC 
members, concentrating on the DEAP and areas where EAC could be of assistance, including 
new or existing programs and resources that could assist communities, businesses, and workers. 

 

Development of the Compendium of Federal Assistance Programs 
 
EAC members collaborated to develop a compendium of Federal assistance programs for 
BRAC-affected communities, businesses, and workers entitled, “Coordinated Federal Resources 
for BRAC Communities.” The compendium included introductory information about the EAC’s 
role and member-specific program functions and resources to assist states and communities to 
respond to BRAC.  This resource provided internet and telephone resources/contacts, and 
program and funding descriptions for assistance ranging from job and career-related assistance, 
helping businesses to respond to military downsizing and finding opportunities in areas of 
military base realignment, education, childcare, and infrastructure (water, sewer, roads) 
resources.  

This compendium was posted on the EAC page of the OEA Web site prior to the announcement 
of BRAC 2005 recommendations and is continually updated and posted at 
http://www.oea.gov/oeaweb.nsf/EAC?readform.  

 

OEA Advance Planning Grant Program  
 

During FY 2005, 31 communities took advantage of the opportunity to begin an anticipatory 
planning process prior to announcement of the Secretary of Defense recommendations and the 
beginning of the BRAC Commission process. First announced in June 2004, the OEA Advance 
Planning Grant program provided technical and financial assistance to communities located 
adjacent to active military installations for advance planning for community adjustment in the 
event of a possible BRAC 2005 action. Communities could also explore economic 
diversification from Defense-dependent economies, whether or not an installation was ultimately 
closed. This program was established in response to community feedback from prior BRAC 
rounds that emphasized the importance of earlier pre-BRAC planning support. With $4,711,800 
in Advance Planning Grant support, potentially vulnerable communities were provided with an 
opportunity to prepare to respond more quickly in the event of a BRAC action. 

http://www.oea.gov/oeaweb.nsf/EAC?readform
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THE EAC RESPONSE TO BRAC 2005 RECOMMENDATIONS 
 
On May 13, 2005, the Secretary of Defense announced his recommendations to the BRAC 
Commission, initiating the BRAC Commission review of those recommendations. This 
announcement triggered the official eligibility for a number of individual and community 
assistance programs sponsored by EAC member agencies, even as the BRAC Commission 
process was just getting under way. The Secretary acknowledged in his announcement address 
the obligation to assist affected communities, stating: “The changes that [would] occur [would] 
affect a number of communities. In the past, [those communities] have warmly embraced nearby 
military installations for a good many years. The [Defense] department will take great care to 
work with these communities, with the respect that they have earned, and stand ready with 
various types of assistance.”  

 

Outreach to State and Local Officials and Members of Congress 
 
On May 17, 2005 OEA provided BRAC resource packages to affected State and local officials,  
and members of Congress representing areas affected by major BRAC 2005 actions. The packets 
included the following items: 

 OEA Director’s Letter of Introduction: introducing the DEAP and OEA’s program of 
assistance, 

 Communities Responding to Change (DVD):  a video presenting local officials who 
successfully responded to earlier BRAC rounds and keys to success based on local 
experience,  

 Responding to Change: Communities & BRAC (publication):  a publication developed to 
acquaint readers with the key local roles and responsibilities for responding to the BRAC 
effort with guidance for downsizing and growth locations, 

 DOL Outreach Information for BRAC affected community leaders, business and 
workers, 

 E.O. 12788, as amended, and the   

 Coordinated Federal Resources for BRAC Communities (EAC publication).  
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DOL Field Engagement 
 
In response to the Secretary of Defense announcement, DOL created a National BRAC 
Coordination Unit within its Office of National Response to consolidate and streamline the 
DOL’s BRAC response. Working with its six regional offices and directly with affected States, 
the DOL BRAC Coordination Unit provides rapid issue resolution on matters related to policy, 
services eligibility, and technical matters related to grants administration. The Coordination Unit 
also provides onsite technical assistance as needed. DOL has provided strategic planning 
assistance on workforce development to 11 BRAC-impacted States, assisting BRAC-impacted 
regions in: building networked leadership groups; fully identifying the regional economy (as well 
as highlighting the importance of developing regional approaches to addressing BRAC impacts); 
and directly assisting communities in producing data-driven workforce development plans that 
align with local economic conditions. DOL expects to continue this direct technical assistance 
until all BRAC regions have fully developed strategic plans. 
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National Emergency Grants (NEG) for BRAC 
 
Through September 30, 2006, more than $31.5 million in DOL NEG funds were awarded to 38 
States, the District of Columbia, and Guam, each of which could be affected by the BRAC 2005 
recommendations. These funds help States and communities to develop their workforce 
transition plans and, in some instances, enhance the workforce economic development programs, 
which are key to helping workers and communities adjust and create new opportunities as the 
BRAC process moves forward. These grants will ultimately help workers who are affected by 
the BRAC recommendations gain early access to services (up to 2 years) in the public workforce 
investment system. 

 
Table 1: NEG funds awarded for BRAC planning and services through  September 30, 2006. 

 
Alabama  $  1,000,000  Mississippi  $   250,000  
Alaska  $   615,000  Missouri  $  1,000,000  
Arkansas  $  1,000,000  Montana  $   76,690  
California  $  1,370,000  Nebraska  $   75,000  
Connecticut  $  1,000,000  Nevada  $   528,500  
Florida  $  1,000,000  New Jersey  $  600,000 
Georgia  $  1,000,000  New Mexico  $  1,000,000  
Hawaii  $   45,000  New York  $   730,000  
Illinois  $  1,500,000  North Carolina  $  1,000,000  
Indiana  $  1,500,000  North Dakota  $  1,000,000  
Kansas  $   850,000  Ohio  $  1,000,000  
Kentucky  $   300,000  Oklahoma  $   250,000  
Louisiana  $  1,000,000  Pennsylvania  $  1,000,000  
Maine  $  1,273,628  South Carolina  $   500,000  
Maryland  $  1,237,500  South Dakota  $  1,000,000  
Massachusetts  $  1,000,000  Texas  $   235,000  
Michigan  $   221,778  Virginia  $  1,000,000  
Minnesota  $   500,000 Wisconsin  $   75,000  
District of 
Columbia $   950,000 Guam $   475,000 
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U.S. Department of Commerce Economic Development Administration (EDA) Program 
Eligibility Triggered (May 13, 2005) 

 

With the Secretary of Defense announcement of the BRAC 2005 recommendations, communities 
impacted by the recommendations also became eligible to participate in EDA’s Economic 
Development Grant Assistance Programs.  EDA’s Special Need Eligibility Criteria include a 
specific provision that recognizes that communities near military installations recommended for 
closure or realignment can experience actual or threatened severe economic adjustment problems 
as a result of the BRAC process.  These communities became eligible to compete for EDA Public 
Works Infrastructure and Economic Adjustment grants for projects that respond to the effects of 
the BRAC announcement and those with recommendations sustained by the BRAC Commission, 
will remain eligible for EDA assistance for up to 5 years after the date of actual closure or 
realignment of the installation.  

 

Small Business Administration (SBA) HUBZone Program 
  
The Historically Underutilized Business Zone (HUBZone) Program provides Federal contracting 
assistance to qualified small business concerns located in historically underutilized business 
zones to increase employment opportunities, stimulate capital investment in those areas, and 
empower communities through economic leveraging.  Small business concerns willing to commit 
resources that result in neighborhood jobs in these underserved areas are, in turn, given 
consideration for Federal contracts through set-asides, sole source and price evaluation 
preferences reserved for HUBZone concerns. 

  
In September 2005, SBA announced that all military establishments affected by BRAC would be 
designated as HUBZones, qualifying small businesses willing to locate in these BRAC 
HUBZone areas, and willing to employ local residents, for special consideration in the award of 
Federal contracts. In December 2004, the President signed into law a measure that designated all 
bases already closed, and any bases closed through a future BRAC action, as HUBZone locations 
for a 5-year period from their date of closure.  
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EAC Advisory Group Meeting (October 17, 2005) 
 
The EAC convened to discuss the May 2005 amendment of E.O. 12788 and focus on its call for 
an integrated and coordinated approach among the Federal agencies to support the DEAP. 
Members were urged to be proactive in identifying problems of assisting impacted areas and to 
develop and act upon appropriate solutions. EAC members were provided with an overview of 
the BRAC 2005 process including possible timelines and major milestones.  

 

Members also reported on the status of their respective agency responses to BRAC 2005, 
highlighting grant awards, online tools, toll-free hotlines, and One-Stop Career Centers as 
resources available to assist impacted States and communities. Participants also discussed their 
roles with the BRAC homeless screening process and an overview of the balance determination 
required prior to disposal of surplus property, self-help housing, and historic properties. 
Members discussed how agencies could provide special consideration for BRAC-impacted areas 
through their existing programs. 

Meeting outcomes included: 

• Commitment by EAC agencies to review and provide DOD with comment on the draft 
“Base Redevelopment and Realignment Manual” (BRRM) for BRAC 2005. 

• Designation of EAC agency participants and points of contact for the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense (OSD)/Military Services/Community conference planned for May 
2006, as well as suggestions for the conference agenda. 

• Collection of EAC agency information for development of the publication “Coordinated 
Federal Resources for BRAC Communities.” 

 

EAC ACTIVITY: POST-BRAC COMMISSION  
 

The BRAC Commission recommendations became law on November 9, 2005. The EAC’s 
response included the assignment of OEA project managers, initiation of assistance programs, 
coordinated meetings and site visits, conferences, telecasts, speaking engagements, workshops 
and other outreach initiatives. Some of those initiatives and forums, as well as key conferences 
and engagements, are highlighted below.
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OEA BRAC Assistance Program  

 
With the BRAC 2005 decisions final, OEA initiated its full program of technical and financial 
assistance for communities impacted by those decisions. OEA project managers were assigned to 
work with communities affected by: (1) a major installation closure or realignment (including 
growth), (2) disposal of surplus property, regardless of size, or (3) other unique circumstances.  
For most communities, OEA provides the first Federal response. Project managers assist 
communities to organize, plan and carry out local adjustment strategies, support local transitional 
activities and work with EAC members to connect resources and develop capacities for response. 

 

Formation and Recognition of Local Redevelopment Authorities (LRAs) 
 
Public Law 103-160, Section 2918(b)(10) defines an LRA as “any entity (including an entity 
established by a State or local government) recognized by the Secretary of Defense as the entity 
responsible for developing the redevelopment plan with respect to the installation and for 
directing the implementation of such plan.” Assigned OEA project managers work closely with 
community leaders to structure the LRA, and the Secretary of Defense, acting through OEA, 
formally recognizes the LRA, which is thereafter the communities’ collective voice in dealing 
with the Military Department and EAC agencies property disposal matters arising from a BRAC 
action.  

 

Under the BRAC statutes, OEA publishes information about LRA recognition locally and in the 
Federal Register. LRAs have broad-based membership, including, but not limited to, the 
jurisdictions in which the installation lies and those with zoning or other development control 
authority over the surplus property. The LRA must afford the local community the opportunity to 
be involved in the planning process. Therefore, the LRA works with all major community 
stakeholders, including homeless-assistance providers and eligible recipients of public benefit 
property transfers, to determine their interest in surplus property. 

 

Small sites at National Guard and Reserve locations present unique challenges to the affected 
community and the DOD agencies responsible for these sites. Although some sites are very small 
(one-half to three acres) in terms of real property, the level of effort required to dispose of this 
property can be overwhelming to the community. For these smaller sites, LRA recognition is still 
necessary.  
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Formation of Growth Management Organizations and OEA’s Growth Management 
Assistance Program  
 
Some military installations will be receiving significant numbers of military and civilian Defense 
personnel due to BRAC 2005 and Global Defense Posture Review. The community role in 
responding to installation growth is to speak with one voice on behalf of the affected community 
through a growth management organization, providing leadership and disseminating information 
to the public, identifying potential issues and opportunities, developing and carrying out 
responsive adjustment strategies, and leveraging private investment with any responsive local, 
State, and Federal resources. Under the auspices of a growth management organization, business 
leaders, representatives from the school district(s), community facility and service providers, 
neighborhood organizations, and elected officials can be brought together to look at the impacts 
on community education, housing, transportation, spousal employment opportunities, or quality-
of-life issues that may result from substantial growth at a nearby military installation. Some of 
those growth issues are further described below: 

 

Education: Communities neighboring military installations experiencing growth frequently cite 
education as an area of concern. Fiscal and physical plant capacity, in addition to operation and 
maintenance resourcing (including locating and hiring high-quality teachers), are important 
issues. The perceived scholastic quality of the local schools can heavily influence the decision of 
military families on where to reside. Bolstering education remains a priority for community 
leaders preparing for the influx of service-members and their families relocating in response to 
BRAC.   

 

The ED Impact Aid Program, provides financial assistance to local educational agencies  
affected by Federal activities (including DOD activities). The program provides various types of 
funding, including payment to local educational agencies to compensate for lost revenue 
resulting from the tax-exempt status of Federal property and assistance to local educational 
agencies enrolling federally connected children. Federally connected children include, for 
example, children whose parents are in the Armed Forces, and children whose parents are 
employed on Federal property, such as a military installation. Historically, local educational 
agencies have used these funds to offset a variety of operational expenses (i.e., teacher and aide 
salaries; remedial tutoring; advanced placement classes; special enrichment programs, 
purchasing textbooks, computers, and after-school programs). 
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DOD, through Military Community and Family Policy (MC&FP) and the Department of 
Defense Education Activity (DODEA), provides supplemental Impact Aid assistance to local 
educational agencies that are heavily impacted by the presence of military or DOD civilian 
dependent students. Eligible local educational agencies must have at least 20% military or 
civilian dependent students in average daily attendance in their schools, as counted on their ED 
Impact Aid application for the preceding year. Furthermore, to assist local educational agencies 
impacted by BRAC, Global Defense Posture Review, the creation or activation of one or more 
new military units, or a change in the number of housing units on a military installation, DOD 
provides special financial assistance to eligible local educational agencies. To qualify, local 
educational agencies must have previously applied for ED Impact Aid, have at least 20% 
military or DOD civilian dependent students and the number of military or DOD civilian 
dependent students must have increased or decreased by at least 250 or 5% of the total number of 
military or civilian dependent students. 

 

In response to the projected student growth from BRAC 2005 and Global Defense Posture 
Review, Federal EAC team visits may be necessary where the affected community either 
requests a visit or an EAC member determines that the growth magnitude is likely to adversely 
impact the local school system(s). These team visits will include collaboration with the affected 
installation, local educational agencies, State education representatives (as they elect to 
participate), and other participants as appropriate. Members of these teams will seek to assess 
local capacities to absorb the projected growth and identify any needs for third-party assistance. 
EAC member agencies recognize that these projections may be revised by future appropriations 
and national security needs and will need to remain flexible throughout the period of anticipated 
growth. 

 
Transportation:   Adequate transportation and road networks to support Defense installations are 
important concerns for nearly all communities experiencing growth. The military installation 
generally depends on the local, State, and Federal transportation system for meeting its needs. 
Providing the required transportation network and the needed road capacity at the required time 
is a challenge. To accommodate this growth, and the growth that is occurring across the U.S. 
transportation system, in May 2006 the DOT launched a Congestion Initiative that seeks to ease 
urban traffic congestion, reduce freight bottlenecks, and encourage State and local governments 
to deploy innovative solutions in response to the specific problems they face. A number of DOT 
programs are available to help State and local governments in those efforts. Moreover, the EAC 
is working to coordinate DOD’s Defense Access Road Program and appropriate DOT resources 
with State and local transportation priorities to address these challenges.  
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Housing: Adequate housing to satisfy communities experiencing growth is another area of 
concern that receives much attention from BRAC communities. Determining the sufficiency of 
the housing inventory and development capacity of an impacted community is a challenge. 
Growth management organizations collaborate to appropriately assess the housing market and 
plan to provide additional housing in the community. EAC agencies, including HUD and the 
U.S. Department of Agriculture Rural Development (USDA(RD)), work in collaboration with 
the Military Departments, installation commanders, and community leaders to provide 
customized solutions to these local challenges 
 

Spousal employment: A vital area of concern for communities impacted by Defense program 
changes that cause the increases and decreases of military activity in the area, as well as the 
transferring military members and their dependant spouses, is the opportunity for spousal 
employment. The Military Spouse Resource Center is a Web site (http://www.milspouse.org) 
designed and operated by DOD and DOL to support the career aspirations of military spouse 
jobseekers, particularly those in the midst of a permanent change of station.  

 

This Web site is free and available to military spouses from all Military Departments, veterans, 
the National Guard and Reserve, and the Coast Guard. The site contains more than 2,500 
information and resource links for military spouses that help with job searching, career planning, 
training, scholarships, and other educational opportunities. The Military Spouse Resource Center 
also contains specific information about local military installations and the communities in which 
they reside, including childcare options and transportation. 

 

Coordinated Site Visits  

Fort Drum Housing Forum—January 2006: An anticipated influx of nearly 6,000 soldiers at 
Fort Drum, NY, has led to a significant housing shortage in the upstate area of Watertown, NY. 
Multiple issues contribute to the housing crunch in this area, including home prices, a short 
construction season, and availability of construction financing. Whereas an increased number of 
privatized housing units on base will help fill some of the housing gap, the construction of an 
additional 2,000 units off-base required the support of the community, the private sector, the 
State of New York, and multiple Federal agencies to jump-start the housing construction.  
 

The community growth management organization, the Fort Drum Regional Liaison 
Organization, and the Fort Drum installation cohosted a housing forum in January 2006 aimed at 
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responding to Fort Drum’s housing dilemma.  More than 300 developers, builders, financiers, 
local officials, and State, Federal, and local agency representatives met for the one-day summit.  

 
Representatives from USDA(RD), HUD, the Federal National Mortgage Association (Fannie 
Mae), and the Federal Home Mortgage Corporation (Freddie Mac) participated in a Federal 
panel and outlined some of the programs available to facilitate the community buildup to 
accommodate the growth mission at Fort Drum.  

 

The housing forum brought together all the various parties that could help fill the housing gap. 
Since the forum took place, USDA(RD) and Fannie Mae have followed through with program 
support for housing construction and home ownership. Additional partnerships among key 
players have, to date, reduced the Fort Drum housing deficit by more than half.  

 

Fort Riley Housing Summit – March, 2006:    The Army’s current projected increase for Fort 
Riley, KS, is 9,754 military personnel and 1,988 civilians/contractors.  The bulk of this increase 
will occur from 2006 through October 2010.  Fort Riley projects the need for an additional 5,900 
off-post housing units to accommodate incoming soldiers.  There are currently 3,052 housing 
units on the post itself, and, including dependents, at least 30,000 residents will arrive in the Fort 
Riley area in the next few years. 

 

On March 16, 2006, a Housing Summit was held at Fort Riley as a matchmaking opportunity for 
homebuilders to help ensure the availability of homes for arriving soldiers and their families. 
Officials estimate $800 million in on-base construction, and another $800 million to $1 billion 
for off-base housing, roads, schools, and utilities. Representatives from USDA(RD) were on 
hand to present information on programs that will support increasing economic opportunities, 
enhance the quality of life for rural Americans, and help alleviate the pressure of soldiers finding 
homes. USDA(RD) guaranteed loan programs can help underwrite the loans originated by local 
lenders to soldiers and civilian personnel moving to the communities surrounding Fort Riley. 
Soldiers will go where the affordable housing is, and E-4 to E-5 ranks can afford homes thanks 
to USDA(RD) loan programs providing low interest rates and low down payments. 

 

A new Web site, the Fort Riley Connection (http://www.fortrileyconnection.com), was launched 
as a one-stop information source for military personnel and civilians moving to Fort Riley and its 
surrounding areas. The site is intended to ease the relocation process for new and soon-to-be 
residents of that region.  The Fort Riley Connection is a comprehensive list of community 
resources available to new Fort Riley residents, including information on jobs, daycare, 
education, schools, housing, and entertainment in the area. The Web site features on-post and 
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off-post employment opportunities and links to major area employers. The site also contains 
maps and profiles of Fort Riley-area municipalities, links to recreational activities, and contact 
information for local travel and tourism groups.  The Fort Riley Connection is funded with a 
DOL grant administered by the Kansas Department of Commerce.  The site represents a 
collaborative effort between Federal agencies, the State of Kansas, Fort Riley, and a number of 
area governments, chambers of commerce, and economic development organizations. 

 

EAC Advisory Group Meeting  
 
On February 3, 2006, the EAC met to receive an update on BRAC 2005 execution and discussed 
the appointment of Base Transition Coordinators (BTC) at closure and/or realignment locations, 
as well as the BRAC 2005 Implementation Regulation, the draft BRRM, and property
screening processes for Fed-to-Fed property transfers.  

 

The group also reviewed agency activities to support the BRAC 2005 effort, including 
coordination of information across the various agencies, data consistency, and the development 
of an EAC website.  Additionally, with a focus on BRAC implementation, members were 
provided with information about the recent award of two DOL Workforce Innovation in 
Regional Economic Development (WIRED) grants to BRAC-affected areas.  

 

Interagency Collaboration- BRAC Regulations and Procedures 
 

BRAC 2005 Implementation Regulations and Manual: On February 28, 2006, incorporating the 
comments of the EAC member agencies, DOD amended its regulations at 32 Code of Federal 
Regulation (CFR) parts 174, 175, and 176, “Revitalizing Base Closure Communities and 
Addressing Impacts of Realignment governing the disposal of property, Revitalizing Base 
Closure Communities and Addressing Impacts of Realignment.”  

 

These amendments provide rules for the disposal of property and address impacts of realignment 
at gaining bases.  They authorize publication of the BRRM, amend DOD policy, and address 
various environmental requirements not previously addressed in the regulations. 

 

BRRM: DOD prepared and, on March 1, 2006, issued the BRRM which provides a common set 
of guidelines for carrying out activity for BRAC 2005.  It also provides supplemental guidance 
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for carrying out the laws and regulations for closing installations and revitalizing base closure 
communities and community assistance (e.g., Public Law 101-510 as amended).  Finally, it 
identifies approaches and general practices to follow during base closure and redevelopment 
implementation.  

 

Several EAC agencies have responsibility for sponsoring and/or approving various PBC 
conveyances of surplus real and personal property to State and local governments and certain 
nonprofit organizations for public purposes as authorized by statute. 

 

Sponsored PBCs: Include PBCs for education [ED], public health [HHS], public parks or 
recreation [NPS], self-help housing [HUD], airport [FAA], and port facility [MARAD] purposes. 
Surplus real and personal property may be transferred by the sponsoring Federal agency in 
accordance with its rules for implementing authorized programs. The terms and conditions 
attached to the redevelopment and the value (or the discount allowed) of the real and personal 
property are determined by the sponsoring Federal agency. In this type of conveyance, the 
Military Department assigns the real, related, and other qualifying personal property to the 
sponsoring agency for transfer to the sponsored applicant. 

 

Approved PBCs: These conveyances include PBCs for non-Federal correctional facilities or law 
enforcement [DOJ], emergency management response [DHS], wildlife conservation [FWS], 
historic monuments [NPS], and power transmission lines [GSA].  The terms and conditions 
attached to the redevelopment are determined by the Military Department, which transfers the 
qualifying personal property directly to the approved PBC recipient.  Applications must be 
reviewed by the appropriate sponsoring Federal agency and, if supported, will be appropriately 
handled by the associated Military Department.  

 

Military Department Outreach 
 
In accordance with the BRRM, the Military Departments appointed a BTC for each base that has 
property available for disposal.  The BTCs are engaged with the LRA, communities, and OEA 
project managers providing assistance with the property disposal process.  BTC assistance 
encompasses community education on the disposal process, homeless outreach planning, and the 
preparation and execution of redevelopment plans. 

 



T H E  E C O N O M I C  A D J U S T M E N T  C O M M I T T E E  
  

 
 

25 

Homeless Outreach 
 
The redevelopment planning process must include the identification of homeless needs and the 
resulting plans must reflect a balance of meeting the needs with local community and economic 
development essentials.  LRAs must establish links to local homeless-assistance providers.  The 
LRA is required to provide information on surplus property within 30 days of the notice of 
surplus property.  The LRA must also conduct outreach to all jurisdictions that comprise the 
LRA.  Homeless service providers interested in receiving surplus property must submit a notice
of interest during the outreach period. 

 

In FY 2006, EAC and HUD support staff were involved in a number of significant efforts to 
provide consultation and technical assistance to affected officials at local, county, and State 
levels across the United States.  Specific HUD activities included assigning 47 field office staff as 
BRAC representatives in 44 States, providing guidance and coordinating assistance to 124 
communities impacted by BRAC, conducting site visits, participation at workshops, involvement 
in conferences, Web and audio broadcasts, and speaking engagements.  HUD increased capacity 
to electronically track reuse applications, surplus property, LRAs, and the homeless assistance 
resulting from the BRAC process.  This increased capacity will also help ensure that the EAC and 
HUD meet the requirements and timelines of the Redevelopment Act.  It should be noted that 
HUD’s progress implementing the BRAC 2005 round cannot be measured solely in dedicated 
DEAP dollars.  HUD’s programs are available for use by all communities affected by BRAC, 
however, no HUD program funds are specifically dedicated to DEAP/BRAC. 

 

To help communities gain a greater understanding of the provisions of the homeless outreach 
requirement, and to assist communities in implementing the law in a fair and consistent manner, 
HUD’s Office of Community Planning and Development published the “Guidebook on Military 
Base Reuse and Homeless Assistance.” The publication includes an overview of the base 
redevelopment process, outlines HUD’s reviews of redevelopment plans and homeless assistance 
submissions, offers model base reuse plans, and provides guidance for communities seeking 
additional sources of assistance. 

 
Appropriate homeless outreach is required regardless of the size of the surplus property, and the 
EAC is working with HUD to identify appropriate, yet possibly less burdensome, procedures that 
comply with all requirements for National Guard and Reserve and other small sites.  

 



2 0 0 6  A N N U A L  R E P O R T  T O  T H E  P R E S I D E N T  
  

 

 26 

OSD/Military Services/Community Conference  
 
From May 2 to 5, 2006, 928 participants attended the OSD/Military Services/Community 
Conference in Atlanta, Georgia. Attendees included 

• 463 community and State public officials,  

• 369 DOD or Military Department personnel including installation commanders,  

• 89 Federal agency personnel, and  

• 7 public interest group representatives.  

 

Conference participants conferred with DOD, the Military Departments, and 15 EAC 
agencies on closure, realignment, growth and other community and workforce impacts 
resulting from BRAC 2005 and the Global Defense Posture Review. Attendees also had the 
opportunity for separate meetings with leaders from DOD, the Military Departments, and 
various EAC member agencies. In addition, local officials who had previously responded to 
these changes discussed their experiences and shared advice.  

 

Conference content included a series of presentations by each of the Military Departments, and 
workshops on issues ranging from the creation and recognition of an LRA to managing growth 
in response to military expansion. Other topics included worker adjustment assistance and an 
overview of available Federal resources to assist in responding to the impacts of BRAC. The 
conference also featured specific tracks to support both communities experiencing downsizing or 
growth resulting from the BRAC 2005 process, and small Reserve sites with property disposal 
requirements. 

 

The conference demonstrated high-level support and participation from DOD and Federal officials
as speakers and panelists. Nine assistant secretaries or deputy under secretaries, seven deputy 
assistant secretaries or assistant deputy under secretaries, and several active and retired flag 
officers participated in the conference. 

 

EDA/DOD/National Association of Regional Councils Telecast (May 10, 2006) 
 
A one-hour satellite telecast entitled “Community Economic Development to Support Growth,” 
was produced by the Economic Development Administration in partnership with DOD and the 
National Association of Regional Councils and viewed by economic and community 
development officials across the country. The program featured the “Communities Responding 
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to Growth” presentation recorded at the OSD/Military Service/Community Conference, 
and included interviews with senior DOD officials. Viewers saw successful examples from 
communities that had previously managed growth issues related to military installations. These 
issues included receiving new missions, new troop units, and significant numbers of additional 
Defense personnel. 

 

Other Conferences/Public Speaking Engagements 
 
The mission of the EAC requires its member representatives to interact, exchange information, 
and work cooperatively with private sector organizations that support the Defense community. 
EAC agency members participated in more than 20 different conferences/training seminars 
sponsored by these organizations. EAC members are frequently invited to participate as guest 
speakers, panel members, or moderators at conferences held throughout the year.  

 

During FY 2006, EAC members provided DEAP program outreach at annual conferences 
including those of the National League of Cities, the National Association of Realtors, the 
American Planning Association, the U.S. Conference of Mayors, the National Association of 
Development Organizations, and the Association of Defense Communities (ADC).  

 

For example, ADC, formerly known as the National Association of Installation Developers, is a 
1,200-member organization serving the interests of communities, State government, and the 
private sector on military issues including base closure, community military partnerships, 
Defense real estate, mission growth, mission sustainment, military privatization, and 
redevelopment/realignment. EAC agencies regularly participate, as requested by ADC, in ADC 
focus groups and conference panels, specifically addressing Federal assistance opportunities for 
communities, businesses, and individuals.  
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 End Summary of the EAC 2006 Annual Report  
 

 

IMPROVING PROCESSES AND REALIZING OUTCOMES 
 
This report summarizes the EAC’s mission, functions, and responsibilities; and reviews the 
recent activities of the EAC and the DEAP addressing the economic adjustment needs of 
substantially and seriously affected communities, businesses, and workers from the effects of 
major Defense changes. The 22 Federal departments and agencies that comprise the EAC 
provide a variety of resources and assistance, ranging from grants, loans, and loan guarantees to 
counseling, technical assistance, and training (see Appendix C). EAC member agencies and 
departments also provide oversight and assist with the administration of various Federal 
regulatory requirements. Interagency communication and collaboration that occurs both publicly 
and behind the scenes via the EAC is key to effective and efficient execution of the EAC mission 
and helps ensure consistency among Federal policies and appropriate coordination and delivery 
of resources.  

 
In anticipation of BRAC 2005, EAC departments and agencies collaborated to ensure an 
effective Federal-wide effort to support the transitions underway within the DOD, with an 
emphasis on the pivotal role of the EAC as the clearinghouse for information exchanges among 
Federal, State, and local officials involved in the resolution of challenges stemming from 
significant Defense-program changes. Once the BRAC decisions became final, EAC agencies 
provided guidance and outreach support (cornerstones of the EAC mission and responsibilities) 
to impacted communities. Over FYs 2005 and 2006, more than $187 million in Federal grants, 
loans, and technical assistance was provided to State and local governments, businesses, and 
individuals to prepare for and respond to the Defense adjustment challenges they face (see 
Appendix C).  

 
EAC member agencies are committed to providing comprehensive resources to help alleviate 
socioeconomic effects that may result from Defense-related change drivers, and they are fully 
engaged in organizing, planning and implementing Defense adjustment activities (see Appendix 
D). Federal resource information is in the hands of impacted workers and has also been provided 
to State and local officials and members of Congress representing areas affected by major 
Defense actions (see Appendix E).  The EAC, in fulfilling its mission and responsibilities, has 
created the momentum for a successful implementation of BRAC 2005 and Global Defense 
Posture Review. 
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ACRONYMS 
 
 
ADC  Association of Defense Communities 
APG                Advance Planning Grant
 
BIA  Bureau of Indian Affairs, U.S. Department of the Interior 
BLM  Bureau of Land Management, U.S. Department of the Interior 
BOP  Bureau of Prisons, U.S. Department of Justice 
BRAC  Base Realignment and Closure 
BRRM Base Redevelopment and Realignment Manual 
BTC   Base Transition Coordinators   
 
CFR  Code of Federal Regulations  
CPMS Civilian Personnel Management Service, U.S. Department of Defense  
CPP Civilian Personnel Policy, U.S. Department of Defense 
 
DEAP Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
DOD  U.S. Department of Defense 
DODEA Department of Defense Education Activity 
DOJ  U.S. Department of Justice 
DOL  U.S. Department of Labor 
DOT  U.S. Department of Transportation   
DUSD(I&E)    Deputy Under Secretary of Defense, Installations & Environment 
 
EAC  Economic Adjustment Committee 
ED  U.S. Department of Education 
EDA  Economic Development Administration, U.S. Department of Commerce 
E.O.  Executive Order 
EPA  Environmental Protection Agency 
 
FAA  Federal Aviation Administration, U.S. Department of Transportation 
Fannie Mae Federal National Mortgage Association 
Freddie Mac Federal Home Mortgage Corporation 
FWS  Fish and Wildlife Service, U.S. Department of the Interior 
FY  Fiscal Year 
 
GSA  U.S. General Services Administration 
 
HHS U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
HUBZone Historically Underutilized Business Zone  
HUD U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
 
LEA  Local Educational Agency 
LRA Local Redevelopment Authority 
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MARAD Maritime Administration, U.S. Department of Transportation 
MC&FP Military Community and Family Policy, U.S. Department of Defense 
 
NEG  National Emergency Grant 
NPS  National Park Service, U.S. Department of the Interior 
 
OEA  Office of Economic Adjustment, U.S. Department of Defense 
OSD  Office of the Secretary of Defense 
 
PBC  Public Benefit Conveyance 
 
SBA  U.S. Small Business Administration 
 
USDA(RD) U.S. Department of Agriculture, Rural Development 
 
WIRED Workforce Innovation in Regional Economic Development  
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Appendix A 
THE PRESIDENT 

EXECUTIVE ORDER 12788             As AMENDED  
 

Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
         

By the authority vested in me as President by the 
Constitution and the laws of the United States of America, 
including 10 U.S.C. 2391 and the Defense Economic 
Adjustment, Diversification, Conversion, and Stabilization 
Act of 1990, enacted as Division D, section 4001 et seq., of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1991, Public Law 101-510, and to provide coordinated 
Federal economic adjustment assistance necessitated by 
changes in Department of Defense activities, it is hereby 
ordered as follows: 

 
Section 1.  Function of the Secretary of Defense.  The 
Secretary of Defense shall, through the Economic 
Adjustment Committee, design and establish a Defense 
Economic Adjustment Program. 
 

Sec. 2.  The Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
shall (1) assist substantially and seriously affected 
communities, businesses, and workers from the effects of 
major Defense base closures, realignments, and Defense 
contract-related adjustments, and (2) assist State and 
local governments in preventing the encroachment of 
civilian communities from impairing the operational 
utility of military installations. 
 
Sec. 3  Functions of the Defense Economic Adjustment 
Program.  The Defense Adjustment Program shall: 
 
(a) Identify problems of States, regions, metropolitan 
areas, or communities that result from major Defense 
base closures, realignments, and Defense contract-related 
adjustments, and the encroachment of the civilian 
community on the mission of military installations and 
that require Federal assistance; 
 
(b) Use and maintain a uniform socioeconomic impact 
analysis to justify the use of Federal economic 
adjustment resources prior to particular realignments; 
 
(c) Apply consistent policies, practices, and procedures 
in the administration of Federal programs that are used to 
assist Defense-affected States, regions, metropolitan 
areas, communities, and businesses; 
 
(d) Identify and strengthen existing agency mechanisms 
to coordinate employment opportunities for displaced 
agency personnel; 
 
(e) Identify and strengthen existing agency mechanisms 
to improve reemployment opportunities for dislocated 
Defense industry personnel; 

(f) Assure timely consultation and cooperation with 
Federal, State, regional, metropolitan, and community 
officials concerning Defense-related impacts on Defense-
affected communities’ problems; 
 
(g) Assure coordinated interagency and intergovernmental 
adjustment assistance concerning Defense impact 
problems; 
 
(h) Prepare, facilitate, and implement cost-effective 
strategies and action plans to coordinate interagency and 
intergovernmental economic adjustment efforts; 
 
(i) Encourage effective Federal, State, regional, 
metropolitan, and community cooperation and concerted 
involvement of public interest groups and private sector 
organizations in Defense economic adjustment activities; 
 
(j) Serve as a clearinghouse to exchange information 
among Federal, State, regional, metropolitan, and 
community officials involved in the resolution of 
community economic adjustment problems.  Such 
information may include, for example, previous studies, 
technical information, and sources of public and private 
financing; 
 
(k) Assist in the diversification of local economies to lessen 
dependence on Defense activities; 
 
(l) Encourage and facilitate private sector interim use of 
lands and buildings to generate jobs as military activities 
diminish;  
 
(m) Develop ways to streamline property disposal 
procedures to enable Defense-impacted communities to 
acquire base property to generate jobs as military activities 
diminish; and 
 
(n) Encourage resolution of regulatory issues that impede 
encroachment prevention and local economic adjustment 
efforts. 
 
Sec. 4.  Economic Adjustment Committee. 
 
(a) Membership.  The Economic Adjustment Committee 
("Committee") shall be composed of the following 
individuals or a designated principal deputy of these 
individuals, and such other individuals from the executive 
branch as the President may designate.  Such individuals 
shall include the: 
     (1)  Secretary of Agriculture; 
     (2)  Attorney General; 
     (3)  Secretary of Commerce; 



      (4)  Secretary of Defense; 
      (5)  Secretary of Education; 
      (6)  Secretary of Energy; 
      (7)  Secretary of Health and Human Services; 
      (8)  Secretary of Housing and Urban Development; 
      (9)  Secretary of Interior; 
    (10)  Secretary of Labor; 
    (11)  Secretary of State; 
    (12)  Secretary of Transportation; 
    (13)  Secretary of Treasury; 
    (14)  Secretary of Veterans Affairs; 
    (15)  Secretary of Homeland Security; 
    (16)  Chairman, Council of Economic Advisers; 
    (17)  Director of the Office of Management and Budget; 
    (18)  Director of the Office of Personnel Management; 

(19) Administrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency; 
    (20)  Administrator of General Services; 
    (21) Administrator of the Small Business 
Administration; and 

(22) Postmaster General. 
 

(b)  The Secretary of Defense, or the Secretary’s designee, 
shall chair the Committee.   
 
(c)  The Secretaries of Labor and Commerce shall serve as 
Vice Chairmen of the Committee.  The Vice Chairmen 
shall co-chair the Committee in the absence of both the 
Chairman and the Chairman's designee and may also 
preside over meetings of designated representatives of the 
concerned executive agencies. 
 
(d) Executive Director.  The head of the Department of 
Defense's Office of Economic Adjustment shall provide all 
necessary policy and administrative support for the 
Committee and shall be responsible for coordinating the 
application of the Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
to Department of Defense activities. 
 
(e) Duties.  The Committee shall: 
     (1) Advise, assist, and support the Defense Economic 
Adjustment Programs; 
     (2) Develop procedures for ensuring that State, regional, 
and community officials, and representatives of organized 
labor in those States, municipalities, localities, or labor 
organizations that are substantially and seriously affected 
by changes in Defense expenditures, realignments or 
closures, or cancellation or curtailment of major Defense 
contracts, are notified of available Federal economic 
adjustment programs; and 
     (3) Report annually to the President and then to the 
Congress on the work of the Economic Adjustment 
Committee during the preceding fiscal year. 
 
 

Sec. 5.  Responsibilities of Executive Agencies. 
 
(a) The head of each agency represented on the Committee 
shall designate an agency representative to: 
     (1) Serve as a liaison with the Secretary of Defense's 
economic adjustment staff; 
     (2) Coordinate agency support and participation in 
economic adjustment assistance projects; and 
     (3) Assist in resolving Defense-related impacts on 
Defense-affected communities. 
 
(b) All executive agencies shall: 
     (1) Support, to the extent permitted by law, the 
economic adjustment assistance activities of the Secretary 
of Defense.  Such support may include the use and 
application of personnel, technical expertise, legal 
authorities, and available financial resources.  This support 
may be used, to the extent permitted by law, to provide a 
coordinated Federal response to the needs of individual 
States, regions, municipalities, and communities adversely 
affected by necessary Defense changes; and  
     (2) Afford priority consideration to requests from 
Defense-affected communities for Federal technical 
assistance, financial resources, excess or surplus property, 
or other requirements, that are part of a comprehensive plan 
used by the Committee. 
 
Sec. 6.  Judicial Review.  This order shall not be interpreted 
to create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, 
enforceable at law by a party against the United States, its 
agencies, its officers, its agents, or any person. 
 
Sec. 7.  Construction.  (a) Nothing in this order shall be 
construed as subjecting any function vested by law in, or 
assigned pursuant to law to, any agency or head thereof to 
the authority of any other agency or officer or as 
abrogating or restricting any such function in any manner. 
 
(b) This order shall be effective immediately and shall 
supersede Executive Order No 12049. 
 
 GEORGE BUSH 

THE WHITE HOUSE 
 January 15, 1992. 
 

[Amended 2/28/03 by President George W. Bush, E.O. 13286] 
[Amended 5/12/05 by President George W. Bush, E.O. 13378] 
 

 



Appendix B                                                       Updated 6/15/2007 

The EAC Point of Contact List 

FEDERAL AGENCY EAC 
MEMBER 

ADVISORY GROUP 
MEMBER 

WORKING GROUP 
MEMBER(S) OEA LIAISON 

Agriculture 
Michael Johanns 

Secretary of 
Agriculture 

 
Thomas Dorr 

Under Secretary 
202.720.3631 

thomas.dorr@usda.gov
 

Dana B. Covington, Sr. 
Confidential Assistant    

 Under Secretary’s Office 
Legislative and Public Affairs 

USDA-Rural Development 
202.720.6101 

Dana.Covington@wdc.usda.gov

Joan Sigler 
703.604.5177 

joan.sigler@wso.whs.mil

Justice 
Alberto 

Gonzales 
Attorney General 

Ron Deacon 
Director, Facilities and 

Administrative Services Staff 
202.616.2995 

Ronald.deacon@usdoj.gov
 

Adam Bodner 
Assistant Director 

Real Property Mgt Services 
202.307.1867 

Adam.h.bodner@usdoj.gov

Mike Davis 
703.604.5138 

mike.davis@wso.whs.mil

Commerce 
Co-Vice Chair 

Carlos Gutierrez 
Secretary of 
Commerce 

Sandy K. Baruah 
Assistant Secretary  

for Economic Development 
202.482.5081 

sbaruah@eda.doc.gov

Suzanne Haik Terrell 
Director of Outreach and Senior 

Advisor to the Assistant 
Secretary 

DOC-EDA 
202.482.3033 

sterrell@eda.doc.gov

David F. Witschi 
703.604.5165 

david.witschi@wso.whs.mil

Philip Grone 
DUSD (I&E)  
EAC Chair 

703.695.2880 
philip.grone@osd.mil

 
Patrick O’Brien 
OEA Director 
703.604.6020 

patrick.obrien@wso.whs.mil
 

David F. Witschi 
703.604.5165 

david.witschi@wso.whs.mil

Patricia S. Bradshaw 
DUSD (CPP) 
 703.614.9487 

Patricia.Bradshaw@osd.mil  

Kathleen Ott 
HR Specialist (CPP) 

703.571.9288 
Kathleen.Ott@osd.mil  

Gary Willis 
703.604.5164 

gary.willis@wso.whs.mil
 

 
 
 
 

Defense 
Chair 

 

 
 
 

Robert M. Gates 
Secretary of 

Defense 

 
BJ Penn 

ASN(I&E) 
703.693.4530 

bj.penn@navy.mil  
 
 

Wayne Arny 
DASN (I&E) 
703.693.4527 

wayne.arny@navy.mil  

 
Cynthia J. Talbert 

CAPT, USN 
703.604.5166 

cynthia.talbert@wso.whs.mil
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Keith Eastin 
ASA(I&E) 

703.682.9801 
keith.eastin@hqda.army.mil  

 

William Birney 
Acting DASA (I&H)  

703-695-0867 
william.birney@us.army.mil  

David Jones  
COL, USA 

703.604.5159 
david.jones@wso.whs.mil

William C. “Bill” Anderson  
ASAF (I&E) 
703.697.4936 

William.Anderson@pentagon.af.mil

Fred Kuhn 
DASAF (I) 

703-695-3592 
Fred.Kuhn@pentagon.af.mil  

David Larson 
Deputy Director 

703.604.5148 
david.larson@wso.whs.mil

(acting) 

Education 

 
Margaret 
Spellings 

Secretary of 
Education 

 

 
Michell Clark 

Assistant Secretary 
202.260.7337 

michell.clark@ed.gov
 

Peter Wieczorek 
Director 

Fed Real Property Asst 
617.289.0172 

peter.wieczorek@ed.gov
 

Catherine Schagh 
Director, Impact Aid 

202.260.3858 
catherine.schagh@ed.gov

Gary Willis 
703.604.5164 

gary.willis@wso.whs.mil
 

Energy 
 
 

Samuel W. 
Bodman 

Secretary of 
Energy 

 
Michael Owen 

Director, Legacy Mgmt 
202.586.7550 

michael.owen@hq.doe.gov
 

 
Cory Flowers 

Industrial Specialist 
202.586.8376 

cory.flowers@hq.doe.gov
 

Jay Sweat 
703.604.5157 

Jason.sweat@wso.whs.mil
 

Health and Human 
Services 

Michael O. 
Leavitt 

Secretary of 
Health and 

Human Services 

 
Joe W. Ellis 

Asst Secretary, Admin/Mgmt 
202.690.7431 

joe.ellis@hhs.gov
 

 
Marc Weisman 

Director, Acq Mgmt & Policy 
202.690.8554 

marc.weisman@hhs.gov
 

 
Bryant Monroe 
703.604.5150 

bryant.monroe@wso.whs.mil
 

Housing and Urban 
Development 

 
Alphonso 
Jackson 

Secretary of 
Housing and 

Urban 
Development 

 

 
 

Mark Johnston 
Deputy Asst Secretary 

Special Needs 
202.708.4300 

mark_johnston@hud.gov
 
 

 
Linda Charest 
Coordinator 

Base Redevelopment Team 
202.708.1234 ext. 2595 

linda_r._charest@hud.gov
 

 
Bryant Monroe 
703.604.5150 

bryant.monroe@wso.whs.mil
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Interior 

 
Dirk 

Kempthorne 
Secretary of the 

Interior 

 
Chris Kearney 

Deputy Asst Secretary 
Policy & Intl Affairs 

202.208.3219 
chris_kearney@ios.doi.gov

 

 
Dr. Willie Taylor 

Director 
Ofc of Environmental Policy 

202.208.3891 
willie_taylor@ios.doi.gov

 

 
Joan Sigler 

703.604.5177 
joan.sigler@wso.whs.mil

 

Labor 
Co-Vice Chair 

 
Elaine Chao 
Secretary of 

Labor 
 

 
Emily Stover-DeRocco 

Assistant Secretary, ETA 
202.693.2700 

derocco.emily@dol.gov
 

Mason Bishop 
Deputy Asst Secretary, ETA 

202.693.2700 
bishop.mason@dol.gov

Gary Willis 
703.604.5164 

gary.willis@wso.whs.mil

State 

 
Condoleezza 

Rice 
Secretary of 

State 
 

 
Steven J. Rodriguez 

Deputy Asst Sec 
Operations 

202.647.3427 
rodriguezsj@state.gov

 

William Kohlenbush 
Director 

202.647.0618 
kohlenbushwe@state.gov

David MacKinnon 
703.604.5147 

david.mackinnon@wso.whs.gov

 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

Transportation 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 

 
Mary E. Peters 

Secretary of 
Transportation 

 

 
Robert DeHaan 

Deputy Assistant Secretary 
for Transportation Policy 

202.366.4005 
Robert.DeHaan@dot.gov

 
 

 
Sherri Alston 

Director 
202.366.9232 

sherri.alston@fhwa.gov
 

Robert Tuccillo 
Assoc Administrator 

202.366.4050 
robert.tuccillo@fta.gov

 
Keith Lesnick 
202.366.1624 

Keith.lesnick@marad.dot.gov
 

Benito DeLeon 
202.267.8775 

Benito.deleon@faa.gov
 

David MacKinnon 
(for DOT & MARAD) 

703.604.5147 
david.mackinnon@wso.whs.mil

 
Cyrena Eitler 

(for FHWA and FTA) 
703.604.5139 

cyrena.eitler@wso.whs.mil
 
 

Rich Tenga 
(for FAA) 

703.604.5160 
richard.tenga@wso.whs.mil
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Treasury 

 
Henry M. 

Paulson, Jr. 
Secretary of the 

Treasury 
 

 
Kimberly  A. Reed 

Director, CDFI 
202.622.4203 

reedk@cdfi.treas.gov
 

 
Christopher Stever 

Policy & Program Analyst 
202.622.8322 

steverc@cdfi.treas.gov

 
Jay Sweat 

703.604.5157 
jason.sweat@wso.whs.gov

Veterans Affairs 
Jim Nicholson 
Secretary of 

Veterans Affairs 

 
Robert J. Henke 
Asst. Sec. Mgt. 
202.273.5588 

Robert.Henke@va.gov
 
 

 
Patrick A. Villaloboz 
Management Analyst 

Office of Enterprise Mgt. 
202.273.8594 

patrick.villaloboz@va.gov
 

Bryant Monroe 
703.604.5150 

bryant.monroe@wso.whs.mil

Homeland Security 

 
Michael Chertoff 

Secretary of 
Homeland 
Security 

 

 
Donald G. Bathurst 

Chief Administrative Officer 
202.447.5030 

donald.bathurst@dhs.gov
 

William Guerin 
Director, Asset Management 

202.447.5031 
william.guerin@dhs.gov

David F. Witschi 
703.604.5165 

david.witschi@wso.whs.mil

Council of Economic 
Advisors 

Edward P. 
Lazear  
Chair  
CEA 

 
Gary Blank 

Chief of Staff 
gblank@cea.eop.gov

 

 
Kristin McCue 

Senior Economist 
kmccue@cea.eop.gov

 

Gary Willis 
703.604.5164 

gary.willis@wso.whs.mil

 
Randolph Lyon 

Branch Chief, Commerce  
202.395.5800 

rlyon@omb.eop.gov
 

 
David Connolly 

Examiner DoC/EDA 
202.395.6893 

David_C._Connolly@omb.eop.g
ov  

 Office of Management 
and Budget 

Robert Portman 
Director 
Office of 

Management and 
Budget 

TBD 
Branch Chief, NSD/O&M 

 
Edna Curtin 

Examiner, NSD 
202.395.3852 

Edna_F._Curtin@omb.eop.gov  
 

Gary Willis 
703.604.5164 

gary.willis@wso.whs.mil
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  Linda M. 
Springer Nancy H. Kichak  Kevin Mahoney 

Assoc Director Gary Willis Deputy Asst Director Office of Personnel 
Management 

Director HR Policy 703.604.5164 Center for General Gov’t Office of 
Personnel 

Management 

202.606.6500 gary.willis@wso.whs.mil202.606.2015 
nancy.kichak@opm.gov

 
 
 
 

 

 kevin.mahoney@opm.gov  
 

   
Stephen Johnson Barry Breen Gail Ann Cooper 

Administrator Principal Dep Asst Admin Acting Director, Fed Facilities & Frank Barton Environmental 
Protection Agency Environmental 

Protection 
Agency 

OSWER Restoration & Reuse Ofc 703.604.5132 
202.566.0200 frank.barton@wso.whs.mil703.603.0049 

breen.barry@epa.gov cooper.gailann@epa.gov
   

  
Lurita Alexis 

Doan 
John E.B. Smith Ralph Conner Frank Barton Deputy Assistant Commissioner for 

Real Property Disposal 
Director General Services 

Administration 
703.604.5132 Real Property Utilization Div Administrator frank.barton@wso.whs.milGeneral services 

Administration 
202-501-0084 202.501.0084  Johneb.smith@gsa.gov ralph.conner@gsa.gov

  

  Douglas Austin James Parker, Ph.D Steven C. 
Preston 

 Frank Barton Acting Associate Administrator Senior Policy Advisor 
Small Business 
Administration 

Policy & Planning 703.604.5132 Policy & Planning Administrator 202.205-6475 frank.barton@wso.whs.mil202.205.3644 Small Business 
Administration douglas.austin@sba.gov james.parker@sba.gov

 

  Dallan C. Wordekemper Jay Sweat Stephen Landi John E. Potter Real Estate Specialist 703.604.5157 Operations Specialist U.S. Postal Service Postmaster 
General 

703.526.2779 stephen.a.landi@usps.gov Jason.sweat@wso.whs.mildallan.c.wordekemper@usps.gov
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EAC 
Executive Director 

 

 
Patrick J. O’Brien 

Director, OEA 
703.604.6020 

patrick.obrien@wso.whs.mil
 

 
 

David F. Witschi 
703.604.5165 

david.witschi@wso.whs.mil
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Appendix C. Economic Adjustment Funding Profile

Agency Program Title CFDA# FY 05 Oblig FY 06 Oblig
USDA-RD Value Added Producer Grants 10.352 $0 $355,074
USDA-RD Very Low to Moderate Income Housing Loans 10.410 12,672,268 15,941,727
USDA-RD Rural Housing Site Loans & Self-Help Housing Land 10.411 0 2,500,000
USDA-RD Rural Rental Housing Loans 10.415 0 419,280
USDA-RD Very Low Income Housing Repair Loans & Grants 10.417 85,464 166,125
USDA-RD Rural Self-Help Housing Technical Assistance 10.420 672,800 10,000
USDA-RD Rural Rental Assistance Payments 10.427 1,200,525 1,846,630
USDA-RD Rural Community Development Initiative 10.446 0 334,740
USDA-RD Water & Waste Disposal Sys for Rural Communities                       10.760         1,467,600       15,338,500
USDA-RD Solid Waste Management Grants 10.762 0 161,000
USDA-RD Community Facilities Loans & Grant 10.766         9,500,000            905,000
USDA-RD Business & Industry Loan 10.768 3,000,700 12,197,500
USDA-RD Rural Business Enterprise Grant 10.769 80,000 0
USDA-RD Rural Economic Development Loans & Grants 10.854 0 760,000
USDA-RD Distance Learning & Telemedicine Loans & Grants 10.855 0 50,370
DOC-EDA Grants for Public Works & Economic Dev Facilities 11.300 5,250,000 4,000,000
DOC-EDA Economic Dev Support for Planning Organizations 11.302 70,539 0
DOC-EDA Economic Adjustment Assistance 11.307 22,607,511 18,982,193
DOD-OEA Community Economic Adjustment Planning Assistance 12.607 2,651,375 13,010,105
DOD-OEA Joint Land Use Studies 12.610 341,172 941,742
DOD-OEA Community Base Reuse Plans 12.612                                     848,209
DOD-OEA Growth Management Planning Assistance 12.613 737,579
DOD-OEA Community Economic Adjustment Assistance (APG)         12.614         4,063,206            382,417
USDI-NPS Disposal of FED Surplus Real Prop for Parks,Recreation & 

Historic Monuments 15.918 543,000 547,000
DOL-ETA WIA Dislocated Workers (NEG) 17.260 32,040,000 650,000

   Total FY05/06 Oblig
Total $96,246,160 $91,085,191 $187,331,351

AGENCY ACRONYMS 
USDA-RD U.S. Department of Agriculture-Rural Development  
DOC-EDA  
DOD-OEA Department of Defense-Office of Economic Adjustment 
USDI-NPS U.S. Department of Interior-National Park Service
DOL-ETA Department of Labor-Employment and Training Administration

Department of Commerce-Economic Development Administration 
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Appendix D.
EAC Member Activity Profile

Economic Adjustment Assistance Services Categories
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Agency

Department of Agriculture X X X X X
Department of Justice X X
Department of Commerce X X X
Department of Defense X X X
Department of Education X X X X
Department of Energy X
Health & Human Services X X X
Housing & Urban Development X X
Department of the Interior X X X X X
Department of Labor X X X
Department of State 
Department of Transportation X X X
Department of Treasury  X X
Department of Veterans Affairs X X
Department of Homeland Security X X
Council of Economic Advisors 
Office of Management & Budget X
Office of Personnel Management X
Environmental Protection Agency X X
General Services Agency X X
Small Business Administration X X
U.S. Postal Service 

Loans, Grants, and Loan Guarantees funded by agencies for which those affected by 
Defense program changes are eligible.

Guidance and Outreach Includes: Technical Assistance, Training, Counseling, Conference 
Support and Participation, Hosting of Online Assistance Websites, Toll Free Numbers, 
Media Telecast, and Site Visits.

Public Benefit Conveyance (PBC) sponsorship for transfer of surplus Federal property to 
eligible State and local governments for public purposes.

Notes:
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Appendix E (Compact Diskette) 

Federal Assistance Program Publications 
 Economic Adjustment Committee (EAC) 

 
Federal 
Agencies

Title
  

EAC Federal Assistance for Impacted Communities (Compendium)  
EAC Coordinated Federal Assistance for BRAC Communities  

Organizing 
OEA Conceptual Organizational Structure for an LRA and the General Process for 

Reuse Planning and Property Disposal  
OEA Organizing for BRAC   

OEA        Technical Bulletin 2: A Community Organizing Challenge  

Planning 
OEA Base Redevelopment Planning for BRAC Sites  
OEA BRAC Acronym List  
OEA Community Base Reuse Frequently Asked Questions  
OEA Joint Land Use Study Program Guidance Manual  
HUD Military Base Reuse and Homeless Assistance  
OEA OEA Guidance Manual: Converting Military Airfields to Civil Airports  

MC&FP Report on Assistance to Local Educational Agencies for Defense Dependents’ 
Education  

OEA/FAA Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military 
Installations  

OEA Responding to Change: Communities and BRAC   
OEA Technical Bulletin 3: A Community Planning Challenge   
OEA Technical Bulletin 5: Managing Community Growth   
EDA The Defense Adjustment Program: A Coordinated Approach for Addressing the 

Economic Challenges Resulting from Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) 
C 

Implementing 
OEA Converting Closed Military Bases to Centers for Education and Vocation 

Training   
DOD Early Transfer Authority Guide   
EPA Environmental Insurance Products Available for Brownfield Redevelopment  
OEA Federal Sponsoring Agencies and Public Benefit Conveyances   
OEA Options for Base Housing Reuse  
OEA        Technical Bulletin 6: Marketing Strategies for Base Reuse  
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Federal Assistance for Impacted Communities
I. INTRODUCTION


Under Executive Order 12788, as amended, assistance for communities impacted by 
Defense program changes is coordinated across the Federal Government through the 
President’s Economic Adjustment Committee (EAC).  This guide provides impacted 
communities with a compendium of coordinated Federal assistance including service 
descriptions, resource and contact information for government workforce and 
economic development programs.  These programs are available to assist 
communities with the alleviation of socioeconomic effects that may result from 
military base closures and realignments. This guide is a print document that can be 
converted for use on Web sites and is available on (http://www.oea.gov or 
http://www.brac-coach.org).


This catalogue contains a total of five separate resource sections:
1. Section II - Resources for Communities Ready for Economic Development  
2. Section III - Web and Telephone Resources for Individuals 
3. Section IV - Resources for Businesses 
4. Section V - Program Acronyms List 
5. Section VI - Executive Order 12788, as amended
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II. RESOURCES FOR COMMUNITIES READY FOR ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 


This section contains information and resources on community and economic 
development and physical centers that can be visited to aid individuals and 
businesses impacted by Defense program changes.  The phone numbers and 
Web sites provide information on how to find these centers. 


A Military Base Redevelopment 


1. The Office of Economic Adjustment    
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.oea.gov/oeaweb.nsf/BRAC?readform
(703) 604-6020 
To assist communities impacted by Defense program changes, the Office of 
Economic Adjustment manages and directs the Defense Economic Adjustment 
Program, and coordinates the involvement of other Federal agencies.  The 
program identifies and evaluates alternative courses of action and resource 
requirements, and assists in preparing an adjustment strategy or action plan to 
help communities help themselves.  More information can be found at the Web 
site or by calling the number above.


2. Local Redevelopment Authorities 
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.oea.gov
The BRAC statute states that the Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA) is 
responsible for preparing the redevelopment plan or for directing its 
implementation.  The LRA also is the single community point of contact for all 
matters relating to the closure or realignment.  The Office of Economic 
Adjustment’s Web site, listed above, contains additional information about and 
resources for LRAs.


3. Responding to Change: Communities and BRAC 
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.oea.gov/OEAWeb.nsf/130593004D6D595685257000005CD36B/$File/Resp
onding%20to%20Change%205-20.pdf
Responding to Change: Communities and BRAC is an electronic magazine (PDF 
format) that provides information on community adjustment activities related to 
both closing and expanding military installations.  This publication gives 
practical, hands-on advice for local and state officials.  
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4. Workforce Investment System Support of BRAC and Base Reuse Case Studies 
U.S. Department of Labor 


http://wdr.doleta.gov/directives/attach/TEGL2-05.pdf
Training and Employment Guidance Letter 02-05 (TEGL 02-05) provides 
guidance on appropriate and encouraged activities for several government 
agencies and delineates the responsibilities of Federal, State and local entities in 
supporting the BRAC initiative.  Numerous departments at each level are 
encouraged to work with BRAC-impacted communities to implement a 
solutions-based approach for economic development.  The TEGL also includes 
five short case studies of economic and workforce development responses to 
prior BRAC events and highlights tips for base reuse planning.  It can be 
accessed at the site listed above.  


5. Workforce Investment Act (WIA) National Emergency Grants (NEGs) 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.doleta.gov/neg/apply_neg.cfm
www.dol.gov/opa/media/press/eta/eta20051123.htm
http://wdr.doleta.gov/directives/corr_doc.cfm?docn=1544
National Emergency Grants (NEGs) are awarded to States and local Workforce 
Investment Boards in response to applications for funds.  These funds are used to 
address major economic dislocations, such as plant or business closures, mass 
layoffs, or closures and realignments of military installations.  Guidance and 
information regarding NEGs is available on the first Web site listed above.  For 
BRAC 2005, the Department of Labor awarded $28 million in NEGs to help states 
initiate early workforce planning assistance to communities potentially impacted 
by BRAC 2005.  Information about these BRAC NEGs is available through a 
Department of Labor press release on the second Web site and guidance 
documents are available on the third Web site.


6. Educational Conveyance 
U.S. Department of Education 


http://propertydisposal.gsa.gov/Property/library/law/law_main1.asp
The Secretary of Education has the legislative authority to sell and convey 
Federal real property to states, their political subdivisions, colleges, universities, 
public and private non-profit school systems and other education organizations. 
As described at the site above, this “educational conveyance” is for public benefit 
and allows discounts up to 100% off the current fair market value of the available 
property.  Additional information is provided at the Web site above. 
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7. Impact Aid Program 
U.S. Department of Education 


www.ed.gov/about/offices/list/oese/impactaid/index.html
The mission of the Impact Aid Program is to provide funding to local 
educational agencies that are financially burdened by Federal activities and to 
provide technical assistance and support services to staff and other interested 
parties.  The above Web site provides additional information about the program. 


8. Military Airport Program 
U.S. Department of Transportation


www.faa.gov/arp/planning/map/index.cfm?nav=map
The Military Airport Program (MAP) places special emphasis on developing 
appropriate former military (closed under BRAC) and existing joint use military 
airports.  It allows funding of certain capital improvements that are not allowed 
under the main Airport Improvement Program (see below), such as surface 
parking lots, fuel farms, hangars, terminals, utility systems, access roads and 
cargo buildings.  The Web site above provides additional information on MAP. 


9. Airport Improvement Program  
U.S. Department of Transportation


www.faa.gov/arp/financial/aip/overview.cfm?ARPnav=aip
The Airport Improvement Program (AIP) provides grants to public agencies for 
planning and developing public use airports that are in the National Plan for 
Integrated Airports System (NPIAS).  The above Web site provides a description 
of and guidelines pertaining to the AIP. 


10. New Market Tax Credits  
U.S. Department of the Treasury 


www.cdfifund.gov/programs/programs.asp?programID=5
This Web site provides information about New Market Tax Credits (NMTC).  
NMTCs attract private-sector capital investment into urban and rural low-
income areas to help finance community development projects, stimulate 
economic growth and create jobs.  They permit individual and corporate 
taxpayers to receive a credit against Federal income taxes for making qualified 
equity investments in specific community development entities. 
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11. Technical Assistance Grants  
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 


www.epa.gov/superfund/tools/tag
Community groups near BRAC installations that are on EPA’s National Priorities 
List (NPL), or proposed to be listed, may be eligible for a Technical Assistance 
Grants (TAGs).  A qualified community group may receive an initial grant up to 
$50,000 for hiring independent technical advisors to help the community 
understand and interpret technical information about the investigation and 
cleanup of hazardous waste on the BRAC NPL site.  The Web site provides more 
information about EPA's TAG program. 


12. Turning Bases into Great Places:  New Life for Closed Military Communities 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 


http://www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/military.htm
This new guidebook showcases environmentally-friendly redevelopment models 
which local reuse authorities and community members may want to consider 
throughout the base reuse planning and redevelopment process.  The messages 
contained in the guidebook will help a community facing base closure develop a 
reuse plan that creates vibrant neighborhoods, brings amenities to residents and 
the surrounding neighborhoods, provides a balanced mix of jobs and housing, 
and capitalizes on historic, cultural, and natural assets.  The practices described 
in the guidebook reflect smart growth principles, and the case studies/examples 
provided illustrate where some of these principles have been applied.  See above 
Web site for further details. 
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B Community Development 


1. An Environmental Scan  
U. S. Department of Labor


www.doleta.gov/programs/pdf/environmental-scan-report-final.pdf
“An Environmental Scan” is the workforce information source to assist 
employment, economic development, education, workforce investment planning 
and decision making.  It provides a useful compendium of sources of labor 
market information, workforce information, and Web-based systems that 
provide improved access to this kind of information.  An Environmental Scan 
can be accessed at the Web site listed above.


2. Conducting a Community Audit 
U. S. Department of Labor


www.doleta.gov/usworkforce/communityaudits/docs/audit-new.pdf
The above Web page offers Workforce Investment Boards a “how to” approach 
to conducting a strategic economic analysis of a local/regional labor market, 
including building a stakeholder partnership.  Although the guide was not 
developed for BRAC events, much of the information and many of the 
approaches are relevant.  The guide includes how to find data, how to analyze 
both the supply and demand sides of a labor market, and how to conduct sector 
and cluster analyses.


3. Coordinated Federal Resources for BRAC Communities under the 
Presidential Economic Adjustment Program 
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.oea.gov
The above Web site lists financial and non-financial resources available from a 
variety of Federal agencies to assist communities in base reuse planning and 
implementation.


4. Community Service Block Grant
 U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 


www.acf.dhhs.gov/programs/ocs/csbg
The above Web site provides information about the Community Service Block 
Grant (CSBG) program.  CSBG provides states, U.S. territories, and recognized 
Indian Tribes with funds for services to ameliorate the causes and conditions of 
poverty.  Eligible activities include: municipal infrastructure projects; acquisition, 
construction or rehabilitation of public facilities; clearance and demolition; 
housing rehabilitation; public service activities such as employment, crime 
prevention, childcare, health, and education; and economic development. 
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5. Community Development Finance Institutions Program 
U.S. Department of the Treasury 


www.cdfifund.gov/programs/programs.asp?programid=7
The above Web site provides an overview of the Community Development 
Finance Institutions (CDFI) program.  This program provides financial assistance 
to certified CDFIs that demonstrate the ability to leverage non-Federal dollars to 
support comprehensive business plans that impact underserved markets.  The 
CDFI program also helps existing and emerging CDFIs build their capacity to 
serve their communities. 


6. Regional Public Liaison (Regional Ombudsman) 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 


www.epa.gov/superfund/programs/reforms/reforms/3-19.htm#res
The Regional Public Liaison (RPL) serves an ombudsman function for Superfund 
cleanups.  The Web site listed above provides additional information about the 
ombudsman function and contact information for the RPLs.  The RPL is 
responsible for resolving concerns and for providing guidance to regional 
personnel and to stakeholders, including the community.  Communities with 
concerns about Superfund BRAC site cleanup activities may contact the 
established RPL if they feel their concerns are not adequately addressed through 
normal channels.


7. Technical Outreach Services for Communities 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 


www.toscprogram.org
This site provides information about the Technical Outreach Services for 
Communities (TOSC) program.  The TOSC program helps citizens better 
understand hazardous contamination issues in or near their communities.  This 
is accomplished by providing free, independent, non-advocate, technical 
assistance about contaminated sites.


8. Smart Growth Technical Assistance Opportunities 
U.S. Environmental Protection Agency 


http://www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/sg_implementation.htm
Communities interested in employing smart growth practices and policies 
throughout base reuse planning/redevelopment, or for growth planning of their 
BRAC installations, may be eligible for various technical assistance opportunities 
offered through EPA's Development, Community and Environment Division. 
Specific opportunities for smart growth assistance vary from year to year; 
reference the above Web site for programs currently available. 
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9. Community Development Block Grants (CDBG)    
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development  


www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/communitydevelopment/programs/index.cfm
Begun in 1974, the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) is one of the 
oldest programs in HUD.  This program provides Federal funds for community 
and economic development projects.  The program supports job creation and 
retention efforts, local government efforts to provide affordable infrastructure 
systems and community efforts to improve the quality of life for low-to-
moderate income citizens.  The CDBG program provides annual grants on a 
formula basis (hence the term entitlement communities) based on the population 
of the community.  The above Web site provides additional information about 
the CDBG program. 


10. Small Cities Block Grant (SCBG)    
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development  


www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/communitydevelopment/programs
The Small Cities Block Grant program (SCBG) provides Federal funds for 
community and economic development projects to cities not in the CDBG 
“entitlement” program.  The program supports job creation and retention efforts, 
local government efforts to provide affordable infrastructure systems and 
community efforts to improve the quality of life for low-to-moderate income 
citizens.  These funds are first provided to States, which in turn make them 
available to smaller communities.  The above Web site provides additional 
information about the SCBG program. 


11. Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act Grants 
U.S. Department of the Interior 


www.cr.nps.gov/nagpra/grants
The above site provides information about Native American Graves Protection 
and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA) grants. NAGPRA grants are awarded to Indian 
tribes, Alaska Native villages and corporations, Native Hawaiian organizations, 
and museums for financial assistance in carrying out projects associated with 
returning certain Native American cultural items to lineal descendants, culturally 
affiliated Indian tribes, and Native Hawaiian organizations.   
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12. Save America’s Treasures  
U.S. Department of the Interior 


www.cr.nps.gov/hps/treasures
Federal Save America's Treasures (SAT) grants fund organizations and agencies 
that conserve significant cultural treasures.  These grants are reserved for those 
treasures that illustrate, interpret and are associated with the great events, ideas, 
and individuals that contributed to the United States’ history and culture.  The 
above Web site provides additional information.


13. Maritime
U.S. Department of the Interior 


www.cr.nps.gov/maritime/grants.htm
The Maritime Heritage Grants Program is a national, competitive matching 
grants program that provides funds for maritime heritage education and 
preservation projects.  It is designed to reach broad audiences and enhance 
public awareness and appreciation for the maritime heritage of the United States.  
The above Web site provides information about current Maritime Heritage Grant 
Funding opportunities.   


14. AmeriCorps 
Nonprofit Organization 


www.americorps.org
1-800-942-2677: 1-800-833-3722(TTY) 
This site offers information on a network of national programs that engage more 
than 50,000 Americans each year in intensive service to meet critical needs in 
education, public safety, health, and the environment.  For BRAC-impacted 
communities, AmeriCorps could offer a source of volunteer support.  To learn 
more about AmeriCorps, visit the Web site or call the toll free number above.
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C Small Business Development 


1. Small Business Development Centers
U.S. Small Business Administration


www.sba.gov/sbdc
The U.S. Small Business Administration (SBA) administers the Small Business 
Development Center (SBDC) Program and provides management assistance to 
current and prospective small business owners.  SBDCs offer one-stop assistance 
to individuals and small businesses through a wide variety of information and 
guidance in central and easily accessible branch locations.  The Web site above 
provides more information, including how to contact state branches.


2. Small Business Training Network 
U.S. Small Business Administration 


www.sba.gov/training
The Small Business Training Network, sponsored by the Office of 
Entrepreneurial Development, is a virtual campus housing free training courses, 
workshops and knowledge resources.  This network is designed to assist 
entrepreneurs and other students of enterprise.  The above Web site provides a 
direct link to the network.   


3. Office of Business and Community Initiatives 
U.S. Small Business Administration 


www.sba.gov/bi
The Office of Business and Community Initiatives co-sponsors private sector 
partners who provide small business owners with information, education and 
training that is cost-effective, high quality and reflective of trends in small 
business development.  The above Web site provides more information.  


4. Small Businesses: Workforce Consortia Provide Needed Services 
U.S. General Accounting Office (GAO) 


www.gao.gov/new.items/d0280.pdf
This site provides lessons from the practices of four workforce development 
consortia serving the needs of small businesses.







��


D Economic Development Resources 


1. Economic Development Administration
U.S. Department of Commerce 


www.eda.gov
The Economic Development Administration’s (EDA) Web site (see URL above) 
provides information on grants for infrastructure development, local capacity 
building, and business development.  EDA helps economically distressed 
communities alleviate conditions of substantial and persistent unemployment 
and underemployment. 


2. Economic Development Programs  
U.S. Department of Commerce 


www.eda.gov/abouteda/programs.xml
Communities economically impacted by major base closures or realignments 
may be eligible for funding under the Economic Development Administration’s 
(EDA) Planning, Technical Assistance and Public Works programs.  These grants 
provide substantial funds for a range of services including: infrastructure 
development, technology initiatives, revolving loan funds and other economic 
development strategies.  More information is available at the above Web site. 


3. USDA Service Centers /Rural Development Centers 
U.S. Department of Agriculture  


http://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app or www.rurdev.usda.gov
Rural Development Centers achieve their mission by helping rural individuals, 
communities and businesses obtain the financial and technical assistance needed 
to address their diverse and unique needs by offering grants, loans and loan 
guarantees.  USDA Rural Development‘s main programs are as follows: Single 
Family Housing Programs, Multi-Family Housing Programs, Community 
Facility Programs, Water and Waste Programs, Utility Programs, and Business 
Programs.  Rural Development has 47 State offices, 467 local offices, and 198 area 
offices.  Contact information can be found at the Web site above.   


4. Skills Partnership Self-Assessment Tool 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.publicpolicy.com/selfassess.pdf
This site contains the Skills Partnership Self-Assessment Rating Sheet, which 
helps practitioners examine their local and regional area’s current capacity and 
ability to establish and operate regional skills partnerships, sector-based 
initiatives, and related activities that contribute to a demand-driven workforce 
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system.  The evaluation factors were originally identified in the course of Public 
Policy Associates, Inc.’s national evaluation of 50 U.S. Department of Labor 
demonstration projects that focused on skills shortages.  This worksheet may be 
helpful to local communities working to develop strategic partnerships to 
address a BRAC event.
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E Local Service Centers 


1. One-Stop Career Centers 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.servicelocator.org
1-877-US2-JOBS (TTY: 1-877-899-5627)
One-Stop Career Centers are resources for job seekers and employers.  They offer 
a wide array of employment, training, and education services.  There are 
approximately 3,400 One-Stop Career Centers located throughout the United 
States.  Center contact information can be found at the Web site or by calling the 
toll free phone number listed above.


2. Family Support/Service Centers 
U.S. Department of Defense 


http://deploymentlink.osd.mil/deploy/family/family_support.shtml
Family Support/Service Centers are a comprehensive support network designed 
to enhance the lives of soldiers (active, Reserve, and Guard), their families, 
civilian employees, military retirees and other eligible participants.  These 
centers, which are located all over the world and in different branches of the 
military, vary in the kind of services offered.  Center contact information can be 
found at the Web site above. 


3. USDA Service Centers /Rural Development Centers 
U.S. Department of Agriculture  


http://offices.sc.egov.usda.gov/locator/app
Rural Development Centers help businesses obtain the financial and technical 
assistance needed to address their diverse and unique needs.   Centers are 
located in almost every state.  Rural Development has 47 State offices, 467 local 
offices, and 198 area offices.  Center contact information can be found at the Web 
site above.


4. Small Business Development Centers 
U. S. Small Business Administration


www.sba.gov/sbdc/sbdcnear.html
1-800-8-ASK-SBA or 1-202-205-7333 (TTY). 
Small Business Development Centers (SBDCs) provide individuals and small 
businesses with a wide variety of information and services, including counseling, 
training and technical assistance in all aspects of small business management.  
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SBDCs target their efforts to veterans, among other groups.  Lead SBDCs are in 
every state, the District of Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico, Samoa and the U.S. 
Virgin Islands -- with a network of more than 1,100 service locations.  Center 
contact information can be found at the Web site or by calling the toll free phone 
number listed above.  


5. Vocational Rehabilitation State Offices 
U.S. Department of Education and State Agencies


www.jan.wvu.edu/sbses/vocrehab.htm
State vocational rehabilitation offices provide a wealth of resources related to 
employment options for people with disabilities and generally provide services 
at a network of locations throughout each state.  Office contact information can 
be found at the Web site listed above. 


6. Veteran Affairs Facilities 
Veterans Administration 


www1.va.gov/directory/guide/home.asp?isFlash=1
1-800-827-1000
Department of Veteran Affairs (VA) facilities assist veterans preparing for, 
finding, and keeping suitable employment.  There are 1,155 VA facilities in the 
United States.  More information about vocational rehabilitation and 
employment services for disabled veterans is available at the Web site or by 
calling the toll-free telephone number listed above. 


7. Social Security 
Social Security Administration


www.socialsecurity.gov/locator-replace
The Social Security Administration provides a wealth of information about Social 
Security benefits, a monthly income support that may be available to individuals 
upon retirement.  Service centers are located in every state.  Local office 
addresses and contact information can be found at the Web site above.


8. Minority Business Development Agency         
U.S. Department of Commerce 


www.mbda.gov
202-482-6022
The Minority Business Development Agency funds Business Development 
Centers around the country to assist with starting-up, expanding and developing 
minority-owned firms and providing individualized management and technical 
assistance to minority entrepreneurs at every stage of business development.  
Centers are located in the Atlanta, Chicago, Dallas, New York and San Francisco 
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regional areas, totaling about 39 centers.  Addresses and contact information can 
be found at the Web site or by calling the phone number listed above. 


9. Community Health Centers        
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services


http://ask.hrsa.gov/pc/
Community Health Centers offer access to comprehensive primary and 
preventative health care and focus primarily on low-income and underserved 
individuals.  Community centers are located in every state.  Contact information 
for health centers in local areas and related general information can be found at 
the Web site above. 
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III.  WEB AND TELEPHONE RESOURCES FOR INDIVIDUALS


This section provides service descriptions and contact information for 
government programs available to jobseekers, employers, and local governments 
impacted by BRAC.  Each subsection includes descriptions of programs geared 
to help in a specific area as well as contact information for those programs. 


A  Major Portals to Job and Career-Related Assistance 


1. CareerOne-Stop Portal           
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.careerOneStop.org
The CareerOne-Stop Portal (COS) provides access to all of the One-Stop Career 
Center electronic tools Web sites: America’s Job Bank, America’s Career InfoNet, 
and America's Service Locator.  These tools connect users to relevant links, 
resources and community services offered over the Internet.  The tools also direct 
users to other relevant information and services provided through these core 
products.  The Web site listed above also includes a gateway to access state and 
local resources. 


2. BRAC Coach           
U.S. Department of Labor


www.brac-coach.org
To further aid communities impacted by BRAC action, Department of Labor has 
created this online tool to assist workers, businesses, and workforce professionals 
who may be impacted by a local base realignment or closure.  The BRAC Coach 
identifies common issues or problems facing those likely to be impacted by 
BRAC and provides step by step instructions to help users find resources and 
related information. 


3. Military Spouse Resource Center 
Sponsored by U.S. Department of Defense and U.S. Department of Labor 


www.milspouse.org
The Military Spouse Resource Center is a Web site that supports the career 
aspirations of military spouse jobseekers, particularly those in the midst of a 
permanent change of station.  This Web site is free and available to spouses from 
all Military Departments, veterans, the National Guard and Reserve, and the 
Coast Guard.  The Web site contains over 2,500 information and resource links 
that assist with job searching, career planning, training, scholarships, and other 
educational opportunities.  It also includes specific information regarding local 
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military installations and the communities in which they reside, including 
childcare and transportation. 


4. GovBenefits.gov
Partnership between Federal Agencies 


www.govbenefits.gov/govbenefits/benefits/browse.jhtml
This Web site is the gateway to Federal and state benefits information on 
continuing education and training, financial support programs, disability 
assistance, grants, scholarships, health care, socials security, child care, housing, 
volunteer activities, plus many more.  Users can browse benefits by category and 
specific government agency and search at the Federal and state level.  In turn, 
users are provided with choices to search topics by population and/or interests.
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B Obtaining New Employment 


1. Job Search, Career,  and General Information Sources 


i. America’s Job Bank      
Sponsored by U.S. Department of Labor


www.ajb.dni.us
America’s Job Bank (AJB) is the nation’s largest (over 1 million jobs & 450,000 
resumes) Web-based labor exchange that connects employers and jobseekers free 
of cost.  Jobseekers can use this site to post resumes and search for the most 
current openings.  Employers of all sizes can post job listings, create customized 
job orders, get labor market information and search resumes automatically to 
find the right people.


ii. America's Career InfoNet     
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.careerinfonet.org
America’s Career InfoNet provides students, jobseekers, employers and 
workforce professionals a wealth of career oriented online information and 
resources.  Some of the tools on the site are: an employability checkup, a job 
description writer, a financial aid advisor, an employer locator, a reading room, a 
skills profiler, a resume tutorial, occupational reports, academic scholarship 
information and career information streaming videos.  Visitors can learn more 
about typical wages, employment, and education trends across occupations and 
industries via comparable national, state, and local labor information.


iii. America's Service Locator (for One-Stop Career Centers) 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.servicelocator.org
This site connects users to local One-Stop Career Centers.  Employment and 
training services, including job search assistance, resume writing, career 
assessment, and job training are provided by nearly 3,400 One-Stop Career Centers 
throughout the United States.  Note that individual One-Stop Career Centers may 
have a different “brand name” such as CareerLink, JobLink, etc.
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iv. Toll-Free Helpline 
U.S. Department of Labor 


1-877-US2-JOBS: 1-877-899-5627 (TTY)
The Toll-Free Helpline aids callers searching for basic information on career 
services, laid-off worker assistance, career related Web sites, and accessing 
service locations.  In addition, Helpline operators have BRAC-specific 
information to refer callers to local programs, including One-Stop Career Centers 
for assistance.  Help is available in over 40 languages.


v. O*NET 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.onetcenter.org
The Occupational Information Network (O*NET) Resource Center is a unique, 
powerful source for continually updated information on skill requirements and 
occupational characteristics.  The O*NET system helps businesses, job seekers, 
students, and workforce investment and human resource professionals make 
informed employment, training, and business development decisions.  O*NET 
information on occupational interests and work values helps the public to form 
career goals and develop education and training plans for work they are likely to 
find satisfying. 


vi. USAJOBS           
Office of Personnel Management 


www.usajobs.opm.gov
USAJOBS is the official job site for the United States Federal government.  The 
site contains Federal job announcements, application forms, a searchable 
database of Federal job openings, an online resume builder and tips and other 
tools for jobseekers.


vii.The United States Postal Service® 
U.S. Postal Service 


www.usps.com
The U. S. Postal Service® delivers 700 million messages and packages every day 
to more than 144 million families and businesses.  American households are 
provided with a wide range of shipping and mailing products and services, 
including the ability to change their address, forward mail, hold mail, rent Post 
Office boxes, locate a Post Office, calculate postage, and print postage online.
Those affected by BRAC can conveniently access USPS® services online through 
the above Web site or by visiting any of the 37,000 local Post Offices. 
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2. Career Assessment 
                                                               


i. One-Stop Career Centers 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.servicelocator.org
1-877-US2-JOBS: 1-877-899-5627 (TTY) 
One-Stop Career Centers provide access to a wide array of services, including the 
initial assessment of skills and abilities, self-help information relating to career 
exploration and skill requirements of various occupations, consumer report 
information on the performance of local education and training providers, and 
quality labor market information.  The above Web site and phone number can be 
used to locate a One-Stop Career Center in nearly any community in the U.S.  


ii. Career Compass   
U.S. Department of Labor 
U.S. Department of Education 


www.careervoyages.org/careercompass-main.cfm
This Web site helps users explore career options based on interests and values. 


iii. Skills Profiler 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.acinet.org/acinet/skills_home.asp?id=14&nodeid=20
The Skills Profiler contains three tools to help users advance to a better future: 
the Skills Identifier, Skills Explorer, and Skills Gap Analyzer.  These resources 
are intended to aid users in cataloguing their skills and exploring opportunities 
that their specific skill set may provide.  


iv. O*NET 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.onetcenter.org/tools.html
This site provides self-directed career exploration and assessment tools to help 
workers consider and plan career options, preparation, and transitions more 
effectively.  These instruments help individuals identify their work-related 
interests, values and abilities match them to occupations in their local areas, and 
focus career exploration and planning.  Users may link to the more than 900 
occupations described by the O*NET database.  Additionally, two testing and 
assessment guides (www.onetcenter.org/guides.html) are available to (1) orient 
individuals to the use of assessment instruments by counseling professionals 
and (2) orient employers to the professional and legal standards required with 
the use of assessments.   
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3. Writing a Resume 


i. America’s Career InfoNet Resume Builder 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.acinet.org/acinet/resume/resume_intro.asp
This site enables users to create a great resume using an online step by step guide 
that employers will notice. 


ii. The Milspouse Web site  
U.S. Department of Labor


www.milspouse.org/Job/Tips/Resume
This site enables users to build and post a resume and cover letter online to 
connect with potential employers.  For assistance using this job bank there is an 
online coach available at (http://coach.milspouse.org/).


4. Preparing for a Job Interview 


i. Occupational Outlook Quarterly Online 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.pueblo.gsa.gov/cic_text/employ/employ-interview/emp.htm
This site provides advice on what to do before, during, and after an interview.
Additionally, the site offers interview tips and tips on how to provide self-
descriptions.


www.friedsocialworker.com/interviewconfidence.htm
This short article, “Exude Confidence and Be at Your Best in Job Interviews,” has 
tips on projecting a confident image during a job interview. 


ii. The Milspouse Web site  
U.S. Department of Labor


www.milspouse.org/Job/Tips/Interview
This Web site contains resources and tips for interviewing. It is designed for 
military spouse jobseekers, but may be useful to all jobseekers.
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C Job Training and Credentials 


1. One-Stop Career Centers 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.servicelocator.org
1-877-US2-JOBS (TTY: 1-877-899-5627) 
One-Stop Career Centers provide BRAC impacted job seekers with access to a 
wide array of services, including the initial assessment of skills and abilities, self-
help information relating to career exploration and skill requirements of various 
occupations, consumer report information on the performance of local education 
and training providers, and quality labor market information.  The Web site or 
phone number listed above can be used to locate a One-Stop Career Center in 
nearly any community in the U.S.  


2. Occupational Licensing   
U.S. Department of Labor


www.careerinfonet.org/acinet/licensedoccupations/lois_state.asp
States require individuals to have an occupational license in order to legally 
practice the same occupations.  This site helps customers learn about licensing 
requirements in each state. 


3. Certification Finder 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.acinet.org/acinet/certifications_new/cert_search_occupation.asp?by=occ
&id=14,&nodeid=17
Occupational certifications evaluate or enhance knowledge and skills concerning 
a particular occupation.  This directory allows users to search for certifications by 
keyword, industry or occupational area. 


4. Individualized Training Account (ITA)                  
U.S. Department of Labor


www.servicelocator.org or 1-877-US2-JOBS: 1-877-889-5627 (TTY) 
Individuals over 18 and in need of updating skills or retraining may be eligible 
for an Individualized Training Account (ITA).  An ITA can be used to subsidize 
training through an appropriate and approved training program.  To find out 
more about ITAs, contact a local One-Stop Career Center.  To find a local One-
Stop Career Center, go to Web site or call the toll-free assistance number above.  
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5. Licenses and Certifications Relevant to Military Occupational Specialties 
(MOSs)/ Army Credentialing Opportunities On-Line 
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.cool.army.mil
The Army Credentialing Opportunities On-Line (COOL) Web site provides 
information on licenses and certifications relevant to Military Occupational 
Specialties (MOSs).  Civilians can also access this information by searching MOS 
titles that seem comparable to their civilian occupation.  This site helps soldiers 
and potential military recruits translate their military occupational specialties 
into civilian credentials, understand what it takes to obtain the credentials, and 
see if there are available programs that will help pay credentialing fees. 


6. GovBenefits.gov
Partnership Among Federal Agencies 


www.govbenefits.gov/govbenefits/benefits/browse.jhtml
This Web site is the gateway to Federal and state benefits information on 
continuing education and training, financial support programs, 
certification/licenses, plus many more topics.  Users can browse benefits by 
category and specific government agency and search at the Federal and state 
level.  Users can also search topics by population and/or interests.  
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D Continuing Education  Financial Support


1. Financial Aid Center 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.careeronestop.org/financial/FinancialAidHome.asp
This site provides users with information on funding to continue lifelong 
learning and pay for training to advance career goals. 


2. GovBenefits.gov
Partnership between Federal Agencies 


www.govbenefits.gov/govbenefits/benefits/browse.jhtml
This Web site is the gateway to Federal and state benefits information on 
continuing education and training, financial support programs, plus many more 
topics.  Users can browse benefits by category and specific government agency 
and search at the Federal and state level.  Users can also search topics by 
population and/or interests.


3. Think College                  
U.S. Department of Education 


www.ed.gov/students/prep/college/thinkcollege/return/edlite-index.html
This Web site helps middle and high school students and adults returning to 
school learn more about the many different types of school and financial aid 
options available to them.  These include diploma, certificate, and degree 
programs.


4. Traineeships           
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 


Through traineeship grants, the U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 
provides funds to colleges and universities that then fund scholarships in health 
professions.  The Web sites listed below provide information about these grants, 
including links to grantees that have scholarships available.


• Public Health Traineeships 
http://bhpr.hrsa.gov/publichealth/phtrainee.htm
Grant recipients provide traineeships to students in health administration, 
hospital administration and/or health policy analysis and planning.  Traineeship 
funds may be used to support tuition, fees, stipends and allowances including 
travel, subsistence expenses and dependency allowances.  Students interested in 
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applying for a health administration traineeship should contact the grant 
contacts listed on the Web site.


• Health Professions Grants 
http://bhpr.hrsa.gov/grants
The Health Resources Services Administration (HRSA) Health Professions grants 
and cooperative agreements support innovations and targeted expansions in 
health professions education and training.  Emphasis is on increasing the 
diversity of the health care workforce and preparing health care providers to 
serve diverse populations and to practice in the nation's 3,000 medically 
underserved communities.  Eligibility and application information is located at 
the above Web site.


5. Federal Application for Federal Student Aid (FAFSA)                
U.S. Department of Education


www.fafsa.ed.gov
1-800-4-FED-AID (1-800-433-3243): 1-800-730-8913 (TTY)
All of the following loan and grant programs require applicants to first complete 
a Free Application for Federal Student Aid (FAFSA), which will calculate the 
individual’s effective family contribution.  Schools use this information to 
determine actual financial aid packages.  Apply for Federal student aid via the 
Web site or call the toll-free number above.  The following is a list of funds 
available through FAFSA. 


• Federal Direct Student Loan
• Federal Parent Loans for Undergraduate Students (PLUS)
• Federal Pell Grants 
• Federal Perkins Loan 
• Federal Subsidized Student Loans (Stafford) 
• Federal Supplemental Educational Opportunity Grants 
• Federal Unsubsidized Student Loans (Stafford) 
• Federal Student Consolidation Loans 


6. Occupational and Employment Information State Grants       
U.S. Department of Education 


www.federalgrantswire.com/vocational_educationoccupational_and_employment_infor
mation_state_grants.html
This site provides links to Web sites on various Occupational and Employment 
Information State Grants.  These grants promote an individual’s improved career 
and education decision making.  Some of these sites also provide and support:
1) Professional development and other resources to teachers, administrators, and 
counselors intended to assist students and parents with career exploration, 
educational opportunities, and education financing; 2) Information and planning 
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resources that relate educational preparation to career goals and expectations; 
and 3) Career guidance and academic counseling programs. 


7. State Grant Agencies
U.S. Department of Education 


www.ed.gov/offices/OSFAP/Students/other.html
This site lists state grant agencies and departments of education which offer 
more information about financial aid specific to each state.


8. Education Tax Benefits                                                            
U.S. Department of Treasury 


www.irs.gov/pub/irs-pdf/p970.pdf
1-800-829-1040
The Internal Revenue Service offers tax benefits to offset some of the costs of 
higher education.  To qualify for this benefit program, an individual must have 
educational needs and be a taxpayer who is interested in receiving tax 
information and tax return preparation assistance.  For more information, see the 
publication at the Web site or call the IRS help line listed above.  


9. NIH Health Care Education Loan Repayment Programs             
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services


www.lrp.nih.gov/about/index.htm
This site provides information about repaying educational loans for participants 
with substantial educational debt relative to income.  To qualify for these 
programs, applicants must be health care professionals and U.S. nationals, 
citizens, dual citizens or permanent residents who are qualified, certified, and/or 
licensed in laboratory or clinical research or have nursing degrees.  Following is a 
list of programs this site offers:


• Clinical Research Loan Repayment Program for Individuals from 
Disadvantaged Backgrounds  


• Clinical Research Loan Repayment Program 
• Health Disparities Research Loan Repayment Program  
• Nursing Education Loan Repayment Program  
• National Health Service Corps Loan Repayment   
• Nursing Student Loan program  
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E    Starting A New Business 


1. Rural Development Office          
U.S. Department of Agriculture 


www.rurdev.usda.gov
This site provides information about the various programs United States 
Department of Agriculture (USDA) offers.  The USDA has Rural Development 
Offices in almost every state.  They help businesses obtain the financial and 
technical assistance needed to address their diverse and unique needs.   More 
information about the resources available to small businesses, and how to access 
them is available at the Web site listed above.   


2. Minority Business Development Agency         
U.S. Department of Commerce 


www.mbda.gov
202-482-6022
The Minority Business Development Agency funds Business Development 
Centers around the country to assist with the start-up, expansion and 
development of minority-owned firms.  In turn, the funded centers provide 
individualized management and technical assistance to minority entrepreneurs 
at every stage of business development.  The Web site provides four types of 
services: Access to Markets, Access to Capital, Management and Technical 
Assistance, and Education and Training.


3. Small Business Administration (SBA)
U.S. Small Business Administration


www.sba.gov/starting_business/index.html
This site provides basic preparation techniques for starting, planning, marketing, 
and financing a new business.  Each state has at least one SBA district office, with 
multiple resource partners to support the needs of the small business 
community.


4. Small Business Development Centers (SBDC) 
U. S. Small Business Administration


www.sba.gov/sbdc/sbdcnear.html
1-800-8-ASK-SBA or 1-202-205-7333 (TTY) 
Small Business Development Centers offer one-stop assistance to individuals and 
small businesses by providing a wide variety of information and guidance in 
central and easily accessible branch locations.  There are 63 Lead (SBDCs) - at 
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least one in every state, the District of Columbia, Guam, Puerto Rico, Samoa and 
the U.S. Virgin Islands - and a network of more than 1,100 service locations.  The 
Web site or toll free phone number listed above can provide contact information 
for service locations. 


5. Section 8(a) Business Development 
U.S. Small Business Administration 


www.sba.gov/aboutsba/dis_offices.html
202-205-6417
The Small Business Administration’s (SBA) Section 8 (a) Business Development 
program provides technical assistance to socially and economically 
disadvantaged entrepreneurs who have been in business for at least two years.
Individuals can apply to the 8(a) program by contacting their state’s SBA district 
office.  This contact can be made by using the Web site or by calling the phone 
number listed above.  


6. Basic 7 (a) Loan Guaranty  
U.S. Small Business Administration 


www.sba.gov/financing/sbaloan/7a.htm.
The Small Business Administration (SBA) offers numerous loan programs to 
assist small businesses.  The Basic 7(a) Loan Guaranty can help qualified small 
businesses obtain start-up financing when they might not be eligible for business 
loans through traditional lending channels.  SBA offers multiple variations of the 
basic 7(a) loan program to accommodate targeted needs.  This Web site provides 
the program’s basic criteria and contact information for applying.   


7. Small Business Self-Employment Service (SBSES)  
U.S. Small Business Administration 


http://janweb.icdi.wvu.edu/sbses
The Small Business Self-Employment Service (SBSES) offers comprehensive 
counseling and referrals that support self-employment and small business 
ownership opportunities for people with disabilities.  This Web site provides 
general information on SBSES and a list of resources.  It also includes a link to the 
Job Accommodation Network, which is a national toll-free consulting service 
that provides information about job accommodations and the employability of 
people with disabilities. 
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8. Small Business Loans 
U. S. Small Business Administration


www.sba.gov/financing/sbaloan/snapshot.html
This Web site provides a snap shot of the Small Business Administration’s (SBA) 
loan programs to assist small businesses.  SBA also offers an online women’s 
business center that can be assessed through (www.onlinewbc.gov).  This site 
provides resource information and links to help women start and run successful 
businesses, regardless of social or financial disadvantage, race, ethnicity or 
business background.   


9. Women’s Business Ownership Assistance
U.S. Small Business Administration and U.S. Department of Labor 


www.women-21.gov
This Web site is a one-stop Federal resource for women business owners.  It 
provides targeted information, online programs, and networking opportunities 
to help women entrepreneurs navigate the ever-changing business world.   


10. One-Stop Career Centers 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.servicelocator.org
1-877-US2-JOBS (TTY: 1-877-899-5627) 
One-Stop Career Centers provide specialized information and assistance for 
individuals starting new businesses.  Entrepreneurs can access the wide array of 
services, including screening job applicants, information relating to career 
exploration and skill requirements of various occupations, consumer report 
information on the performance of local education and training providers, and 
quality labor market information.  The Web site and toll-free number listed 
above can identify which One-Stop Career Center offers help in starting new 
businesses and provide contact information for One-Stop Career Centers 
throughout the United States.


11. Unemployment Insurance/Self-Employment Assistance Program (SEA) 
U.S. Department of Labor 


http://ows.doleta.gov/map.asp
This site provides a map with links to help unemployed persons locate the 
nearest unemployment insurance (UI) agency.  UI claimants may qualify for 
assistance through the Self-Employment Assistance (SEA) Program, which is 
administered by state unemployment insurance agencies.  The SEA program 
offers biweekly allowances and training and technical assistance to participants 







�0


who are working full-time on starting their own business instead of looking for a 
job.  Claimants should contact their state unemployment insurance agency to 
find out about availability and eligibility criteria in their state.  


12. Service Corps of Retired Executives (SCORE) 
Nonprofit Organization 


www.score.org
This Web site provides online counseling services and referrals to address 
questions or concerns in starting a new business.  SCORE advertises itself as 
"Counselors to America's Small Business."  It is a nonprofit association dedicated 
to providing entrepreneurs with free, confidential face-to-face and email business 
counseling.
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F    BRAC Transition Assistance for DoD Civilian Employees 


1. Civilian Personnel Management Services (CPMS)/Civilian Assistance and Re-
Employment (CARE)  
U.S. Department of Defense


http://www.cpms.osd.mil
Through CPMS, DoD administers the Civilian Assistance and Re-Employment 
(CARE) Program, which is the Department’s primary means to provide 
transition assistance to displaced civilian employees.  The CARE Program 
consists of job placement programs, voluntary separation incentives, and other 
benefits and services.  CARE also provides direct program assistance to DoD 
activities affected by downsizing or reorganization.  This Web site provides a 
wealth of information and links to other Web sites that will help users learn more 
about the various tools available to minimize involuntary separations. 


2. BRAC Transition Assistance 
U.S. Department of Defense


http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition
The Department of Defense is committed to providing civilian employees 
affected by Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) maximum assistance to 
continue Federal careers or pursue other endeavors.  This Web site provides 
employees, managers, supervisors, and human resources specialists the latest 
information on BRAC.  It also provides information on the transition assistance 
programs offered by the Department and other Federal agencies.  In addition, it 
addresses frequently asked questions concerning BRAC and the Department’s 
transition programs, and provides links to Web sites that will help employees 
learn more about BRAC, transition assistance programs, and employment 
opportunities. 


3. Priority Placement Program 
U.S. Department of Defense


http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/Job_Placement.htm
The Priority Placement Program is the Department’s principal mechanism for 
retaining employees who are adversely affected by reduction in force, transfer of 
function, base realignment and closure, and other downsizing and restructuring 
actions.  Through its Automated Stopper and Referral System (ASARS), the skills 
of displaced employees are matched with vacant positions at DoD activities in 
the employees’ selected geographic area of availability.  Placements are 
mandatory when displaced employees’ are found well qualified for the vacant 
positions.  If the new job involves a move to another location, the costs of moving 
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the employee and his/her household are borne by the government in accordance 
with the Joint Travel Regulations. 


4. Re-Employment Priority List (RPL) 
U.S. Department of Defense


http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/Job_Placement.htm 
The RPL provides priority reemployment consideration for current and former 
DoD career and career-conditional competitive service employees, who are 
separated by reduction in force (RIF) or have received a RIF separation notice or 
Certificate of Expected Separation (CES).  The RPL is also available to employees 
who are separated (or who accept a lower grade position instead of separation) 
due to compensable injury or disability and who fully recover more than one 
year from the date compensation is payable as described in 5 CFR Parts 330 and 
353.


5. Voluntary Separation Incentive Pay (VSIP) 
U.S. Department of Defense


http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/Separation.htm
VSIP allows activities to offer incentive payments, or “buyouts,” of up to $25,000 
to encourage DoD employees to resign or retire.  Buyouts are targeted to 
employees in specific grades, series, or locations, and are used to restructure the 
workforce or to help avoid RIF and minimize involuntary separations.


6. Voluntary Early Retirement Authority (VERA) 
U.S. Department of Defense


http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/Separation.htm
VERA is a management tool used to mitigate the affects of substantial 
delayering, RIF, reorganization, or transfer of function.  Using the VERA, which 
is also referred to as “early retirement” or “early out,” DoD activities may 
downsize or restructure the workforce by allowing employees to retire under 
reduced age and service requirements. To learn more about VERA and other 
transition assistance tools and benefits, refer to the BRAC Transition Web site 
mentioned above.
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G Military Spouses 


1. Military Spouse Resource Center 
U.S. Department of Defense and U.S. Department of Labor 


www.milspouse.org
The Military Spouse Resource Center is a Web site designed and operated to 
support the career aspirations of military spouse jobseekers, particularly those in 
the midst of a permanent change of station.  This Web site is free and is available 
to military spouses from all Military Departments, veterans, the National Guard 
and Reserve, and the Coast Guard.  The Web site contains over 2,500 information 
and resource links for military spouses that help with job searching, career 
planning, training, scholarships and other educational opportunities.  The site 
also contains specific information regarding local military installations and the 
communities in which they reside, including childcare and transportation. 


2. Relocation Information  
Sponsored by U.S. Department of Labor and U.S. Department of Defense 


www.milspouse.org/relocate
This Web site provides links to resources that will assist military families that are 
planning to relocate.


3. Military Spouse Job Search 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.militaryspousejobsearch.org
This Web site houses a job search tool that connects military spouses with 
employers committed to hiring them.  Local programs that help military spouses 
have also been developed through ongoing collaboration between Family 
Support Centers and One-Stop Career Centers (which are linked to this site).


4. Eligibility for Military Spouses under WIA 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.servicelocator.org
1-877-US2-JOBS: 1-877-889-5627 (TTY) 
Spouses may be eligible to receive employment and training services as a 
dislocated worker under the Workforce Investment Act of 1998.  To determine 
eligibility, spouses should contact the local One-Stop Career Center by using the 
Web site or calling the toll-free helpline shown above.  When calling the toll-free 
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helpline the individual should identify him/herself as a BRAC impacted worker 
and as a military spouse in order to find out about additional information and 
services that may be available. 


5. Unemployment Insurance (UI) 
U.S. Department of Labor 


http://workforcesecurity.doleta.gov/map.asp
Spouses who have lost jobs due to “permanent change of station” may qualify 
for UI in a service member’s state.  Unemployed military spouses should contact 
their state UI agency to learn about eligibility and application procedures.  State 
UI agencies’ contact information may be located at the Web site shown above.


6. Military HomeFront 
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.militaryhomefront.dod.mil
Military Homefront is the central, up-to-date source for service members and 
families to obtain information about quality of life programs and services.  This 
Web site includes links to forums on issues relevant to military families. 


7. Military OneSource 
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.militaryonesource.com
Stateside: 1-800-342-9647 
Overseas: 800-3429-6477 
Collect from Overseas: 1-484-530-5908 
En español llame al: 1-877-888-0727 
TTY/TDD: 800-346-9188 
Military OneSource Web site and helpline provides support and resource 
information 24 hours a day to help military families from personal to 
professional areas of life.


8. Deployment Family Support       
U.S. Department of Defense 


http://deploymentlink.osd.mil/deploy/family/family_intro.shtml
Information on this Web site assists service members and their families in 
preparing for and coping with permanent military moves.  It contains family 
support links for each of the services, information for children, and tools for 
locating service members and accessing deployment entitlements. 
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9. Military Spouse Career Center 
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.military.com/spouse
This Web site provides career information, advice and family support for 
military spouses.


10. Military Family Research Institute (MFRI) 
U.S. Department of Education and U.S. Department of Defense 


www.cfs.purdue.edu/mfri
On this Web site, the Military Family Research Institute provides information 
and insight into the impact of quality of life factors on military personnel and 
their families.  It includes discussion forums and informational pamphlets that 
help military families to adjust to changing circumstances.  


11. National Military Family Association 
Nonprofit Organization 


www.nmfa.org
The National Military Family Association’s Web site offers specific information 
and resources that directly impact military families.  These include information 
concerning rights, benefits and services available, as well as news articles, links 
and other resources that serve the interests of military families.   







��


H Veterans 


1. HireVetsFirst 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.hirevetsfirst.gov
This Web site provides information on the Hire Vets First initiative and is 
tailored to the needs of veterans and employers interested in hiring veterans.  It 
also connects veterans with America’s Service Locator 
(http://www.servicelocator.org/nearest_onestop.asp or 1-877-US2-JOBS) to find 
their closest One-Stop Career Center for in-person services.  


2. Veterans’ Preference Advisor  
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.dol.gov/elaws/vetspref.htm
www.dol.gov/vets/opportunities/opportunities.htm
These Web sites allow veterans to examine the preferences to which they might 
be entitled with regard to Federal jobs. 


3. e-Vet’s Resource Advisor  
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.dol.gov/elaws/evets.htm
This Web site assists veterans preparing to enter the job market.  It also includes 
information on a broad range of topics such as: job search tools and tips, 
employment openings, career assessment, education and training, and benefits 
and special services available to veterans. 


4. VetSuccess.gov
U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs


www.vetsuccess.gov
The purpose of this Web site is to present information about the services that the 
Vocational Rehabilitation and Employment (VR&E) program provides to 
veterans with service-connected disabilities.  The Web site also provides 
information about vocational counseling available to active duty service 
members and veterans who have recently separated from active duty. 
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5. Vocational Rehabilitation and Employment Program  
U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs 


www.vba.va.gov/bln/vre/index.htm
1-800-827-1000
This Web site assists veterans with service-connected disabilities by offering help 
in preparing for, finding, and keeping suitable employment.  For more 
information about vocational rehabilitation and employment services, disabled 
veterans should contact the local Department of Veterans Affairs regional office 
at the national toll-free telephone number above. 


6. My HealtheVet
U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs


www.myhealth.va.gov
This Web site is the Department of Veterans Affairs’ (VA) new health portal for 
veterans, their advocates, and their families.  It provides one-stop shopping for 
VA benefits, special programs, health information and services, and a health 
education library that gives up-to-date information about medications and 
conditions, tools for measuring health status, and the latest health news.


7. The Department of Defense Web Portal for Military Transitioners 
U.S. Department of Defense 


www.dodtransportal.dod.mil/dav/lsnmedia/LSN/dodtransportal/
The Department of Defense Transportal is a Web site that contains information 
and resources designed specifically to assist service members leaving active 
duty.  It contains information on transition assistance, a pre-separation guide and 
information on how to contact transition assistance officers. 


8. Employment and Supportive Services 
U.S. Department of Defense 


http://dod.jobsearch.org
Department of Defense Job Search assists separating service members in their job 
search by providing an entry to America's Job Bank.  Registering with DoD Job 
Search will grant access to a nationwide database of veteran-oriented job 
openings.


9. Department of Veteran Affairs Job Search  
U.S. Department of Defense 


http://dva.jobsearch.org
This site assists service-members, veterans who have recently separated from 
active duty, service-connected disabled veterans, and eligible dependents of 
veterans in their job search by providing an entry to America's Job Bank. 
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10. Office of Veteran’s Business Development  
U.S. Small Business Administration 


www.sba.gov/vets/index.html
Through this Web site, the Small Business Administration (SBA) provides a 
variety of services to help veterans who are interested in opening and 
maintaining small businesses to meet SBA requirements and tap SBA supports. 


11. USAJOBS  
U.S. Office of Personnel Management 


www.usajobs.opm.gov
Veterans can step into another Federal career that builds on their military 
training.  This Web site allows them to go online to build and post resumes, find 
Federal job vacancies and apply for them.  


12. Office of Personnel Management’s VetGuide 
U.S. Office of Personnel Management 


www.opm.gov/veterans/html/vetguide.asp
This Web site explains the special rights and privileges that veterans enjoy in 
Federal civil service employment.  The guide conveniently summarizes many 
laws and regulations that affect veterans’ employment.


13. Vet Jobs 
Privately Owned and Operated by Veterans of Foreign Wars of the United States


www.vetjobs.com
This Web site provides veterans job search, spouse employment and transition 
information.
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I Youth


1. Career Voyages           
U.S. Department of Labor 


http://careervoyages.com
This Web site provides information to youths about high growth jobs.  It allows 
youths to explore career options regardless of educational attainment, other 
training or work experience.


2. Occupational Information Network (O*NET) 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.onetcenter.org/tools.html
www.onetcenter.org/guides.html
These Web sites provide self-directed career exploration and assessment tools.
These instruments help students identify their work-related interests, and values 
and abilities in order to explore occupations that relate most closely to those 
attributes.  Users may link to the more than 900 occupations described by the 
O*NET database.  This allows students to seamlessly transition from assessing 
their interests, work values, and abilities to matching their job skills with the 
requirements of occupations in their local labor market.


3. Bureau of Labor Statistics Career Information            
U.S. Department of Labor 


http://stats.bls.gov/k12
This site contains career information for students and provides an extensive 
profile of each occupation. 


4. Students.gov  
U.S. Department of Education 


www.students.gov/stugovwebapp/index.jsp
Students.gov is a comprehensive information portal providing answers to 
students’ and potential students’ questions on education, career, financial aid, 
government and more.
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5. Merit-Based Scholarships 
U.S. Department of Education


Following is a list of scholarship program information Web sites:


• Barry Goldwater Scholarship Foundation  
www.act.org/goldwater
This Web site provides information needed to apply for Barry Goldwater 
scholarships for college students who intend to pursue careers in science, 
mathematics, or engineering. 


• Robert C. Byrd Honors Scholarship Program
www.ed.gov/programs/iduesbyrd/index.html
This Web site provides information needed to apply for Robert C. Byrd Honors 
Scholarships for exceptionally able high school seniors who show promise of 
continued excellence in postsecondary education.


• Morris K. Udall Foundation  
www.udall.gov
This Web site provides information needed to apply for Morris K. Udall 
Undergraduate Scholarships.  These scholarships are targeted to two categories 
of sophomore and junior level college students:  (1) those who have 
demonstrated commitment to careers related to the environment; and (2) Native 
American or Alaska Natives who have demonstrated commitment to careers 
related to tribal public policy or healthcare.


6. Family and Youth Services Bureau 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 


www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/fysb or 1-800-RUNAWAY 
This site offers a network of support that includes a national hotline and referral 
system for runaway and homeless youth.  It is sponsored by the Family and 
Youth Services Bureau (FYSB), a Federal agency dedicated to supporting young 
people, particularly runaway and homeless youth.  FYSB provides support by 
funding community services for young people and their families testing new 
approaches to helping youth.  


7. AmeriCorps 
Nonprofit Organization 


www.americorps.org
1-800-942-2677: 1-800-833-3722 (TTY) 
This site offers information on a network of national programs that engage more 
than 50,000 Americans each year in intensive service to meet critical needs in 
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education, public safety, health, and the environment.  For veterans and their 
families, AmeriCorps might provide volunteer opportunities that earn them 
scholarships and a small stipend while they gain additional work experience.
AmeriCorps is made up of three programs: AmeriCorps*State and National, 
AmeriCorps*VISTA, and AmeriCorps*NCCC (National Civilian Community 
Corps).  To learn more about AmeriCorps, visit the Web site or call the toll free 
number above.


8. Hotlinks for Young Entrepreneurs 
Nonprofit Organization 


www.score.org/resources_young.html
This Web site has assembled numerous links for young entrepreneurs, including: 
• The Association of Collegiate Entrepreneurs (ACE) 
• Future Business Leaders of America 
• Generation X-Idea Café 
• Junior Achievement  


And many more… 
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J Workers with Disabilities 


1. Disability Information Online 
Comprehensive Federal Web site 


www.disabilityinfo.gov
This Web site provides a direct connection to information and resources on a 
wide range of disability-related topics.  Visitors to this Web site will find 
practical information on topics such as civil rights, community life, employment, 
education, housing, health, income support, technology, transportation and 
emergency preparedness. 


2. DisabilityInfo.gov/Transportation 
Comprehensive                                  


www.disabilityinfo.gov/digov-public/public/displaypage.do?parentfolderid=126
This Web site offers a wide range of information on accessible transportation 
systems, community transportation initiatives and Federal laws and regulations 
to improve access and availability of bus, rail and air travel for people with 
disabilities.


3. GovBenefits.gov
Comprehensive Federal Web site 


www.govbenefits.gov
This Web site is the gateway to Federal and state benefits information on 
disability assistance and much more.  Users can browse benefits by category and 
specific government agency and search at the Federal and state level.  They can 
also search topics by population and/or interests.


4. Employer Assistance Referral Network (EARN) 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.earnworks.com
1-866-Earn Now or 1-866-327-6669 (V/TTY) 
The EARN Web site is a nationwide cost-free referral and technical assistance 
service for employers.  EARN connects employers who have job vacancies to 
employment service providers who have direct access to job-ready individuals 
with disabilities.  EARN also provides technical assistance to assist employers in 
locating appropriate organizations and information as they seek to hire qualified 
candidates with disabilities. 
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5. Resources for Persons with Disabilities 
U.S. Department of Labor 


http://wdsc.doleta.gov/disability
This site houses a number of online resources for staff responsible for initial 
customer contact at local One-Stop Career Centers.  It focuses on accessibility and 
accommodation strategies for people with disabilities. 


6. State Governors' Committees on Employment of People with Disabilities
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.dol.gov/odep/state/directry.htm
This Web site contains a directory of state liaisons to the Federal Office of 
Disability Employment Policy that provide employment information and 
referrals for people with disabilities. 


7. Ticket to Work 
U.S. Social Security Administration 


www.yourtickettowork.com
This Web site provides comprehensive information on the Ticket to Work 
program, which aims to assist Social Security beneficiaries with disabilities to 
find and keep employment. 


8. Job Accommodation Network (JAN)
U.S. Department of Education


http://janweb.icdi.wvu.edu
1-800-526-7234 or 1-800-232-9675 (V/TTY) 
The JAN is an information and referral service that provides information on job 
accommodations for people with disabilities.  It also includes resources for 
technical assistance, funding, education and services related to the employment 
of people with disabilities.  In addition, JAN has information on employment 
provisions in the Americans with Disabilities Act.  To learn more about JAN, 
visit the Web site or call the toll-free number above. 


9. The Assistive Technology Program    
U.S. Department of Education


www.jan.wvu.edu/sbses/vocrehab.html
The Assistive Technology Program can help individuals with disabilities obtain 
devices or products to help them perform their job.  A vocational rehabilitation 
counselor may be able to help arrange training and other services.  Links and 
contact information for state vocational rehabilitation offices is on the Web site 
above.
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10. TRIO Programs 
U.S. Department of Education


www.ed.gov/about/offices/list/ope/trio/index.html
The TRIO programs provide support services to disabled students enrolled in 
post-secondary education programs.  News and information can be found on the 
above site. 


11. Vocational Rehabilitation and Employment Program  
U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs 


www.vba.va.gov/bln/vre/index.htm
1-800-827-1000
This Web site assists veterans with service-connected disabilities by offering help 
in preparing for, finding, and keeping suitable employment.  For more 
information about vocational rehabilitation and employment services, disabled 
veterans should contact the local Department of Veterans Affairs regional office 
at the national toll-free telephone number above. 


12. Rural Rental Assistance      
U.S. Department of Agriculture


http://offices.usda.gov/scripts/ndcgi.exe/oip_public/usa_map.
Rural Rental Assistance payments are available to persons with low incomes, the 
elderly, and persons with disabilities who are unable to pay their rent.  More 
information is available at the above Web site. 
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K Child Care


1. GovBenefits.gov
Comprehensive Federal Web site 


www.govbenefits.gov
The GovBenefits.gov Web site is the comprehensive gateway to government 
benefits information.  Users can browse content by category at the Federal and 
state level.  The site also gives users the ability to search topics by population 
and/or interests.  Among other benefits, the site can help BRAC-impacted 
families find state and local child care resources. 


2. Child Care Bureau 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 


www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/ccb
This site provides information and resources on child care funding, grants and 
providers.  It includes a tool for parents to find quality child care providers in 
their area.


3. Child Tax Credits                
U.S. Department of Treasury


www.irs.gov
1-800-829-3676
The Internal Revenue Service’s (IRS) Web site and toll free phone line provide 
information on three child tax credit programs and the forms needed to apply for 
them.  Free help in preparing tax returns is available through Volunteer Income 
Tax Assistance (VITA) at 1-800-829-1040.  Individuals can get a reduction of taxes 
owed (or a refund if they owe nothing) of up to $600 (depending upon income) 
per each dependent child under 17 if annual earnings are more than $10,350 by 
filing Form 8812.  


4. Tax Credit for Parents 
U.S. Department of Treasury


www.irs.gov/individuals/parents/index.html
This site provides a list of resources and information to parents whose life events 
may impact their taxes. 
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5. Child Care Aware 
Nonprofit Organization


www.childcareaware.org
1-800-424-2246
Child Care Aware is an online agency that helps individuals find accurate and 
useful information about child care.  Through Child Care Aware, families are 
linked to local, community-based child care resources and referral programs and 
receive consumer education materials.  More information is available on the Web 
site and at the toll free phone number listed above.  







��


L Transportation  


1. DisabilityInfo.gov/Transportation 
Comprehensive                                  


www.disabilityinfo.gov/digov-public/public/displaypage.do?parentfolderid=126
This Web site offers a wide range of information on accessible transportation 
systems, community transportation initiatives and Federal laws and regulations 
to improve access and availability of bus, rail and air travel for people with 
disabilities.


2.  United We Ride
Comprehensive                                  


www.unitedweride.gov
This Web site contains “a one-stop” information resource on all Federal 
programs funding human service transportation. 


3. One-Stop Career Center        
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.servicelocator.com
Customers can apply for transportation supportive services at local one-stop 
career centers.  This Web site helps users to locate the nearest One-Stop Career 
Center.


4. Job Access and Reverse Commute Grant   
U.S. Department of Transportation


www.fta.dot.gov/grant_programs/specific_grant_programs/job_access_reverse
_commute/4339_ENG_HTML.htm
The Job Access and Reverse Commute grant program assists states and localities 
in developing new or expanded transportation services that connect welfare 
recipients and other low income persons to jobs and other employment related 
services.  Additional information about this program and how it can benefit 
employers, communities and employees can be found at the above Web site. 
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M   Health Care and Health Insurance  


1. GovBenefits.gov
Comprehensive Federal Web site 


www.govbenefits.gov
This Web site is the gateway to government information on health care, 
insurance, Medicare and Medicaid, plus many more topics.  Users can browse 
benefits by category and specific government agency and search at the Federal 
and state level.  Users can also search topics by population and/or interests.


2. Community Health Centers        
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services


http://ask.hrsa.gov/pc/
Community Health Centers offer access to comprehensive primary and 
preventative health care and focus primarily on low-income and underserved 
individuals.  Contact information for health centers in local areas and related 
general information can be found at the Web site above. 


3. Health Resources and Services Administration  
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services


1-888-Ask HRSA (275-4772) 
Publications, resources, and referrals on health care services for low-income, 
uninsured individuals and those with special health care needs are available 
through the toll free phone number listed above. 


4. Medicaid
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 


www.cms.hhs.gov/medicaid
1-877-267-2323, menu option 5 
Medicaid is health insurance that helps many people who can't afford medical 
care pay for some or all of their medical bills.  Medicaid is a state administered 
program and each state sets its own guidelines regarding eligibility and services. 
Visit the Web site or call the toll free number listed above to read more about 
state Medicaid programs. 
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5. Medicare and the Medicare Prescription Drug Coverage Plan 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services


www.medicare.gov
1-800-MEDICARE (1-800-633-4227) or 1-877-486-2048 (TTY) 
Medicare is the national health insurance program for people age 65 or older and 
some people with disabilities under age 65.  Medicare also covers people with 
End-Stage Renal Disease (ESRD), which is permanent kidney failure requiring 
dialysis or a kidney transplant.  Particularly useful is the Medicare and You
handbook that is available at the “Find a Medicare Publication” link on this site.   
Additional information and state contacts are available at the Web site or by 
calling the toll-free number above.


6. Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services (CMS) 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 


http://pubordering.cms.hhs.gov/mailinglist
A variety of free publications related to Medicare and Medicaid may be obtained 
by subscribing to the Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services’ publication 
mailing list at the Web site listed above.


www.cms.hhs.gov/partnerships
The CMS Partner Center Web site provides a number of resources on Medicare 
prescription drug coverage that are helpful to individuals and One-Stop Career 
Centers.  They can be downloaded as PDF files. 


7. State Health Insurance Providers (SHIP) 
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services 


www.shiptalk.org
This Web site provides contact information for SHIP counselors.  SHIP is a national 
program that offers one-on-one counseling and assistance to Medicare recipients 
and their families and provides information about Medicare prescription drug 
coverage.


8. State Children’s Health Insurance Program (SCHIP)         
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services


www.cms.hhs.gov/home/schip.asp
www.insurekidsnow.gov
1-877-267-2323 or 1-866-226-1819 (TTY) or 1-877-543-7669 (Insure Kids Now)
These Web sites and phone lines provide information on low cost health 
insurance for families and children available through the SCHIP.   The “Your 
State’s Program” link on the Insure Kids Now site provides links to each state’s 
benefits and eligibility criteria.
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9. Medicare Online Coach 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.staffcoach.org/medicare                                                                                                              
The Medicare Online Coach provides interactive step-by-step instructions to help 
workforce development professionals quickly identify common issues and 
questions concerning Medicare prescription drug coverage and other Medicare-
related issues.  This information helps workforce development professionals 
assist One-Stop Career Center customers who may be eligible to participate in 
the program.  It also provides direct access to the official Medicare Web site and 
other government and non-profit resources.   


10. Consolidated Omnibus Budget Reconciliation Act (COBRA) 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.dol.gov/dol/topic/health-plans/cobra.htm
Upon losing a job, almost all full-time or part-time workers (including those self-
employed) and their dependents can obtain or maintain health insurance 
coverage for at least 18 months under the Consolidated Omnibus Budget 
Reconciliation Act (COBRA).  COBRA insurance may be a lower cost than 
buying new health insurance, but the insured will still be required to pay a 
monthly premium.  Individuals must choose COBRA coverage within 60 days 
after their plan coverage ends.  Call or visit the above Web site for more 
information.


11. Health Coverage Tax Credit            
U.S. Department of Treasury


www.irs.gov/individuals/article/0,,id=109915,00.html
1-866-628-HCTC (1-866-628-4282) or 1-866-626-HCTC (TTY) 
Customers who have lost a job due to foreign trade and whose layoff is 
“certified” as trade-related by the government may be eligible for the Health 
Coverage Tax Credit (HCTC).  The Web site provides information about 
eligibility requirements and how the HCTC can be claimed.  


12. Private Insurance 
National Association of Insurance Commissioners  


www.naic.org/state_web_map.htm
This Web site provides links to state Department of Insurance Web sites for 
information regarding purchasing private health insurance. 
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N Housing Needs  


1. Homeless Assistance (Technical & Financial) 
U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)  


http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/homeless/library/milbase/index.cfm
For over three decades the Department of Defense has been closing or 
consolidating domestic military installations to reduce overhead.  Communities 
where these bases were located are charged with the responsibility of finding 
alternative uses for them once they have been closed.


In 1987, Congress passed the McKinney Homeless Assistance Act, which made 
serving the homeless the first priority for use of all surplus Federal properties, 
including military facilities.  In 1994 the Base Closure Community 
Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance Act (the Redevelopment Act) was 
passed, superseding the McKinney Act for most base closure buildings and 
properties.


The Act itself was the end result of recommendations made by HUD, the 
Department of Defense, Veterans Affairs, the General Services Administration, 
and the Department of Health and Human Services.  The Redevelopment Act 
accommodates the impacted communities' multiple interests in base reuse as 
well as to meet national priorities for homeless assistance.  To help communities 
gain a greater understanding of the provisions of the Act, and to assist them in 
implementing the law in a fair and consistent manner, HUD published the 
Guidebook on Military Base Reuse and Homeless Assistance.


The Guidebook includes an overview of the base redevelopment process, 
reviews consolidated and redevelopment plans, offers model base reuse plans, 
and provides guidance for communities seeking additional sources of assistance 
with HUD Homeless Assistance Programs.  For further information, please 
contact Linda Charest, Coordinator of HUD's Base Redevelopment Team, by 
phone at (202) 708-1234, ext. 2595 or by e-mail. 


The Guidebook is also available on HUD's Web site in two electronic versions. 
One is an interactive version that can be read online.  The other is an Adobe PDF 
document and can be downloaded directly to the computer.  Please note that in 
order to view the PDF version a downloadable viewer must be installed on the 
computer. 
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2. Self Help Homeownership Opportunity Program (SHOP)
U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development 


http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/affordablehousing/programs/shop/index.cfm
SHOP provides funds for eligible non-profit organizations to purchase home 
sites and develop or improve the infrastructure needed to set the stage for sweat 
equity and volunteer-based homeownership programs for low-income persons 
and families.  SHOP is authorized by the Housing Opportunity Program 
Extension Act of 1996, Section 11, and is subject to other Federal crosscutting 
requirements.  Further information about SHOP can be accessed at the above 
Web site. 


3. Native American Assistance 
U.S Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD)  


http://www.hud.gov/groups/nativeamericans.cfm
HUD offers a range of programs, assistance, and loan programs specifically for 
Native American tribes, organizations, and sometimes individuals.  See Web site 
for details.


4. Relocating 
U.S. Department of Labor                                     


www.careerOne-Stop.org/relocation/RelocationCenterHome.asp
The CareerOne-Stop Web portal has a Relocation Center with links to resources 
that may assist individuals with relocation decisions and planning.  On this page 
customers will find a link to cost of living resources, a salary calculator, financial 
and moving resources, and resources related to the community to which they are 
relocating.  The Relocation Center can be accessed at the above Web site.


5. Home Owner Assistance Program 
U.S. Department of Defense/Army                               


www.sas.usace.army.mil/hapinv/hapinfo.htm
The Department of Defense Homeowner's Assistance Program (HAP) provides 
assistance to eligible Federal personnel (military and civilian), who are stationed 
at or near an installation scheduled for closure or realignment and who, through 
no fault of their own, are unable to sell their homes under reasonable terms and 
conditions.  Information concerning HAP is available at the above Web site.
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6. Rental Assistance             
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services


www.acf.hhs.gov/programs/ofa/welfare/stlinks.htm
Rental assistance may be available through local welfare agencies.  They can be 
located through each state’s department of social services via the above Web site.


7. Low Income Home Energy Assistance Program
U.S. Department of Health and Human Services


www.acf.dhhs.gov/programs/liheap/grantees/index.html#states
The Low Income Home Energy Assistance Program (LIHEAP) can help pay 
heating, gas, and electricity bills for low income households.  More information 
about LIHEAP assistance can be obtained from LIHEAP grantees (states, tribal 
organizations and U.S. insular areas).  Grantee Web sites and other contact 
information can be found at the above Web site.


8. Rural Rental Assistance      
U.S. Department of Agriculture


http://offices.usda.gov/scripts/ndcgi.exe/oip_public/usa_map.
Rural Rental Assistance payments are available to persons with low incomes, the 
elderly, and persons with disabilities who are unable to pay their rent.  The 
owner of the rental property will be paid the difference between the amount of 
the individual’s rent and the amount that the individual can contribute.  More 
information is available at the above Web site. 
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O Unemployment Insurance 


1. Unemployment Insurance Locator  
U.S. Department of Labor                                


http://workforcesecurity.doleta.gov/map.asp
Most individuals who have become unemployed due to BRAC will have the 
protection of unemployment compensation.  Eligibility and application 
information are available from each state’s workforce agency via the Web site 
listed above.


2. Unemployment Compensation for Federal Employees (UCFE) program    
U.S. Department of Defense and U.S. Department of Labor                              


www.cpms.osd.mil/icuc/icuc.htm


Federal civilian employees may qualify for the Unemployment Compensation 
for Federal Employees (UCFE) program.  UCFE has the same terms and 
conditions as regular state unemployment insurance programs.  State 
unemployment insurance agencies will be able to answer questions about 
eligibility, duration and amount of benefits, as well as procedures for filing a 
UCFE claim (see also the Unemployment Insurance Locator described above).


P Social Security Benefits 


1. Social Security Administration 
Social Security Administration 


www.socialsecurity.gov
1-800-772-1213
The Social Security Administration (SSA) Web site provides a wealth of 
information about Social Security benefits, a monthly income support that may 
be available upon retirement.   Information on eligibility, amount of benefits, 
how to apply, and contact information for local SSA offices can be found at the 
above Web site or by calling the toll-free number.
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Q Pension Benefits 


1. The Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation  
Federal Corporation 


www.pbgc.gov
1-800-400-7242 or 1-800-877-8339 (TTY) 
The Pension Benefit Guaranty Corporation (PBGC) pays pension benefits when 
an eligible pension plan ends without sufficient money to meet its financial 
obligations.  This site explains PBGC eligibility and how to access benefits.  


2. Civil Service Retirement System (CSRS) and Federal Employee’s Retirement 
System (FERS) 
U.S. Office of Personnel Management (OPM) 


www.opm.gov/retire/html/library
Federal employees may be eligible for retirement benefits under the Civil Service 
Retirement System (CSRS) or the Federal Employees’ Retirement System (FERS).  
Information about eligibility, benefits and applying for retirement under these 
systems is available at the Web site listed above. 
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IV.  RESOURCES FOR BUSINESSES 


This section provides a list of resources that will aid businesses that are in BRAC-
Impacted Areas.  The resources below range from providing assistance to 
business in the event of downsizing with a base-closing or expanding with base 
realignment.


A Finding BRAC-Affected Bases 


1. BRAC Services Locator  
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.servicelocator.org/BRAC
Businesses can use this Web site to find BRAC locations and nearby One-Stop 
Career Centers.   The username for this site is “BRAC” and the default password 
is “asl”.  This site allows users to search by city, zip code or through a map 
search.  Users can find local military bases and workforce contacts and get an 
online tutorial through the BRAC Coach (www.brac-coach.org).


2. BRAC Web site 
U.S. Department of Defense 


http://www.defenselink.mil/brac/
The Department of Defense’s official BRAC Web site provides the most up to 
date information concerning BRAC 2005. 


B   Helping Businesses Respond to Base Closures and Force Reductions    


1. Worker Adjustment Retraining and Notification (WARN) Act Guides 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.doleta.gov/layoff/warn.cfm#content
This Web site contains guides issued by the U.S. Department of Labor to provide 
workers and employers with an overview of their rights and responsibilities 
under the provisions of the WARN Act. It also contains resources and links for 
additional information.
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2. Rapid Response
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.doleta.gov/layoff/employers.cfm
This site describes the Rapid Response resources available to businesses and 
includes links to contact information for state rapid response coordinators.
Rapid Response is a strategic response to major layoffs and plant closings that 
quickly coordinates services and provides immediate aid to impacted companies 
and their workers.  Rapid Response teams work with companies to customize 
and coordinate efforts to minimize the disruptions of major layoffs on the 
company, impacted workers, and the community.


3. One-Stop Career Centers 
U.S. Department of Labor


http://careeronestop.org
www.servicelocator.org
 The above sites provide contact information and links to local One-Stop Career 
Centers.  They also provide information regarding the services One-Stop Career 
Centers can provide businesses.  These services may include: 


Working closely with employers in Rapid Response activities (see section 
above for more information on Rapid Response); 
Preparing impacted workers to find new employment by coordinating on-
site layoff assistance orientations and educating employees on re-
employment, retraining services and unemployment insurance benefits; 
Coordinating on-site group workshops for career advancement, job search 
assistance, resume and interviewing skills for assisting the impacted 
employees in obtaining the proper training and career assistance so that 
they can return to work and maintain their standard of living. 


4. O*NET 
U.S. Department of Labor 


http://onetcenter.org
http://online.onetcenter.org
The Occupational Information Network (O*NET) Resource Center and O*NET 
OnLine are available at the above addresses.  Both sites provide information on 
occupations, work content, worker skills and workplace requirements.  They 
provide a common language for defining and describing occupations, job 
requirements, transferable skills and staff training plans.  They have been used in 
restructuring situations by major companies such as Boeing and PillowTex.
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Additional O*NET resources include:
The O*NET Code Connector (www.onetcodeconnector.org), which 
matches job titles to O*NET-SOC codes so that employers may find 
O*NET resources relevant to their organization;
The O*NET Knowledge site (www.onetknowledgesite.com), a source of 
online training, O*NET information sharing, and community building. 


5. Planning-Related Evaluation Studies 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.defenselink.mil/brac
Evaluation studies and reports have been conducted in order to build upon 
experiences of past BRAC rounds and enhance the quality of planning and 
assistance for workers impacted by this current round.  Studies conducted by 
DoD and the General Accountability Office (GAO) may be viewed at the above 
Web site.  The following Web sites contain reports related to evaluations of 
demonstration projects focusing on services to BRAC-impacted workers: 


• Responses to Defense Cutbacks: Demonstration Evaluation Findings 
http://wdr.doleta.gov/opr/fulltext/document.cfm?docn=6090


• Responses to Defense Cutbacks: The Community Planning Approach 
http://wdr.doleta.gov/opr/fulltext/document.cfm?docn=6087


•  Responses to Defense Cutbacks: The Worker Mobility Approach 
http://wdr.doleta.gov/opr/fulltext/document.cfm?docn=6089


• Responses to Defense Cutbacks: The Dislocation Aversion Approach 
http://wdr.doleta.gov/opr/fulltext/document.cfm?docn=6088
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C   Finding Business Opportunities in Areas of Military Base Closing and 
Realignment 


1. Employee Recruitment and Retention 


i.  CareerOneStop Web site 
U.S. Department of Labor


http://careeronestop.org
www.onestopcoach.org


The first Web sites link employers to the wide array of resources the One-Stop 
Career Center System offers.  One-Stop Career Centers help employers to find, 
assess, and hire employees who meet employers’ workforce needs.  The second 
Web site above, the Career One-Stop Coach, walks business managers through 
the process of writing job descriptions, searching resumes, writing job 
descriptions, researching occupation information, finding high growth 
industries, learning about managing employees, or finding resources regarding 
employment laws.


ii. America’s Job Bank          
Sponsored by U.S. Department of Labor


www.ajb.dni.us
America’s Job Bank (AJB) is the nation’s largest online labor exchange, with over 
1 million jobs & 450,000 resumes.  It connects employers and jobseekers at a very 
low cost.  Employers of all sizes can post job listings, create customized job 
orders, get labor market information and search resumes. 


iii. BRAC Coach 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.brac-coach.org
This online tool assists workers, businesses, and workforce professionals who 
may be impacted by a base realignment or closure.  The BRAC Coach identifies 
common issues or problems facing those likely to be impacted by BRAC.  It 
provides step-by-step instructions to help users find resources and related 
information.  There is an entire section devoted to assisting employers and 
businesses.  
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iv. Toll-Free Helpline 
U.S. Department of Labor 
1-877-US2-JOBS or 1-877-899-5627 (TTY) 
The Toll-Free Helpline assists employers to manage the change that accompanies 
expansion, restructuring, and layoffs by providing access to Career One-Stop 
centers and Rapid Response teams.  Help includes identifying job related Web 
sites, information about Federal, state, and local requirements and initiatives, 
labor market information, and finding job-ready employees.


v. Business Relations Group         
U.S. Department of Labor


www.doleta.gov/business
This link provides information about the Business Relations Group (BRG), a U.S. 
Department of Labor Office whose purpose is to aid employers in meeting their 
workforce needs.  This Web site provides employers with a wide array of 
business resources including workforce tools, policies and regulations, and 
information about incentives, and foreign labor certification.


vi. Employer Assistance Referral Network (EARN)  
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.earnworks.com
1-866-Earn Now or 1-866-327-6669 (V/TTY) 
EARN is a national toll-free telephone and electronic information referral service 
that helps employers locate and recruit qualified workers with disabilities and 
also provides technical assistance on general disability employment-related 
issues.  It can be accessed at the Web site or by calling the toll free number above.


vii. Workforce Recruitment Program for College Students with Disabilities
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.dol.gov/odep/pubs/brochures/wrp4cstd.htm
The Workforce Recruitment Program for College Students with Disabilities 
(WRP) is a resource for businesses nationwide to identify qualified temporary 
and permanent employees from a variety of fields.  Applicants are highly 
motivated postsecondary students and recent graduates eager to prove their 
abilities in the workforce.  More information is available at the Web site above.
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viii. HireVetsFirst 
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.hirevetsfirst.gov
This Web site provides information on the Hire Vets First initiative and is 
tailored to the needs of veterans and employers interested in hiring veterans.  It 
connects veterans with America’s Service Locator 
(http://www.servicelocator.org/nearest_onestop.asp or 1-877-US2-JOBS) to find 
their closest One-Stop Career Center for in-person services.  


ix. Office of Veteran’s Business Development  
Small Business Administration 


www.sba.gov/vets/index.html
Through this Web site, the Small Business Administration (SBA) provides a 
variety of services to help veterans who are interested in opening and 
maintaining small businesses to meet SBA requirements and tap SBA supports. 
Also see Section II for the SBA local offices information. 


2.   Assisting Businesses in Accessing Labor Market and General Information 


i. America’s Career Info Net 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.acinet.org/acinet/select_state.asp 
The above site provides a direct link to America’s Career InfoNet (ACINet) 
which provides local and regional labor market information, industry 
information, employment and wage data and information about the fastest 
growing industries and occupations.  It also provides a job description writer 
that helps employers and workforce professionals write job descriptions with a 
variety of data sets.  Additional business resources include a certification finder, 
a license finder, a skills profiler and a financial aid advisor. 


ii. Career One-Stop Web site 
U.S. Department of Labor


www.careerone-stop.org/lmi/lmihome.asp
The Career One-Stop Web site’s Labor Market Information Center can be found 
at this link.  The site allows employers to find out which high-growth 
occupations are hot locally and nationally.  Links to comprehensive information 
about wages, employment levels, national and state employment projections, 
unemployment rates, and related information may also be found here.  
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iii. America’s Labor Market Information System
U.S. Department of Labor 


www.uses.doleta.gov/almis.asp
www.lmi-net.org
The first Web site listed above provides an overview of America’s Labor Market 
Information System (ALMIS).  ALMIS is a dynamic system that produces high-
quality, standardized labor market information and tools in a variety of media 
and formats for use by job seekers, employers, and workforce development 
professionals.  ALMIS has Federal, state and local components which provide 
data collection and analysis, research and development, product development, 
direct service delivery, technical assistance, and capacity-building.  ALMIS also 
supports the Labor Market Information Institute, a national training center that 
provides workforce information training.  Information about the institute is 
available at the second site listed above.


iv. Local Employment Dynamics (LED)   
U.S. Census Bureau and State Labor Market Information Agencies                        


http://lehd.dsd.census.gov/led/led/led.html
This Web site provides information and resources on how LED develops new 
information about local labor market conditions.  State and local authorities 
increasingly need detailed local information about their economies to make 
informed decisions.  The LED/state partnership works to fill critical data gaps 
and provide indicators needed by state and local authorities.


v. The United States Postal Service® 
U.S. Postal Service®                                                                                                                     


www.usps.com
The U.S. Postal Service® delivers 700 million messages and packages every day 
to more than 144 million families and businesses.  American businesses are 
provided with a wide range of shipping and mailing products and services, 
including the ability to change their address, forward mail, hold mail, rent Post 
Office boxes, locate a Post Office, calculate postage, and print postage online.
Employers affected by BRAC can conveniently access USPS® services online 
through the above Web site or by visiting any of the 37,000 local Post Offices. 
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V.  PROGRAM ACRONYMS LIST 


Acronyms Agency/ Program Name 
ACINET America’s Career Info Net 
ACRN America’s Career Resource Network 
ALMIS America’s Labor Market Information System 
CMS  Centers for Medicare and Medicaid Services  
CSBG Community Service Block Grant 
DOC Department of Commerce 
DOD Department of Defense 
DOE Department of Education 
DOL Department of Labor 
DVOP Disabled Veterans Outreach Program 
EARN Employer Assistance Referral Network  
EBSA Employee Benefits Security Administration 
EDA Economic Development Administration 
ETA Employment & Training Administration 
FASA Federal Application for Student Aid 
HCTC Health Coverage Tax Credit 
HHS Department of Health and Human Services 
HRSA Health Resources and Services Administration 
HUD Department of Housing and Urban Development 
IRS Internal Revenue Service 
JAN Job Accommodation Network 
LVER Local Veteran’s Employment Representative 
NASCC National Association Service and Conservation Corps 
OATELS Office of Apprenticeship Training and Employer Labor Services 
ODEP Office of Disability Employment Policy 
OEA Office of Economic Adjustment 
PBGC Pension Benefits Guaranty Corporation 
SBA Small Business Administration 
SCHIP  State Children’s Health Insurance Program 
SCORE Senior Corps of Retired Executives 
SSA Social Security Administration 
TAA Trade Adjustment Assistance  
TANF Temporary Assistance For Needy Families 
UMAPS United States Military Apprenticeship Program 
USDA United States Department of Agriculture 
USERRA Uniformed Services Employment and Reemployment Services Rights Act Advisor 
VBA Veterans Benefits Administration 
WIC Women, Infant, Child Special Supplementary Nutrition Program 
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VI.  EXECUTIVE ORDER 12788, AS AMENDED 


For Immediate Release 
Office of the Press Secretary 


May 12, 2005 


Executive Order: Amendments to Executive Order 12788 Relating to the 
Defense Economic Adjustment Program 


By the authority vested in me as President by the Constitution and the laws of the United States 
of America, including 10 U.S.C. 2391 and the Defense Economic Adjustment, Diversification, 
Conversion, and Stabilization Act of 1990, enacted as Division D, section 4001 et seq., of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1991, Public Law 101-510, and in order to 
update the Defense Economic Adjustment Program, it is hereby ordered that Executive Order 
12788 of January 15, 1992, as amended, is further amended as follows:  


Section 1. The text of section 2 of Executive Order 12788 is revised to read as follows: "The 
Defense Economic Adjustment Program shall (1) assist substantially and seriously affected 
communities, businesses, and workers from the effects of major Defense base closures, 
realignments, and Defense contract-related adjustments, and (2) assist State and local 
governments in preventing the encroachment of civilian communities from impairing the 
operational utility of military installations."  


Sec. 2. (a) The text of section 3(c) is amended by deleting "and communities" and inserting in lieu 
thereof "communities, and businesses";  


(b) The text of section 3(l) is amended by deleting "and" after the semicolon;  


(c) The text of section 3(m) is amended by adding "and" after "diminish;" and  


(d) A new section 3(n) is added to read: "(n) Encourage resolution of regulatory issues that 
impede encroachment prevention and local economic adjustment efforts."  


Sec. 3. (a) Section 4(a) is amended by: (i) deleting "(19) Director of the United States Arms 
Control and Disarmament Agency;" (ii) deleting "(21) Director of the Federal Emergency 
Management Agency;" and (iii) renumbering the remaining subsections listing the officials on the 
Economic Adjustment Committee (the "Committee") accordingly;  


(b) The text of section 4(b) is revised to read as follows: "The Secretary of Defense, or the 
Secretary's designee, shall chair the Committee."; and  


(c) The text of section 4(c) is revised to read as follows: "The Secretaries of Labor and 
Commerce shall serve as Vice Chairmen of the Committee. The Vice Chairmen shall co-chair the 
Committee in the absence of both the Chairman and the Chairman's designee and may also 
preside over meetings of designated representatives of the concerned executive agencies."  


Sec. 4. This order is not intended to, and does not, create any right or benefit, substantive or 
procedural, enforceable by any party at law or in equity against the United States, its 
departments, agencies, entities, officers, employees, agents, or any other person.  


GEORGE W. BUSH  


THE WHITE HOUSE,


May 12, 2005.







THE PRESIDENT 
EXECUTIVE ORDER 12788             As AMENDED  


Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
        


By the authority vested in me as President by the 
Constitution and the laws of the United States of America, 
including 10 U.S.C. 2391 and the Defense Economic 
Adjustment, Diversification, Conversion, and Stabilization 
Act of 1990, enacted as Division D, section 4001 et seq., of 
the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 
1991, Public Law 101-510, and to provide coordinated 
Federal economic adjustment assistance necessitated by 
changes in Department of Defense activities, it is hereby 
ordered as follows: 


Section 1.  Function of the Secretary of Defense.  The 
Secretary of Defense shall, through the Economic 
Adjustment Committee, design and establish a Defense 
Economic Adjustment Program. 


Sec. 2.  The Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
shall (1) assist substantially and seriously affected 
communities, businesses, and workers from the effects of 
major Defense base closures, realignments, and Defense 
contract-related adjustments, and (2) assist State and 
local governments in preventing the encroachment of 
civilian communities from impairing the operational 
utility of military installations. 


Sec. 3 Functions of the Defense Economic Adjustment 
Program. The Defense Adjustment Program shall: 


(a) Identify problems of States, regions, metropolitan 
areas, or communities that result from major Defense 
base closures, realignments, and Defense contract-related 
adjustments, and the encroachment of the civilian 
community on the mission of military installations and 
that require Federal assistance; 


(b) Use and maintain a uniform socioeconomic impact 
analysis to justify the use of Federal economic 
adjustment resources prior to particular realignments; 


(c) Apply consistent policies, practices, and procedures 
in the administration of Federal programs that are used to 
assist Defense-affected States, regions, metropolitan 
areas, communities, and businesses; 


(d) Identify and strengthen existing agency mechanisms 
to coordinate employment opportunities for displaced 
agency personnel; 


(e) Identify and strengthen existing agency mechanisms 
to improve reemployment opportunities for dislocated 
Defense industry personnel; 


(f) Assure timely consultation and cooperation with 
Federal, State, regional, metropolitan, and community 
officials concerning Defense-related impacts on Defense-
affected communities’ problems; 


(g) Assure coordinated interagency and intergovernmental 
adjustment assistance concerning Defense impact 
problems; 


(h) Prepare, facilitate, and implement cost-effective 
strategies and action plans to coordinate interagency and 
intergovernmental economic adjustment efforts; 


(i) Encourage effective Federal, State, regional, 
metropolitan, and community cooperation and concerted 
involvement of public interest groups and private sector 
organizations in Defense economic adjustment activities; 


(j) Serve as a clearinghouse to exchange information 
among Federal, State, regional, metropolitan, and 
community officials involved in the resolution of 
community economic adjustment problems.  Such 
information may include, for example, previous studies, 
technical information, and sources of public and private 
financing; 


(k) Assist in the diversification of local economies to lessen 
dependence on Defense activities; 


(l) Encourage and facilitate private sector interim use of 
lands and buildings to generate jobs as military activities 
diminish;  


(m) Develop ways to streamline property disposal 
procedures to enable Defense-impacted communities to 
acquire base property to generate jobs as military activities 
diminish; and 


(n) Encourage resolution of regulatory issues that impede 
encroachment prevention and local economic adjustment 
efforts.


Sec. 4. Economic Adjustment Committee.


(a) Membership.  The Economic Adjustment Committee 
("Committee") shall be composed of the following 
individuals or a designated principal deputy of these 
individuals, and such other individuals from the executive 
branch as the President may designate.  Such individuals 
shall include the: 
     (1)  Secretary of Agriculture; 
     (2)  Attorney General; 
     (3)  Secretary of Commerce; 







      (4)  Secretary of Defense; 
      (5)  Secretary of Education; 
      (6)  Secretary of Energy; 
      (7)  Secretary of Health and Human Services; 
      (8)  Secretary of Housing and Urban Development; 
      (9)  Secretary of Interior; 
    (10)  Secretary of Labor; 
    (11)  Secretary of State; 
    (12)  Secretary of Transportation; 
    (13)  Secretary of Treasury; 
    (14)  Secretary of Veterans Affairs; 
    (15)  Secretary of Homeland Security; 
    (16)  Chairman, Council of Economic Advisers; 
    (17)  Director of the Office of Management and Budget; 
    (18)  Director of the Office of Personnel Management; 


(19) Administrator of the Environmental Protection 
Agency;
    (20)  Administrator of General Services; 
    (21) Administrator of the Small Business 
Administration; and 


(22) Postmaster General. 


(b)  The Secretary of Defense, or the Secretary’s designee, 
shall chair the Committee.   


(c)  The Secretaries of Labor and Commerce shall serve as 
Vice Chairmen of the Committee.  The Vice Chairmen 
shall co-chair the Committee in the absence of both the 
Chairman and the Chairman's designee and may also 
preside over meetings of designated representatives of the 
concerned executive agencies. 


(d) Executive Director.  The head of the Department of 
Defense's Office of Economic Adjustment shall provide all 
necessary policy and administrative support for the 
Committee and shall be responsible for coordinating the 
application of the Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
to Department of Defense activities. 


(e) Duties.  The Committee shall: 
     (1) Advise, assist, and support the Defense Economic 
Adjustment Programs; 
     (2) Develop procedures for ensuring that State, regional, 
and community officials, and representatives of organized 
labor in those States, municipalities, localities, or labor 
organizations that are substantially and seriously affected 
by changes in Defense expenditures, realignments or 
closures, or cancellation or curtailment of major Defense 
contracts, are notified of available Federal economic 
adjustment programs; and 
     (3) Report annually to the President and then to the 
Congress on the work of the Economic Adjustment 
Committee during the preceding fiscal year. 


Sec. 5.  Responsibilities of Executive Agencies. 


(a) The head of each agency represented on the Committee 
shall designate an agency representative to: 
     (1) Serve as a liaison with the Secretary of Defense's 
economic adjustment staff; 
     (2) Coordinate agency support and participation in 
economic adjustment assistance projects; and 
     (3) Assist in resolving Defense-related impacts on 
Defense-affected communities. 


(b) All executive agencies shall: 
     (1) Support, to the extent permitted by law, the 
economic adjustment assistance activities of the Secretary 
of Defense.  Such support may include the use and 
application of personnel, technical expertise, legal 
authorities, and available financial resources.  This support 
may be used, to the extent permitted by law, to provide a 
coordinated Federal response to the needs of individual 
States, regions, municipalities, and communities adversely 
affected by necessary Defense changes; and  
     (2) Afford priority consideration to requests from 
Defense-affected communities for Federal technical 
assistance, financial resources, excess or surplus property, 
or other requirements, that are part of a comprehensive plan 
used by the Committee. 


Sec. 6.  Judicial Review.  This order shall not be interpreted 
to create any right or benefit, substantive or procedural, 
enforceable at law by a party against the United States, its 
agencies, its officers, its agents, or any person. 


Sec. 7.  Construction. (a) Nothing in this order shall be 
construed as subjecting any function vested by law in, or 
assigned pursuant to law to, any agency or head thereof to 
the authority of any other agency or officer or as 
abrogating or restricting any such function in any manner. 


(b) This order shall be effective immediately and shall 
supersede Executive Order No 12049. 


 GEORGE BUSH 
THE WHITE HOUSE 
 January 15, 1992. 


[Amended 2/28/03 by President George W. Bush, E.O. 13286] 
[Amended 5/12/05 by President George W. Bush, E.O. 13378] 
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Coordinated Federal Resources for BRAC Communities under the  


President’s Economic Adjustment Committee and  
Defense Economic Adjustment Program 


 
The following presents some of the Federal resources available to assist communities in alleviating the 
socioeconomic effects that may result from military base closures and realignments.  Under Executive 
Order 12788, as amended, assistance for BRAC-impacted communities is coordinated across the Federal 
Government through the President’s Economic Adjustment Committee (EAC).  The Department of 
Defense’s Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) staffs the EAC and its Director is the EAC’s Executive 
Director.  Communities are encouraged to familiarize themselves with the following resources, including 
accessing program information through the provided internet links.  OEA staff is available at (703) 604-
6020 to address any questions you may have concerning the EAC, Federal assistance available to affected 
communities, or specific local needs that may exist.  This listing will continually be updated and available 
at www.oea.gov. 
 
Department of Defense 


 The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) (www.oea.gov) 
OEA is the Department of Defense's primary source for assisting communities that are adversely 
impacted by Defense program changes, including base closures or realignments, base expansions, 
and contract or program cancellations. To assist affected communities, OEA manages and directs 
the Defense Economic Adjustment Program, and coordinates the involvement of other Federal 
Agencies.  
 
Economic adjustment assistance provides a community-based context for assessing economic 
hardships caused by DoD program changes by identifying and evaluating alternative courses of 
action, identifying resource requirements, and assisting in the preparation of an adjustment strategy 
or action plan to help communities help themselves.  
 
OEA staff has a range of experience in economic and community development, land use planning, 
real estate redevelopment, Federal real property programs, military programs, and worker 
adjustment. Project managers also bring a working knowledge of other Federal agencies and their 
respective programs to help communities put together an adjustment program combining Federal, 
State, local and private resources.  
 
Communities that are on the Secretary of Defense’s BRAC 05 recommendations and desire 
additional resource information can visit http://www.oea.gov/oeaweb.nsf/BRAC?readform or call 
OEA at (703)-604-6020.  
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 



http://www.oea.gov/

http://www.oea.gov/

http://www.oea.gov/oeaweb.nsf/BRAC?readform
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 Civilian Personnel Management Services (CPMS) 
http://www.cpms.osd.mil 
CPMS supports the Under Secretary of Defense (Personnel and Readiness) in planning and 
formulating civilian personnel programs, providing policy support, functional information 
management and Department-wide human resources advisory services for the Military 
Departments and Defense agencies.  Through CPMS, DoD administers the Civilian Assistance and 
Re-Employment (CARE) Program, which oversees the management of draw-downs and transition 
assistance programs and tools.  The CARE Program consists of job placement programs such as 
the DoD Priority Placement Program (PPP), separation incentives such as Voluntary Separation 
Incentive Pay, and other benefits and services for civilian employees in career transition.  CARE 
also provides direct program assistance to DoD activities affected by downsizing or reorganization. 
 
CPMS also hosts a BRAC transition assistance website (http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition) 
designed to provide employees, managers, supervisors, and human resources specialists the latest 
information on BRAC, and the variety of transition assistance programs offered by the Department 
and other Federal agencies.  In addition, the website answers questions concerning BRAC and 
transition programs, and links to websites that will help users learn more about BRAC, transition 
assistance, and employment opportunities. 
 
DoD uses a variety of tools to reduce staff while avoiding involuntary separations and meeting 
mission requirements, including: 
 


Job Placement  
o Priority Placement Program (PPP)  


The Priority Placement Program is the Department’s principal mechanism for 
retaining employees who are adversely affected by reduction in force, transfer of 
function, base realignment and closure, and other downsizing and restructuring 
actions.  Through its Automated Stopper and Referral System (ASARS), the skills 
of displaced employees are matched with vacant positions at DoD activities in the 
employees’ selected geographic area of availability. If the new job involves a move 
to another location, the costs of moving the employee and his/her household are 
borne by the government in accordance with the Joint Travel Regulations.  If the 
new job is at a lower grade level, the employee’s grade or pay is saved to the 
maximum extent permitted by law.  


 
o Re-Employment Priority List (RPL) 


The RPL provides priority reemployment consideration for current and former DoD 
career and career-conditional competitive service employees, who are separated by 
reduction in force (RIF) or have received a RIF separation notice or Certificate of 
Expected Separation (CES).  The RPL is also available to employees who are 
separated (or who accept a lower graded position instead of separation) due to 
compensable injury or disability and who fully recover more than one year from the 
date compensation is payable as described in 5 CFR Parts 330 and 353.  



http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/

http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition
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Separation Programs 
o Voluntary Separation Incentive Pay (VSIP) 


VSIP allows activities to offer incentive payments, or “buyouts,” of up to $25,000 
to encourage DoD employees to resign or retire.  Buyouts are targeted to employees 
in specific grades, series, or locations, and are used to restructure the workforce or 
to help avoid RIF and minimize involuntary separations.  Generally, activities must 
offer buyouts to their employees at least 30 days prior to the issuance of RIF 
notices.  Buyouts are also referred to as “incentives,” or “separation pay.” 


 
o Voluntary Early Retirement Authority (VERA) 


VERA is a management tool used to mitigate the affects of substantial 
delayering, RIF, reorganization, or transfer of function.  Using the VERA, 
which is also referred to as “early retirement” or “early out,” DoD activities 
may downsize or restructure the workforce by allowing employees to retire 
under reduced age and service requirements (age 50 with 20 years of service, 
or any age with 25 years of service).  Under CSRS, the retirement annuity is 
reduced by 2 percent per year for each year the employee is under age 55.  
There is no reduction to a FERS annuity.  VERA may be targeted to a 
specific segment of the workforce based on occupational series or grade; 
skills, knowledge, or other factors related to a position; organizational, 
geographical, non-personal and objective factors; or a combination of these 
factors.  The Secretary of Defense redelegated the authority to use VERA to 
the Heads of the DoD Components for positions up to the GS-15 level (and 
equivalent) and authorizes further delegation to the lowest practicable level, 
but not lower than the local installation commander or activity head.   


 
 Homeowner Assistance Program (HAP) 


The Department of Defense Homeowner's Assistance Program provides assistance to eligible 
federal personnel (military and civilian), who are stationed at or near an installation scheduled for 
closure or realignment and who, through no fault of their own, are unable to sell their homes under 
reasonable terms and conditions.  The program provides assistance to eligible applicants in three 
ways: the Government may purchase the applicant's home by paying off the balance of any 
mortgage existing at the time of the closure or realignment announcement, or for 75% of the fair 
market value prior to the announcement, whichever is higher; applicants who are able to sell their 
homes may be reimbursed for part of their losses or, in some cases, paid at the time of closing; 
and, applicants who defaulted on their mortgage through foreclosure may receive financial 
assistance.  The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers is the executive agent with overall responsibility 
for administering the program.  Information concerning HAP is available at 
http://www.hq.usace.army.mil/HAP/  
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Department of Labor 
 New Resources for States and Communities 


o Workforce Investment Act (WIA) National Emergency BRAC Planning Grants  
The Secretary of Labor has awarded WIA National Emergency Grant (NEG) funds to 
initiate early planning to respond to the workforce impact subsequent to the 
implementation of  BRAC 2005.  Grants totaling almost $30 million were awarded to 37 
States, the District of Columbia and Guam.  


 
o Workforce Investment Act (WIA)   Employment and training resources are available to 


support the workforce needs related to attracting and retaining new businesses or to support 
the growth of existing businesses in BRAC impacted communities.  State Workforce 
Agencies and State and Local Workforce Investment Boards are positioned to work in 
collaboration with Local Redevelopment Authorities and other economic development 
officials to develop and implement workforce strategies for this purpose. 


 
o Coordination Between Rapid Response Officials and DOD Human Resource Officers  


The U.S. Department of Labor has facilitated coordination between the State Dislocated 
Worker Unit Rapid-Response coordinators and the Human Resources Officers as identified 
by DOD's Civilian Personnel Management Service to facilitate early intervention in the 
delivery of transition assistance for individuals who may be impacted by BRAC 2005 
actions.   


 
 Resources for Workers and Businesses 


o BRAC-Coach Web-Site  
www.Brac-Coach.org  
To further aid communities impacted by BRAC actions, DOL has created this online tool to 
assist workers, businesses, and workforce professionals who may be affected by a local 
base realignment or closure.   
 


o Toll-Free Hotline  
1-877-US2-JOBS  
Operators will have BRAC-specific talking points to refer callers to local programs, 
including One-Stop Career Centers for assistance. 
 


o One-Stop Career Center One Stop Services  
www.servicelocator.org; 1-877-US2-JOBS  
A wide array of services is available to civilian employees who lose their jobs or military 
spouses who must seek new employment based on BRAC actions.  State Workforce 
Agencies, along with the local One-Stop Career Centers are positioned to coordinate and 
provide outplacement services for displaced civilian employees.  One-Stop Career Centers 
are the focal point of the workforce investment system, supporting the employment needs 
of job seekers and the human resource needs of businesses.  Transitioning workers (BRAC 
impacted workers, veterans, military spouses, and others) can access career guidance, 
information on available jobs, job search assistance, information on training availability, 
training and educational opportunities, and job placement services.  Laid-off workers may 
also access temporary income support and more intensive services to assist with child-care 
and transportation needs.   The more than 3,400 local One-Stop Career Centers nationwide 
can be located anywhere in the country by calling the toll-free helpline, 1-877-US2-JOBS 







Updated 8/14/2006  


Updated 8/14/2006 5


(TTY: 1-877-889-5627) or via Web at www.servicelocator.org.  In addition, on-line 
assistance is available at www.careeronestop.org.  
 


o Other Assistance for Military Spouses 
Many resources have been developed by the Departments of Defense and Labor to help 
address the workforce challenges of military spouses.  For example, www.Milspouse.org is 
an electronic tool detailing educational, employment and training, and other relevant 
community resources available to military spouses (e.g., child care and transportation).  
www.Militaryspousejobsearch.org is a job search tool that connects spouses of U.S. 
military members with employers committed to hiring military spouses.  Local programs 
for helping military spouses have also been developed through ongoing collaboration 
between Family Support Centers and One-Stop Career Centers.  Partnerships between these 
two entities will be a valuable resource for aiding military spouses impacted by BRAC. 
 


Housing & Urban Development 
 Community Development Block Grants (CDBG) 


http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/communitydevelopment/programs/index.cfm. 
Begun in 1974, the Community Development Block Grant (CDBG) is one of the oldest programs 
in HUD.  This program provides Federal funds for community and economic development 
projects. The program supports job creation and retention efforts, local government efforts to 
provide affordable infrastructure systems and community efforts to improve the quality of life for 
low- to moderate-income citizens.  The CDBG program provides annual grants on a formula basis 
(hence the term entitlement communities) based on the population of the community.   


 Small Cities Block Grant (SCBG) 
http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/communitydevelopment/programs/index.cfm 
The Small Cities Block Grant program (SCBG) provides Federal funds for community and 
economic development projects to cities not in the CDBG “entitlement” program. The program 
supports job creation and retention efforts, local government efforts to provide affordable 
infrastructure systems and community efforts to improve the quality of life for low- to moderate-
income citizens.  These funds are first provided to States, which in turn make them available to 
smaller communities. 


 
 Homeless Assistance (Technical & Financial)  


http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/homeless/library/milbase/index.cfm  
For over three decades the Department of Defense has been closing or consolidating domestic 
military installations to reduce overhead. Communities where these bases were located are charged 
with the responsibility of finding alternative uses for them once they have been closed.  
 
In 1987, Congress passed the McKinney Homeless Assistance Act, which made serving the 
homeless the first priority for use of all surplus Federal properties, including military facilities. In 
1994 the Base Closure Community Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance Act (the 
Redevelopment Act) was passed, superseding the McKinney Act for most base closure buildings 
and properties.  
 
The Act itself was the end result of recommendations made by HUD, the Department of Defense, 
Veterans Affairs, the General Services Administration, and the Department of Health and Human 
Services. The Redevelopment Act accommodates the impacted communities' multiple interests in 
base reuse as well as to meet national priorities for homeless assistance. To help communities gain 
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a greater understanding of the provisions of the Act, and to assist them in implementing the law in 
a fair and consistent manner, HUD published the Guidebook on Military Base Reuse and 
Homeless Assistance.  
 
The Guidebook includes an overview of the base redevelopment process, reviews consolidated and 
redevelopment plans, offers model base reuse plans, and provides guidance for communities 
seeking additional sources of assistance with HUD Homeless Assistance Programs. For further 
information, please contact Linda Charest, Coordinator of HUD's Base Redevelopment Team, by 
phone at (202) 708-1234, ext. 2595 or by e-mail. 
 
The Guidebook is also available on HUD's Web site in two electronic versions. One is an 
interactive version that can be read online. The other is an Adobe .PDF document and can be 
downloaded directly to your computer. Please note that in order to view the .PDF version a 
downloadable viewer must be installed on your computer.  
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 Self Help Homeownership Opportunity Program (SHOP) 


http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/affordablehousing/programs/shop/index.cfm  
SHOP provides funds for eligible non-profit organizations to purchase home sites and develop or 
improve the infrastructure needed to set the stage for sweat equity and volunteer-based 
homeownership programs for low-income persons and families. SHOP is authorized by the 
Housing Opportunity Program Extension Act of 1996, Section 11, and is subject to other Federal 
crosscutting requirements. 


 
 Native American Assistance 


http://www.hud.gov/groups/nativeamericans.cfm  
HUD offers a range of programs, assistance, and loan programs specifically for Native American 
tribes, organizations, and sometimes individuals.  See website for details. 


 
Department of Commerce 


 Economic Development Programs 
http://www.eda.gov/AboutEDA/Programs.xml 
The Economic Development Administration (EDA) has provided grants that have leveraged 
private sector and local public sector dollars for targeted investments to alleviate the sudden 
economic dislocation caused by base closures.  Total EDA grants from additional appropriations 
made for bases closed in 1988, 1991, 1993 and 1995 exceeded $640 million.  Additionally, EDA 
received approximately $274 million from the Department of Defense and $8 million from the 
Department of Energy in appropriations for specially targeted defense adjustment projects.  These 
grants provided substantial funds for a range of services including: infrastructure development, 
technology initiatives, revolving loan funds and other economic development strategies.   EDA's 
Economic Adjustment Program predominantly supported three types of grant activities: strategic 
planning, project implementation, and Revolving Loan Funds (RLF's).  Implementation grants 
supported one or more activities identified in an EDA approved Comprehensive Economic 
Development Strategy (CEDS). 
 


 Communities economically impacted by major base closures or realignments may be eligible for 
funding under EDA's Planning, Technical Assistance and Public Works programs. 
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Department of Transportation 
 Airport Improvement Program (AIP) 


http://www.faa.gov/arp/financial/aip/overview.cfm?ARPnav=aip 
The AIP provides grants to public agencies for the planning and development of public use airports 
that are in the National Plan for Integrated Airports System (NPIAS). The Federal share of eligible 
costs for large and medium primary hub airports is 75%, with the exception of the noise program 
which is 80%. For remaining airports (small hub, non-hub, primary relievers, and general aviation 
airports) the participation is 95%. The AIP was funded at about $3.4 billion in FY 2003 from the 
Aviation Trust Fund.  


 
 Military Airport Program (MAP) 


http://www.faa.gov/arp/planning/map/index.cfm?nav=map
The MAP was established in Federal law (49USC 47118) to place special emphasis on the 
development of appropriate former military (closed under BRAC) and existing joint use military 
airports. This is a set-aside in the Aviation Trust Fund, representing $35 million in FY 2005, or 
about 4% (49USC47117) of the discretionary part of the full AIP appropriation. Competition for 
the limited number of slots in this program is keen because regulations allow funding of certain 
capital improvements that are not allowed under the main AIP. MAP grants can be used for 
projects not generally funded by the AIP, such as: surface parking lots, fuel farms, hangars, 
terminals, utility systems (on and off the airport), access roads and cargo buildings 


 
Department of Agriculture 


 Rural Development Programs 
http://www.rurdev.usda.gov/
USDA’s Rural Development programs provide loans, loan guarantees, and grants.  Rural 
Development achieves its mission by helping rural individuals, communities and businesses obtain 
the financial and technical assistance needed to address their diverse and unique needs. Rural 
Development works to make sure that rural citizens can participate fully in the global economy. 
 


o Housing 
Rural Development provides homeownership loans and loan guarantees.  Its housing 
program finances new or improved housing for low to moderate income families and 
individuals who wish to live in rural areas or rural cities or towns.  Loans are provided for 
the purchase, construction, rehabilitation or relocation of a dwelling and related facilities.  
Two types of loans are offered: guaranteed and direct.  Under the direct loan program, 
individuals and families receive loans directly from USDA.  Payments are based on income 
and you must be unable to obtain a homeownership loan from a bank or other conventional 
sources.  Guaranteed loans are available to applicants whose income is too high to qualify 
for a direct housing loan.  These loans are made by private lenders and guaranteed by Rural 
Development. 
 


o Self Help 
Since it’s inception in 1966, Rural Development’s Mutual Self Help Housing program has 
provided more than $2 Billion in loans to hard-working families that has resulted in the 
construction of over 39,600 homes.   Technical assistance grants provide funds for eligible 
non-profit organizations to purchase home sites and develop or improve the infrastructure 
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needed to set the stage for sweat equity and volunteer-based homeownership programs for 
low-income persons and families.  
 


o Home Improvement Loans and Grants:  
This program enables very low-income rural homeowners to remove health and safety 
hazards, to improve accessibility to people with disabilities, and to make substantial home 
repairs and improvements when other financing options are not available.  Low interest (1 
percent) loans are available to households with very low incomes. For seniors age 62 and 
older who cannot afford a loan, grant funds are available for essential repairs.   
 


o Business and Industry Guaranteed Loans: 
The program provides financial backing for rural businesses.  Commercial loan guarantees 
are available for up to 80% of the loan amount. Assistance is available to virtually any 
legally organized entity including individuals.  B&I loan guarantees are normally available 
in rural areas which include all areas other than cities or towns of more than 50,000 people 
and the adjacent urbanized area of such cities and towns.   
 


o Community Facilities Loans and Grants: 
Available to develop essential community facilities and purchase equipment, such as rescue 
vehicles.  Examples of essential community facilities include health care clinics, police and 
fire stations, schools and child care centers.  Applications are handled by USDA Rural 
Development field offices.  Contact any state office for more information.   


 
Department of Interior 


 Parks and Preservation Program 
The Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act 
(http://www.cr.nps.gov/nagpra/grants/ ) 
Maritime (http://www.cr.nps.gov/maritime/grants.htm) 
Save America’s Treasures (http://www.cr.nps.gov/hps/treasures/ )  


 
 Historic Preservation Tax Credits 


http://www.cr.nps.gov/hps/tps/tax/incentives/index.htm
Incentives offers a guide to the Federal historical preservation tax credit program for income-
producing properties regarding the process to receiving historic designation and obtaining financial 
assistance. Other grant programs can be found on this site: http://www.cr.nps.gov/hps/grants.htm
 


 Park Conveyances  
o Federal Lands to Parks Program 


 http://www.nps.gov/flp 
The Federal Lands to Parks Program enables states and local governments to acquire 
available Federal real property for public parks and recreation at up to no cost. 
 


 Historic Preservation Conveyances 
o Historic Surplus Property Program 


http://www.cr.nps.gov/hps/tps/hspp_p.htm 
The Historic Surplus Property Program enables states and local governments to acquire 
available historic Federal real property at no cost if the property is listed in, or eligible for 
listing in, the National Register of Historic Places to ensure the historic preservation and 
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compatible reuse of the property.    
 


 Cultural Resources/Historic Preservation Assistance Programs 
o Federal Historic Preservation Tax Incentives Program 


http://www.cr.nps.gov/hps/tps/tax/index.htm 
The Federal Historic Preservation Tax Incentives are available for buildings that are 
National Historic Landmarks, that are listed in the National Register of Historic Places, or 
that contribute to National Register Historic Districts and certain local historic districts. 
Properties must be income-producing and must be rehabilitated according to standards set 
by the Secretary of the Interior. 
 


o Historic Preservation Grants 
http://www.cr.nps.gov/hps/hpg/  
The Historic Preservation Grants Division is responsible for the administration of the 
National Park Service's preservation grant programs, including the Save America’s 
Treasures program for nationally significant properties.  These grant programs assist 
Federal, State, and local governments; Native American Tribes; nonprofit organizations 
and educational institutions for preservation projects in all 50 states and the U.S. 
Territories. 


 
o Heritage Preservation Services 


http://www.cr.nps.gov/hps/index.htm  
The Heritage Preservation Services Division provides a broad range of products and 
services, financial assistance and incentives, educational guidance, and technical 
information in support of preserving historic properties. Its diverse partners include State 
Historic Preservation Offices, local governments, Native American Tribes, Federal 
agencies, colleges, and non-profit organizations. 


Health & Human Services 
 The Department of Health and Human Services administers public benefit transfer programs which 


enable communities and other eligible applicants to acquire former military property, infrastructure 
and improvements at a discount or at no cost.    


 
o Federal Property Assistance Program  


www.psc.gov/aos/federalprop 
 


o Health Sponsored Conveyance Programs   
http://propertydisposal.gsa.gov/Property/library/law/law_main1.asp 


 
o Water & Sewer System Conveyance Programs 


http://www.epa.gov/owm/mab/smcomm/eparev.htm 
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Office of Personnel Management 
 Interagency Career Transition Assistance Plan (ICTAP) 


http://www.opm.gov/ctap/
The reemployment priority list (RPL) is the mechanism agencies use to give reemployment 
consideration to their former competitive service employees separated by reduction in force (RIF) 
or fully recovered from a compensable injury after more than 1 year. 


 
Small Business Administration  


 Small Business Loans 
http://www.sba.gov/financing/
SBA offers numerous financing programs to assist small businesses. SBA has been assisting 
businesses with their financing needs since 1953. 
 


 Office of Entrepreneurial Development Programs 
o Small Business Development Centers 


http://www.sba.gov/sbdc/
SBDCs offer one-stop assistance to individuals and small businesses by providing a wide 
variety of information and guidance in central and easily accessible branch locations. The 
program is a cooperative effort of the private sector, the educational community and 
Federal, State and local governments. 
 


o Small Business Training Network 
http://www.sba.gov/training/
The Small Business Training Network, sponsored by the Office of Entrepreneurial 
Development, is a virtual campus housing free training courses, workshops and knowledge 
resources designed to assist entrepreneurs and other students of enterprise. 


 
o Business & Community Initiatives 


http://www.sba.gov/bi/
The Office engages in co-sponsorships with private sector partners who are designed to 
provide small business owners with information, education and training that is cost-
effective, of high quality and reflective of trends in small business development.  As a 
result of these co-sponsorships, small businesses receive a broad variety of education and 
training opportunities, written materials, and other forms of assistance that are provided 
free of charge or at extremely low cost. 
 


o Women’s Business Ownership 
http://www.sba.gov/ed/wbo/index.html
SBA's Office of Women's Business Ownership (OWBO) is leading the way. 
OWBO promotes the growth of women-owned businesses through programs that address 
business training and technical assistance, and provide access to credit and capital, Federal 
contracts, and international trade opportunities. 
 


 Historically Underutilized Business Zone Programs (HUBZones) 
https://eweb1.sba.gov/hubzone/internet/
The HUBZone Empowerment Contracting Program stimulates economic development and creates 
jobs in urban and rural communities by providing Federal contracting preferences to small 
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businesses. These preferences go to small businesses that obtain HUBZone (Historically 
Underutilized Business Zone) certification in part by employing staff who live in a HUBZone.  


 
Department of Education 


 Impact Aid Program 
http://www.ed.gov/about/offices/list/oese/impactaid/index.html
The mission of the Impact Aid Program is to disburse Impact Aid payments to local educational 
agencies that are financially burdened by Federal activities and to provide technical assistance and 
support services to staff and other interested parties. 
 


 Educational Conveyance  
The Secretary of Education has the legislative authority to sell and convey Federal real property to 
States, their political subdivisions, colleges, universities, public and private non-profit school 
systems and other education organizations at public benefit allowance discounts up to 100% off 
the current fair market value of the available property. 


 
Department of Treasury 


 New Markets Tax Credits (NMTC) 
http://www.cdfifund.gov/programs/programs.asp?programID=5
The NMTC Program attracts private-sector capital investment into the nation’s urban and rural 
low-income areas to help finance community development projects, stimulate economic growth 
and create jobs.  The NMTC program, established by Congress in December of 2000, permits 
individual and corporate taxpayers to receive a credit against Federal income taxes for making 
qualified equity investments in investment vehicles known as Community Development Entities 
(CDEs). Substantially all of the investor dollars must in turn be used by the CDE to provide 
investments in low-income communities. NMTCs are allocated annually by the Fund to CDEs 
under a competitive application process. Throughout the life of the NMTC Program, the Fund is 
authorized to allocate to CDEs the authority to issue to their investors up to the aggregate amount 
of $15 billion in equity as to which NMTCs can be claimed. 
 


 Community Development Finance Institutions (CDFI) Program 
http://www.cdfifund.gov/programs/programs.asp?programID=7
Through the CDFI Program, the Fund provides financial assistance to certified CDFIs that 
demonstrate the ability to leverage non-Federal dollars to support comprehensive business plans of 
providing services to create community development impact in underserved markets.  The CDFI 
Program also provides technical assistance to existing and emerging CDFIs to build their capacity 
to serve their communities. 
 


Department of Homeland Security 
 First Responder Assistance Programs 


http://www.dhs.gov/dhspublic/interapp/editorial/editorial_0355.xml 
The objective is to enhance the capacity of State and local first responders in response to a 
“weapons of mass destruction” (WMD) incident involving chemical, biological, radiological, 
nuclear, and explosive devices.  Funds will be used to provide support for planning and conducting 
exercises at the National, State, and local levels. 
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Department of Veterans Affairs 
 Various Health Care and Benefits Program Available 


www.va.gov  
The Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) administers a wide range of health care and benefits 
programs to assist veterans.  These programs provide critical resources that veterans may access 
when services provided at military bases (particularly medical care) are no longer available as a 
result of base realignment or closure.   


 
 VA Education Benefit Programs Available 


www.GIBILL.va.gov 
Qualifying veterans, service members, and dependents of veterans can receive VA Education 
Benefits for pursuing approved education and training programs.  These programs can include 
college, on-the-job and apprenticeship programs, vocational schools, flight training, and 
correspondence courses as well as reimbursement for certain national admissions and licensing and 
certification tests.   


 
 VA Loan Guaranty Benefits  


www.homeloans.va.gov  
VA Loan Guaranty Service offers assistance to veteran borrowers in the form of financial 
counseling; when appropriate, intervention with a borrower’s mortgage company to make 
forbearance and repayment arrangements; and when appropriate VA may also consider refunding a 
veteran’s loan in order to make mortgage payments more affordable.  These efforts help veterans 
avoid foreclosure during times of financial hardship, such as may be experienced during military 
base closures and realignments.   


 
 Vocational Rehabilitation and Employment Benefits Available 


 www.vba.va.gov/bln/vre/index.htm 
The VA Vocational Rehabilitation and Employment (VR&E) program provides qualified disabled 
veterans with the services and assistance necessary to find and maintain suitable employment 
and/or independence in daily living.   The services, which are provided on an individualized basis, 
may include job readiness skills, job development and placement assistance, formal training or 
retraining to qualify for employment, and on-the-job training and other work experience programs. 


 
 Health Care Benefits 


www1.va.gov/Health_Benefits/
VA honors America's veterans by providing exceptional health care that improves their health and 
well being. VA’s Veterans Health Administration (VHA) is a patient-centered integrated health 
care organization providing excellence in health care, research, and education.  It is an 
organization where people choose to work, an active community partner and a back-up for national 
emergencies.  VA provides a medical benefits package, which is a standard enhanced health 
benefits plan available to all enrolled veterans.  To learn more about eligibility, visit: 
http://www.va.gov/healtheligibility/home/hecmain.asp
 


 State Veterans Home and State Cemetery Programs 
Two programs that may be of interest to communities affected by the BRAC are the State Veterans 
Home Program and the State Cemetery program.  The State Home Program is a partnership 
between the U.S. Department of Veterans Affairs and the States to construct or acquire nursing 
home, domiciliary and/or adult day health care facilities.  VA’s State Cemetery Grants Program 
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assists states in providing gravesites for veterans in those areas where VA’s national cemeteries 
cannot fully satisfy their burial needs. The decision to operate a state veterans home or cemeteries 
is at the discretion of each state. 
 


 Information for Returning Duty, National Guard and Reserve Service Members 
Information for returning Active Duty, National Guard and Reserve service members of Operation 
Enduring Freedom (OEF) and Operation Iraqi Freedom (OIF) is available at: 
www.seamlesstransition.va.gov/
 


Environmental Protection Agency 
 Technical Outreach Services for Communities (TOSC)   


http://www.toscprogram.org  
The Technical Outreach Services for Communities (TOSC) program helps citizens better 
understand the hazardous contamination issues in or near their communities by providing free, 
independent, non-advocate, technical assistance about environmentally contaminated sites. TOSC 
taps into the technical expertise of the university environmental researchers to determine what will 
best meet a community's needs.  It is a goal of the TOSC program to help citizens understand the 
underlying technical issues associated with a contaminated site so that they may substantively 
participate in the decision-making process.  This service is available to non-profit community 
groups for assistance at BRAC and non-BRAC sites.  In 2007, the administration of this program 
will change; please reference http://www.epa.gov/superfund/action/community/index.htm for 
information on how this program will be available to communities after 2007. 


 
 Technical Outreach Services for Native American Communities (TOSNAC) 


http://bridge.ecn.purdue.edu/~tosnac/  
The Technical Outreach Services for Native American Communities (TOSNAC) program provides 
technical assistance to Native Americans dealing with hazardous substance issues. It provides first 
contact, needs assessment, initial support, and long-term technical support arrangements by 
regional TOSC programs and other resources, as necessary.  In 2007, the administration of this 
program will change; please reference http://www.epa.gov/superfund/action/community/index.htm 
for information on how this program will be available to communities after 2007. 


 
 Technical Assistance Grants (TAG)  


http://www.epa.gov/superfund/tools/tag/ 
BRAC installations that are on the EPA’s National Priorities List (NPL), or proposed to be listed, 
may be eligible for Technical Assistance Grants (TAGs).  An initial grant up to $50,000 is 
available to qualified community groups to hire an independent technical advisor to interpret 
documents, which helps community members understand the environmental conditions and 
cleanup of the base.  Only one TAG can be awarded for an installation at any one time, and TAG 
funding is limited.  Presently, the funds from TAG awards are actively being used to assist twenty 
different community groups who are located near federal facilities listed on the NPL.  Six of these 
community groups are located near a military installation that was closed or realigned under one of 
the previous four BRAC rounds, and one community group with an active TAG receives assistance 
for Naval Air Station Brunswick, which was recently identified for closure under the 2005 round 
of BRAC.    


 
 Regional Public Liaison (Regional Ombudsman) 


http://www.epa.gov/superfund/programs/reforms/reforms/3-19.htm#res 
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The Regional Public Liaison serves an ombudsman function for Superfund cleanups.  The 
Regional Public Liaison is responsible for resolving concerns and for providing guidance to 
regional personnel and to stakeholders, including the community.  Communities with concerns 
about Superfund BRAC site cleanup activities may contact the established Regional Public Liaison 
if the community feels their concerns are not adequately addressed through normal channels.  The 
Regional Public Liaison serves as a direct point of contact for the public on Superfund concerns; 
he/she has the ability to look independently into problems and facilitate the communication that 
can lead to a solution. 
 
 Smart Growth Technical Assistance Opportunities 
   http://www.epa.gov/smartgrowth/sg_implementation.htm 


As local governments continue to be confronted daily by growth pressures, including the challenge 
to develop in ways that improve the tax base, provide housing and transportation choices, and 
minimize environmental impacts, community demand for tools and assistance to address these 
issues has increased dramatically.  Communities interested in employing smart growth practices 
and policies throughout base reuse planning/redevelopment, or for growth planning of their BRAC 
installations, may be eligible for various technical assistance opportunities offered through EPA's 
Development, Community and Environment Division.  Specific opportunities for smart growth 
assistance vary from year to year; please reference the website for programs currently available. 


 
Department of Justice 


 Correctional Facilities 
www.usdoj.gov  
Military Services have the authority to transfer or convey to states or any political subdivision or 
instrumentality thereof surplus real and related personal property at a closed or realigned military 
base required for correctional facilities for use by the authorized transferee for the care or 
rehabilitation of criminal offenders.  Transfers or conveyance under this authority can be made 
without monetary consideration to the United States. The principal restrictive provision in the 
instrument of conveyance requires the property be used and maintained for the purpose for which 
it was conveyed in perpetuity or, at the option of the United States, all such property reverts to the 
United States.  
 
State and Federal correctional facilities can be found at numerous former military installations 
around the country, including, Chase Field Naval Air Station, TX, Seneca Army Depot, NY, 
Grissom AFB, IN, Fort Devens, MA, Castle AFB and Sierra Army Depot, CA to name a few.  All 
told the Department of Justice has sponsored the transfer of approximately 6000 acres of property 
at 18 different installations. The Bureau of Prisons is in the process of closing 3 Federal Prison 
Camps on active military bases, thus the Bureau does not anticipate interest in or a need for any 
BRAC properties. 
 
For further information contact, please contact the Department of Justice, 950 Pennsylvania 
Avenue, NW, Washington, DC 20530, (202) 514-4000, www.usdoj.gov.  
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Figure 1. Conceptual Organizational Structure for a Planning LRA


 







Organize – 0-6 Months After Closure Approval Date


Communities begin process of organizing for community 
adjustment; DoD and Federal Property interests are 


identified; Surplus property determinations


Outreach – 6-12 Months After Closure Approval Date


LRA solicits and considers notices of interest, conducts 
outreach, considers homeless assistance needs, and 


undertakes consultation regarding surplus property uses


Plan – 12-24 Months After Closure Approval Date


LRA prepares Redevelopment Plan and Homeless 
Submission and submits to DoD and HUD; Sponsoring 


Federal Agencies are notified of property possibly available 
under public benefit conveyance  


Implement – 24 -30+ Months After Closure Approval Date


Compliance under NEPA completed for property disposal;  
Property can be disposed, Redevelopment Plan implemented


Figure 2. General Process for Reuse Planning 
and Property Disposal
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 Whether responding to the closure/downsizing of an installation, or the 
influx/growth of military personnel, a military base closure or realignment presents 
the affected community with opportunities that require local public and private interests 
to effectively organize.   The local organization must address the changes that will 
occur through leadership, vision, dedication, and consensus building to guide the 
locale through the changes.  It also must speak with one voice on behalf of affected 
personnel, businesses, and other community interests.  


 Where there will be a significant influx of Defense personnel through expansion 
of mission activities at a military base, the challenge is to assure that public facilities 
and services, housing, and transportation systems can absorb the increased population 
without significant quality of life degradation.  For communities experiencing the loss 
of jobs, and the possible availability of significant real property for redevelopment, 
the opportunity may be the single most important opportunity to chart a responsive 
economic future and carry out actions for the benefit of future generations.  


 The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) has been ‘helping communities help 
themselves’ in response to closure and realignments for more than 45 years.  It is 
clear from our experiences that the economic recovery process requires a genuine 
partnership between the Military Departments and the local organization to affect 
rapid transition.  No two communities are alike; no local economic adjustment 
effort is routine.  


 The information in this manual provides guidance to local leaders in the formulation 
of local economic adjustment organizations for strategic planning purposes and where 
in these tasks, providing unique insight on structures that have worked in 
similar situations.


  Patrick J. O’Brien
  Director
  Office of Economic Adjustment
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Introduction
The.Office.of.Economic.Adjustment.(OEA),.through.the.Defense.Economic.Adjustment.
Program,.seeks.to.alleviate.the.adverse.effects.of.military.base.realignments.and.closures.
(BRAC).by.providing.assistance.to.communities ..In.OEA’s.40+.years.of.activity,.an.
orderly.economic.adjustment.transition.process.has.evolved,.along.with.the.realization.
that.meeting.this.challenge.requires.energy,.vision,.and.community.leadership.through.an.
effective.local.organization ..Regardless.of.whether.a.BRAC.action.results.in.the.loss.of.local.
jobs,.availability.of.property.for.civilian.reuse,.or.an.influx.of.military.personnel.and.their.
dependents,.community.leaders.will.confront.several.challenges.and.opportunities ..This.
publication.is.intended.to.assist.communities.as.they.seek.to.organize.a.response.to.the.
planning.and.implementation.demands.of.BRAC .


Overview
There.is.no.single.“right”.organizational.structure,.but.there.are.guidelines.to.ensure.that.
interested.parties.are.invited.to.participate.and.work.together ..While.no.two.communities.are.
alike,.a.community’s.success.at.overcoming.the.impacts.of.the.closure.and.transitioning.the.
former.installation.to.civilian.use.is.often.determined.by.how.well.the.community.organizes.
its.response ..


In.this.guide,.“community”.refers.to.the.geographic.area.impacted.by.a.BRAC.action ..In.
some.cases.it.may.refer.only.to.the.immediate.municipality.surrounding.the.installation,.
while.in.others.it.may.refer.to.multiple.political.jurisdictions.that.may.include.a.county,.
a.geographic.region,.or.a.State ..Whatever.the.situation,.local.elected.leaders,.often.in.
collaboration.with.State.officials,.will.have.to.designate.community.entities.and.individuals.
to.lead.the.process.of.planning.and.carrying.out.economic.adjustment.activities,.including.
base.reuse,.in.response.to.a.BRAC.action ..


This.local.organization.serves.as.the.focal.point.of.the.community’s.interaction.with.all.
interests.in.the.BRAC.action,.including.the.Military.Department,.Federal.and.State.officials,.
affected.workers.and.businesses,.and.other.community.interests ..Often,.a.community.will.
look.to.the.organization.that.was.initially.created.to.keep.the.base.open.to.begin.planning.
for.its.closure.and.local.economic.recovery ..In.other.instances,.an.ad.hoc.committee.of.
community.leaders.and.interested.citizens.will.be.designated.to.begin.developing.a.strategy.
for.addressing.the.BRAC.action.and.prescribing.the.composition.and.structure.of.a.more.
formal.organization ..Some.communities.may.have.an.existing.organization.that.can.readily.
begin.working.on.its.behalf,.while.others.will.need.to.either.establish.an.organization.from.
scratch.or.expand.on.existing.resources ..


Where.there.is.no.property.to.dispose.of,.it.may.still.be.advisable.to.form.or.designate.an.
organization.to.deal.with.the.issues.created.by.BRAC.and.coordinate.with.the.pertinent.
Military.Department ..Local.and.State.officials.will.need.to.determine.whether.an.
organization.is.necessary.and.for.what.purposes ..
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Where.the.BRAC.action.results.in.growth.for.an.affected.community,.an.organization.may.
be.necessary.to.coordinate.with.the.local.installation.on.matters.related.to.mission.growth,.
such.as.increased.demands.on.local.schools,.roads,.and.housing ..Organizing.to.deal.with.a.
significant.increase.in.the.number.of.military.personnel.and.dependents.is.addressed.later.in.
this.guide,.in.the.section.“Organizing.for.Growth .”


As.the.emphasis.shifts.to.implementation.and.property.transfers.from.military.to.civilian.
ownership,.the.requirements.of.a.local.organization.may.evolve.to.directing.implementation.
of.the.redevelopment.plan,.including.the.possibility.of.managing.property ..


During.the.first.6.months.following.the.final.closure.decision,.property.not.needed.by.the.
Department.of.Defense.(DoD).or.other.Federal.agencies.will.be.identified,.and.a.notice.of.
surplus.property.available.for.reuse.will.be.published ..Where.the.BRAC.action.results.in.
the.availability.of.property.for.civilian.use,.an.organization.must.be.in.place.and.formally.
recognized.by.the.Department.of.Defense.through.OEA.no.later.than.6.months.following.
the.approval.of.the.BRAC.action ..Where.no.base.property.will.be.available.for.civilian.reuse.
(or.where.the.number.of.base.personnel.is.growing),.there.is.no.formal.requirement.for.
recognition.of.a.local.community.organization .


The Local Redevelopment Authority
Communities.creating.an.organization.to.respond.to.the.availability.of.property.need.to.be.
aware.of.the.parameters.for.the.organization.described.in.Public.Law.101-510 ..The.statute.
defines.the.organization.as.follows:.


any.entity.(including.an.entity.established.by.a.State.or.local.government).recognized.
by.the.Secretary.of.Defense.as.the.entity.responsible.for.developing.the.redevelopment.
plan.with.respect.to.the.installation.and.for.directing.the.implementation.of.such.plan .


The.same.statute.defines.a.“redevelopment.plan”.as.follows:


a.plan.that.(A).is.agreed.to.by.the.local.redevelopment.authority.with.respect.to.the.
installation;.and.(B).provides.for.the.reuse.or.redevelopment.of.the.real.property.and.
personal.property.of.the.installation.that.is.available.for.such.reuse.and.redevelopment.
as.a.result.of.the.closure.of.the.installation .


Under.32.CFR.Part.176 .5(k),.published.following.extensive.public.comment,.“Local.
Redevelopment.Authority”.is.operationally.defined.as.follows:.


Any.authority.or.instrumentality.established.by.state.or.local.government.and.
recognized.by.the.Secretary.of.Defense,.through.the.Office.of.Economic.Adjustment,.
as.the.entity.responsible.for.developing.the.redevelopment.plan.with.respect.to.the.
installation.or.for.directing.implementation.of.the.plan ..
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32.CFR.Part.175 .7.(d).further.defines.“Local.Redevelopment.Authority.(LRA)”.and.
“redevelopment.plan”.as.follows:.1.


(1).The.LRA.should.have.broad-based.membership,.including,.but.not.limited.to,.
representatives.from.those.jurisdictions.with.zoning.authority.over.the.property ..
Generally,.there.will.be.one.recognized.LRA.per.installation .


(2).The.LRA.should.focus.primarily.on.developing.a.comprehensive.redevelopment.
plan.based.upon.local.needs ..The.plan.should.recommend.land.uses.based.upon.
an.exploration.of.feasible.reuse.alternatives ..If.applicable,.the.plan.should.consider.
notices.of.interest.received.under.the.provisions.of.the.Base.Closure.Community.
Redevelopment.and.Homeless.Assistance.Act.of.1994.(Pub ..L ..103-421) ..This.section.
shall.not.be.construed.to.require.a.plan.that.is.enforceable.under.state.and.local.land.
use.laws,.nor.is.it.intended.to.create.any.exemption.from.such.laws .


(3).The.Military.Department.will.develop.a.disposal.plan.and.complete.the.
appropriate.environmental.documentation.no.later.than.12.months.from.receipt.of.
the.redevelopment.plan ..The.local.redevelopment.plan.will.generally.be.used.as.the.
basis.for.the.proposed.action.in.conducting.environmental.analyses.required.by.under.
the.National.Environmental.Policy.Act.of.1969.(NEPA),.(42.U .S .C ..4332.et seq.) ..
The.disposal.plan.will.specifically.address.the.methods.for.disposal.of.property.at.the.
installation,.including.conveyances.for.homeless.assistance,.public.benefit.transfers,.
public.sales,.Economic.Development.Conveyances.and.other.disposal.methods .


(i).In.the.event.there.is.no.LRA.recognized.by.DoD.and/or.if.a.redevelopment.
plan.is.not.received.from.the.LRA.within.15.months.from.the.determination.
of.surplus.under.paragraph.(a)(13).of.this.section,.(unless.an.extension.of.time.
has.been.granted.by.the.Deputy.Under.Secretary.of.Defense.(Industrial.Affairs.
and.Installations)),.the.applicable.Military.Department.shall.proceed.with.the.
disposal.of.property.under.applicable.property.disposal.and.environmental.laws.
and.regulations .


It.should.be.noted,.however,.that.not.all.closures.or.realignments.require.an.LRA ..LRAs.are.
usually.formed.only.if.buildings.and.property.on.the.installation.will.become.available.for.
local.use.as.a.result.of.a.closure.or.realignment ..No.LRA.is.necessary.when.no.property.is.
made.available.for.reuse .


1.At.printing.32.CFR.Parts.174-175.are.under.revision ...The.revised.language.will.be.found.in.a.new.
consolidated.32.CFR.174 .







Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
6


Back to TOC


The Community’s Voice
The.LRA.will.be.expected.to.speak.with.one.voice.on.behalf.of.the.affected.community.and.
serve.as.the.focal.point.for.nearly.all.Federal.Government.interaction.with.the.community.
(i .e .,.with.the.Department.of.Defense,.the.Military.Department,.OEA,.and.other.Federal.
agencies).throughout.the.BRAC.process ..Additionally,.there.are.several.areas2.where.the.
LRA.must.represent.the.affected.community.with.the.Military.Department.in.a.timely.and.
effective.manner.as.it.closes.and.disposes.of.surplus.property ..


Establishing the LRA
Ultimately,.State.and/or.local.governmental.interests.must.ensure.that.the.organization.they.
designate.has.the.political.and.financial.support.to.carry.out.their.objectives ..How.much.
authority.should.the.organization.have?.Often,.the.authority.of.the.LRA.is.only.advisory ..
However,.it.could.have.specific.purposes,.prescribed.by.local.ordinance.or.State.law ..These.
purposes.might.include.base.reuse.planning,.base.redevelopment,.and/or.base.management.
and.operations ..If.the.implementation.responsibilities.are.vested.in.legally.established.
entities,.such.as.an.airport,.port,.or.economic.development.authority,.or.in.existing.agencies.
of.local.or.State.government,.the.mandates.and.authorities.may.already.be.established ..
However,.established.entities.may.need.to.augment.their.power.or.authority.to.undertake.
broader.economic.adjustment.tasks .


Where.multiple.governmental.jurisdictions.are.involved,.States.may.need.to.pass.legislation.
to.enable.the.creation.of.a.multijurisdictional.entity.(e .g .,.joint.powers.authority,.as.in.
California) .


In.some.locales.where.only.a.small.parcel.of.property.is.to.be.made.available.for.civilian.
reuse,.a.city.or.county.could.function.as.the.LRA ..Designating.the.city.or.county.as.the.LRA.
may.also.be.appropriate.when.reuse.alternatives.are.straightforward.and.the.city.or.county.
has.the.capacity.to.perform.the.LRA.functions .


As.soon.as.practicable.after.the.closure.or.realignment.date.of.approval,3.DoD,.through.
OEA,.is.prepared.to.formally.recognize.the.LRA.for.the.installation ..


OEA.will.generally.recognize.one.LRA.per.closing.or.realigning.installation ..On.rare.
occasions.(e .g .,.where.off-base.housing.is.located.in.a.separate.jurisdiction),.a.second.
LRA.may.be.recognized ..While.OEA.planning.grant.assistance.may.include.support.for.
the.LRA,.the.receipt.of.such.funds.is.not.a.requirement.for.OEA.recognition ..An.OEA.
project.manager.will.work.closely.with.the.community.to.help.organize.the.LRA ..Official.
recognition.occurs.with.publication.of.the.LRA.and.its.contact.information.in.the.Federal.


2.For.example:.screen.for.notices.of.interest.in.obtaining.installation.property.from.representatives.of.
the.homeless;.solicit.notices.of.interest.in.obtaining.installation.property.from.public.and.nonprofit.
entities.via.a.public.benefit.transfer;.consult.with.the.Military.Department.on.the.inventory.of.
personal.property .
3.The.date.on.which.the.authority.of.Congress.to.disapprove.Defense.Base.Closure.and.Realignment.
Commission.recommendations.for.closures.or.realignments.of.installations.expires ...For.BRAC.2005.
this.date.was.November.9,.2005 .
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Register.and.in.a.newspaper(s).of.general.circulation.in.the.communities.in.the.vicinity.of.the.
installation ..Additionally,.OEA.will.provide.the.LRA.with.a.written.statement.of.recognition .


The.LRA.must.be.an.authority.or.instrumentality.established.by.State.or.local.government ..
The.letter.to.OEA.requesting.recognition.must.be.signed.by.the.chief.elected.official(s).of.
the.jurisdiction(s).where.the.base.is.located,.indicating.the.jurisdiction’s.or.jurisdictions’.
agreement.on.and.accountability.for.the.LRA ..Where.multiple.governmental.units.are.
involved,.an.interjurisdictional.memorandum.of.agreement.should.be.drafted.to.clarify.the.
lead.jurisdiction,.as.well.as.the.governmental.sponsor.for.grant.assistance.as.necessary .


Organizing to Plan
The.LRA.should.focus.its.efforts.on.crafting.the.base.redevelopment.plan ..During.the.
base.closure.process,.one.entity.may.be.formed.as.the.LRA.for.reuse.planning.purposes.
(planning.LRA),.while.another.entity.is.later.designated.to.implement.all.or.part.of.the.
plan.(implementation.LRA) ..Not.all.communities.will.create.an.implementation.LRA;.
they.may.instead.opt,.for.example,.to.have.the.private.sector.implement.all.or.part.of.the.
redevelopment.plan ..Implementation.responsibilities,.including.restructuring.or.dissolving.
the.planning.LRA,.can.await.completion.of.the.redevelopment.plan.and.a.financial.feasibility.
analysis.of.scenarios.for.actual.redevelopment .


Preparing.a.redevelopment.plan.sets.the.stage.for.economic.adjustment.and.generally.takes.
18.to.21.months.after.the.BRAC.date.of.approval ..During.this.process,.the.LRA.serves.as.a.
forum.for.community.issues.and.concerns.(and.for.communicating.and.reconciling.conflict),.
provides.policy.guidance.on.local.economic.adjustment.efforts,.and.coordinates.State.and.
local.adjustment.activities ..Equally.important,.the.LRA.develops.a.working.partnership.with.
the.local.installation.and.pertinent.Military.Department ..


As.a.part.of.this.planning.process,.the.LRA.is.required.to.conduct.outreach;.solicit.notices.
of.interest.(NOIs).in.the.property.from.State.and.local.governments,.representatives.of.the.
homeless,.and.other.interested.parties;.and.consider.these.in.developing.the.redevelopment.
plan ..This.outreach.needs.to.be.accomplished.within.9.to12.months.after.the.closure.
approval.date ..The.redevelopment.plan.must.be.submitted.to.the.Department.of.Housing.
and.Urban.Development.(HUD).as.part.of.a.larger.submission.to.demonstrate.how.the.LRA.
has.balanced.the.need.for.community.and.economic.development.with.the.needs.of.the.
homeless ..


Once.the.redevelopment.plan.is.formally.adopted.by.the.LRA,.accepted.by.HUD,.and.
submitted.to.DoD,.a.permanent.or.implementation.LRA.may.need.to.be.established.to.
guide.implementation.and.manage.some.or.all.of.the.property.over.the.long.term ..The.
redevelopment.plan.is.the.community’s.long-term.guide.for.future.redevelopment.and.is.
submitted.to.the.Military.Department.to.help.guide.its.disposal.decisions ..


The.following.diagram.shows.the.timeline.the.Military.Department.and.the.LRA.must.
adhere.to.as.the.surplus.property.determination.is.made,.the.property.is.screened.for.NOIs,.
and.the.redevelopment.plan.is.prepared.and.submitted.to.HUD ..
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Roles of Key Players in the 
Planning Process:


Local government–provides.broad.overview.
of.the.reuse.effort,.sponsors.the.LRA,.or.
may.serve.as.the.LRA .


LRA–agent.of.local.government;.provides.
leadership.to.coalesce.diverse.interests.
and.prepares.a.reuse.consensus-based.
redevelopment.plan .


OEA–provides.technical.and.financial.
resources.to.help.communities.organize.and.
plan,.coordinates.Federal.agency.support,.
and.helps.guide.communities.through.the.
BRAC.process .


Military–provides.information;.manages.
base.closure,.cleanup,.and.disposal.of.
property .


Private Sector–provides.guidance.and.
expertise .


State government–provides.technical.and.
financial.resources.and..legislative.authority .


The.LRA.provides.leadership.and.
brings.together.diverse.interests.within.
the.community.to.develop.and.gain.
acceptance.for.the.plan—no.small.
task ..The.LRA.needs.to.act.decisively,.
but.still.engage.as.many.stakeholders.
as.possible ..While.it.may.seem.more.
expedient.to.work.with.a.small.group.
at.the.beginning,.it.is.important.to.
remember.that.any.group.not.given.
a.voice.could.potentially.delay,.if.not.
derail,.the.final.plan ..The.local.or.State.
government.must.ultimately.incorporate.
the.redevelopment.plan.and.requisite.
development.controls.in.its.comprehensive.
land.use.plans ..It.is.critically.important.
that.the.jurisdiction(s).or.agency(ies).
with.land.use.and.development.controls.
be.included.in.the.LRA.and.involved.in.
the.base.redevelopment.planning.process ..
Having.a.broad,.inclusive.effort.from.the.
start.will.help.ensure.political.support.for.
the.redevelopment.effort ..When.the.reuse.
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planning.and.redevelopment.tasks.are.complex,.the.planning.LRA.should.have.broad.public.
and.private.sector.membership,.including.representatives.from.all.affected.jurisdictions.and.
leading.businesses,.and.carry.out.the.process.in.an.open,.deliberative.manner ..


The.time.it.takes.an.LRA.to.be.fully.functional.depends.on.local.issues,.financial.resources,.
acceptance.of.the.closure.decision,.and.local.capabilities ..Experience.from.prior.BRAC.
rounds.shows.that.the.earlier.an.LRA.is.established,.the.better ..Accordingly,.the.OEA.project.
manager.will.support.the.formative.stages.of.the.LRA.by.working.to.identify.potential.
members.and.encourage.a.broadly.representative.organization;.ensure.that.capacity.exists.
to.conduct.State,.local,.and.homeless.outreach.and.screening;.and.coordinate.with.Federal.
agencies .


Who.should.be.involved.in.the.LRA?.The.makeup.of.the.LRA.should.reflect.a.cross.section.
of.public.and.private.leadership,.be.diverse,.and.represent.community.perspectives ..The.
LRA.should.be.composed.of.dedicated,.capable.individuals.who.know.how.to.get.a.job.done.
quickly,.have.a.record.of.accomplishment,.and.have.the.community’s.best.interests.at.heart ..
They.should.be.respected.individuals,.devoid.of.personal.agendas.and.conflicts.of.interest,.
who.will.contribute.and.serve.as.emissaries.for.the.LRA.back.to.the.community .


The.local.government(s).of.the.affected.area.should.take.the.lead.to.ensure.a.credible,.
representative.group ..A.local.government.may.designate.itself.as.the.LRA ..Where.
appropriate,.a.local.government.may.decide.to.use.existing.organizations,.such.as.a.chamber.
of.commerce,.area-wide.planning/development.council,.local.economic.development.
organization,.or.special.authority.(e .g .,.airport,.port) ..Or.a.new,.often.temporary.or.
transitional,.economic.adjustment.council,.task.force,.or.steering.committee.will.be.created ..
This.could.be.a.special-purpose.authority.or.commission,.like.the.Loring.Development.
Authority.created.by.the.State.of.Maine.to.plan.for.the.reuse.of.Loring.Air.Force.Base,.or.the.
joint.powers.authorities.created.in.California.to.address.numerous.base.closures.that.involved.
multiple.jurisdictions ..


The.planning.LRA.should.include.the.major.stakeholders—both.those.affected.by.the.DoD.
action.and.those.with.an.interest.in.the.eventual.redevelopment.of.the.property ..While.the.
planning.LRA.may.not.be.the.same.as.the.implementing.LRA,.it.should.involve.people.who.
can.leverage.the.resources.(financial.and.otherwise).that.will.be.needed.to.implement.the.
plan.and.attract.tenants.to.the.property ..


Ideally,.seven.to.nine.nonpartisan.voting.members.are.appropriate.for.an.LRA ..When.reuse.
planning.is.be.extensive.and.more.people.need.to.be.involved,.a.small.executive.committee.
of.key.members.empowered.to.make.policy.decisions.should.be.established ...The.following.
diagram.shows.a.typical.LRA.organization.structure:
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•. Board/executive council (seven to  
 nine people): .to.focus.on.the.vision..
. and.policy;.may.include.members..
. of.State/local.government.and.business.. .
. leaders .


•. Staff:..to.support.and.coordinate.the..
. planning.effort;.may.include..
. professionals.retained.for.technical..
. knowledge.(e .g .,.economic..
. development,.planning,.legal,.finance) ..


•. Committees:..to.focus.on.specific..
. issues .


•. Public participation forums: .to.allow..
. community.members.to.discuss.issues..
. with.representatives.of.the.LRA .


Keeping.the.executive.council.small.enables.the.LRA.to.be.efficient,.while.committees.
can.allow.maximum.stakeholder.participation.and.increase.community.input.and.buy-in ..
Committees.can.focus.on.specific.issues.and.recommend.approaches.and.base.redevelopment.
options ..Committee.topics.may.include.transportation,.workforce.development,.finance,.
real.estate,.public.relations,.technology,.education,.health,.tourism,.economic.development,.
environment,.historic.preservation,.housing,.utilities,.and.the.homeless ..


“Identify.leadership.that.is.forward-
thinking,.business-minded,.and.
strong.enough.to.withstand.short-
term.political.pressure.in.favor.of.
long-term.economic.goals .”


.


-.Hunton.Tiffany
Former.Chairman


Vint.Hill.Farms.
Economic.Development.Authority
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It.is.advisable.to.include.a.member.either.of.the.LRA.or.of.a.committee.who.is.qualified.to.
ensure.that.the.redevelopment.plan.is.economically.feasible.and.practical,.and.who.will.have.
credibility.with.those.who.will.implement.the.plan ..Unfortunately,.some.redevelopment.
plans.that.had.broad.community.support.could.not.be.implemented.because.they.were.not.
economically.feasible .


Once.the.Military.Department.publishes.a.notice.of.the.surplus.property.availability.in.
the.Federal.Register,.the.LRA.begins.the.planning.effort ..The.objective.is.to.produce.a.
consensus-based.plan.that.will.provide.parameters.for.the.redevelopment.of.the.installation.
property ..This.plan.will.not.only.be.the.community’s.guide.for.future.development,.it.will.
be.submitted.to.the.Military.Department.to.help.guide.property.disposal.decisions.and.to.
HUD.to.address.the.needs.the.of.homeless.in.the.community ..


LRA staff..OEA’s.experience.indicates.that.an.LRA.responding.to.a.major.closure.may.need.
a.small.staff ..A.director.or.coordinator.with.one.or.two.supporting.staff.is.often.sufficient ..
For.closures.with.large.amounts.of.surplus.property.and.complex.issues,.a.larger.staff.may.
be.necessary ..However,.the.capabilities.of.a.smaller.LRA.can.be.expanded.by.working.with.
existing.organizations.that.have.special.skills,.such.as.planning.commissions;.economic.
development.agencies;.airport.and.port.authorities;.or.other.local,.county,.or.State.agencies ..
Consultants.can.conduct.specialized.studies,.develop.economic.adjustment.strategies,.and.
plan.base.redevelopment .


The.staff ’s.initial.work.will.involve.arranging.and.supporting.exchanges.of.information.
through.personal.contacts,.public.meetings,.newsletters,.advisory.materials,.and.other.
educational.activities ..They.also.provide.professional.guidance.to.the.LRA.member.in.a.
variety.of.areas,.including.planning.and.economic.development ..


Having.the.right.person.to.lead.the.effort.is.critical ..This.person.will.be.the.driver.of.the.
recovery.effort.and.should.have.strong.personal.relationships.with.community.leaders,.who.
can.unite.the.community.behind.the.goals.of.the.LRA.and.achieve.consensus ..The.leader.
should.have.the.time.and.energy.to.dedicate.to.this.task.and.be.able.to.lead.equally.well.in.
and.out.of.the.spotlight.and.in.times.of.chaos ..Equally.important,.the.leader.should.want.to.
keep.the.public.involved.at.every.step.of.the.way .


Funding.for.the.staff.and.operation.of.the.LRA.can.come.from.many.sources—
appropriations.from.State.and.local.governments,.private.sector.contributions,.and.Federal.or.
State.grants ..OEA.grants.can.support.LRA.staff.and.operational.costs.if.necessary .


Public outreach..Public.outreach.is.critical.to.ensure.maximum.participation.and.
transparency ..All.interested.parties—citizens,.members.of.school.districts,.businesspeople,.
elected.officials,.relevant.State.agencies,.and.other.stakeholders—need.to.understand.the.
process.and.have.the.opportunity.to.provide.input ..Keeping.stakeholders.involved.and.
apprised.throughout.the.process.will.help.ensure.their.support.at.the.end ..Public.awareness.
will.also.help.maintain.interest.and.momentum.throughout.the.process ..Public.awareness.
can.be.promoted.through.media.relations.and.with.a.newsletter.or.Web.site.that.describes.
the.LRA’s.activities .
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LRA Organizational Principles to Keep in Mind


•. Represent the affected area and its demographics ..An.effective.adjustment.
organization.should.include.broad.representation.from.the.jurisdictions.in.which.the.closing.
installation.lies .


•. Include private as well as public sector representatives ..The.LRA.may.include.local.
government.leaders,.workers.(and.unions.where.applicable),.homeless.assistance.providers,.
members.of.the.real.estate.and.banking.communities,.environmental.groups,.local.business/
chamber.of.commerce,.members.of.the.education.community,.and.tribal.representatives.
where.appropriate .


•. Strive for a manageable number of members or have an executive council ..Groups.
of.no.more.than.seven.to.nine.are.most.effective.for.team.dynamics ..If.needed,.an.executive.
council.provides.oversight.and.leadership,.and.should.have.an.equitable.representation.of.
political,.economic,.and.other.community.interests ..Since.most.members.will.be.asked.to.
donate.their.time,.an.LRA.should.minimize.the.time.demands.on.the.group .


•. Aim to create a comprehensive committee structure.to.draw.upon.local.resources ..
While.the.voting.members.oversee.the.actions.of.the.community.effort,.committees.perform.
the.detailed.work.in.specific.program.areas .


•. Clearly define the LRA’ responsibilities ..Is.the.LRA.focused.solely.on.planning.
for.reuse.of.the.installation.and.related.adjustment.efforts?.Are.there.other.agenda.items.
that.could.distract.from.the.primary.redevelopment.planning.activity?.Remember,.the.
Department.of.Defense.and.other.Federal.agencies.must.have.a.single.focal.point.at.the.
community.level ..


•. Be public and transparent ..Keep.the.public.informed.and.solicit.input.in.all.phases.of.
the.program ..This.input.not.only.ensures.that.the.LRA.continues.to.focus.on.the.interests.
of.its.communities,.but.also.provides.State.and.Federal.officials.with.realistic.access.to.the.
community .


•. Set and enhance capacity ..Varying.degrees.of.expertise.will.be.needed.to.address.
closure.issues,.as.well.as.to.formulate.a.redevelopment.plan ..To.plan,.an.LRA.may.need.
access.to.expertise.in.finance,.business.development,.environmental.issues,.etc ..Are.there.
existing.staff.with.capacity.for.the.task?.Will.this.effort.require.planning.consultants?


•. Remember that base redevelopment planning is a long process..To.encourage.
sustained.participation,.the.LRA.should.include.a.mix.of.elected.and.non-elected.members.
who.have.broad.support.to.avoid.turnover.and.steep.learning.curves .


•. Remember the considerable resources and expertise available at no cost from.
various.Federal.agencies,.the.Military.Department,.and.OEA.Project.Managers ..These.
personnel.may.be.invited.to.attend.LRA.meetings.and.participate.in.discussion.and.working.
sessions.with.LRA.members,.but.will.not.be.voting.members .
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The Implementation LRA
As.the.planning.is.completed.and.the.base.property.is.transferred.to.civilian.ownership,.the.
focus.shifts.to.attracting.end.users,.redeveloping.the.property,.and.operating.the.property.
over.the.long.term ..If.the.community.intends.to.assume.responsibility.for.all.or.a.part.of.the.
redevelopment.responsibility.of.a.closed.base.it.may.want.to.form.an.implementation.LRA ...
Organizations.with.the.ability.to.enter.into.contracts,.raise.revenues,.incur.debt,.and.acquire.
and.dispose.of.real.property.often.becomes.necessary,.and.the.redevelopment.plan.should.
consider.what.permanent.management.organizations(s).should.take.on.these.functions ...If.
the.community.intends.to.receive.an.economic.development.conveyance.(EDC).as.part.of.
the.property.transfer.process,.an.implementation.LRA.formally.recognized.by.the.OEA.will.
be.needed ...If.there.will.not.be.an.EDC,.no.formal.recognition.by.OEA.is.needed .


When.establishing.the.LRA,.the.community.may.want.to.consider.creating.an.LRA.that.has.
the.power.and.authority.not.only.to.craft.the.economic.recovery.strategy.and.redevelopment.
plan.but.also.to.implement.it.and.carry.it.out ..Creation.of.such.an.LRA.at.the.outset.is.
necessary.only.if.the.community.is.reasonably.confident.that.it.will.want.to.receive.an.EDC ..
Many.communities.wait.and.let.the.decision.to.form.an.implementation.LRA.evolve.as.
the.redevelopment.planning.process.goes.forward.and.the.potential.reuse.options.and.their.
financial.feasibility.take.shape .


A.number.of.organizational.structures.are.appropriate.for.an.implementation.LRA ..
Possibilities.include.a.city.or.county.LRA,.a.multijurisdictional.LRA,.a.State-community.
joint.LRA,.a.quasi-public.development.corporation.with.State.authorizing.legislation,.and.an.


airport.or.port.authority ..Each.structure.has.
advantages.and.disadvantages.that.should.
be.discussed.during.the.planning.phase ..
Base.redevelopment.may.include.several.
local.organizations ..Portions.of.a.base.
could.be.transferred.to.different.entities.
of.government.for.different.purposes ..
Many.closed.bases.include.a.mix.of.public.
(recreation,.schools,.health.care,.airports).
and.private.(housing.and.business.parks).
users .


To.manage.implementation,.communities.
may.create.separate.public.corporations.
with.small.business-oriented.boards,.
bring.in.private.developers.as.partners,.
or.engage.master.developers ..In.any.case,.
the.structure.of.the.implementation.
LRA.should.be.commensurate.with.a.
business.focus.but.still.maintain.public.
accountability ..This.requires.people.with.
expertise.in.areas.such.as.private.sector.


Implementation.LRAs.have.a.more.
businesslike.mission,.and.should.be.
able.to


•. Acquire,.buy,.and.lease.property;


•. Sell,.exchange,.give,.or.transfer.
. .property;


•. Borrow.and.lend.money.and..
. grant.mortgages.for.debt..
. obligations;


•. Enter.into.contracts;.and


•. Issue.bonds.backed.by.revenues..
. of.the.community.using.the.bond..
. proceeds.(i .e .,.general.obligation..
. bonds,.backed.by.“full.faith.and..
. credit”.of.the.municipal.or.county..
. government,.or.tax.increment..
. bonds) .
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development,.real.estate.development,.marketing,.and.finance,.as.well.as.experience.in.
dealing.with.the.Military.Department.property.disposal.agent .


In.choosing.the.appropriate.structure.and.expertise,.it.is.important.to.consider.the.final.
proposed.land.uses.in.the.redevelopment.plan ..It.is.also.important.to.anticipate.financial.
considerations ..In.the.implementation.phase,.an.LRA.may.need.to.mobilize.the.financial.
resources.to.upgrade.and.maintain.the.utilities,.roadways,.and.common.property.and.
turn.the.former.base.into.modern,.productive.facilities ..Large.infrastructure.investments.
may.be.needed ..Resources.may.need.to.be.leveraged.with.other.Federal.and.State.sources ..
Partnerships.among.all.levels.of.government.and.the.private.sector.should.be.investigated.to.
leverage.these.resources ..If.the.LRA.will.own.and.manage.property,.it.ultimately.will.need.
to.be.self-sustaining,.which.may.entail.issuing.bonds.or.other.sources.of.revenue-producing.
activity .


OEA.will.recognize.an.implementation.LRA.only.if.there.is.a.need.for.an.EDC.of.some.or.
all.of.the.real.property.or.if.other.compelling.reasons.exist ..The.implementation.LRA.must.
have.long-term.public.accountability.and.be.responsible.for.implementing.all.or.part.of.the.
redevelopment.plan ..At.a.minimum,.the.implementation.LRA.must


•. demonstrate.authority.to.enter.into.legal.commitments,.hold.title,.incur.debt,..
. and.manage.real.property;


•. demonstrate.accountability.to.the.respective.governmental.jurisdiction(s);.and


•. establish.that.a.public.entity.such.as.a.city.or.county.will.assume.the.obligations..
. of.the.LRA.if.it.is.dissolved .


Organizing for Growth
When.the.BRAC.action.results.in.growth.for.an.affected.community,.it.is.equally.important.
that.there.be.an.organization.to.coordinate.with.the.local.Military.Department ..Unlike.the.
LRA.in.the.case.of.a.closure.where.there.will.be.the.disposal.of.real.property,.recognition.by.
OEA.is.not.required ..However,.OEA.experience.has.shown.that.the.same.three.phases.for.
successful.economic.adjustment.are.needed:.organization,.planning,.and.implementation ..
Additionally,.many.of.the.principles.applicable.to.organizing.an.LRA.apply.to.forming.an.
organization.to.plan.for.the.impact.of.significant.mission.growth .


Mission.growth.will.have.impacts.on.local.schools,.roads,.and.housing ..The.Military.
Department.and.the.community.will.be.better.able.to.manage.these.impacts.if.they.have.a.
clear.line.of.communication ..A.community.growth.management.organization.can.take.the.
lead.in.seeking.a.community-wide.consensus.and.action.plan.to.accommodate.new.DoD.
personnel.coming.to.the.area.and.residing.in.the.community ..
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An.effective.and.proven.approach.to.address.significant.growth.at.a.nearby.military.base.is.to.
undertake.a.growth.management.program.in.partnership.with.the.base.command ..Because.
growth.at.a.base.can.affect.more.than.one.community.or.jurisdiction,.an.ad.hoc organization.
of.public.and.private.community.leaders.for.the.affected.jurisdictions.will.commonly.meet.
to.assess.the.issues.that.need.to.be.addressed.in.a.more.comprehensive.planning.context ..
It.is.important.that.relevant.interests.and.stakeholders.(e .g .,.utility,.education,.housing).be.
included.in.the.planning.and.public.facilities.programming.process ..Depending.on.the.initial.
assessment,.the.local.government(s).may.decide.to.structure.a.special-purpose.organization,.
commonly.referred.to.as.a.community.growth.management.organization .


While.military-induced.growth.will.affect.each.community.differently,.the.growth.
management.program.will.necessarily.involve.land.use,.housing.availability,.infrastructure,.
transportation,.employment,.and.education ..For.the.growth.management.program.to.
succeed,.the.participating.jurisdiction(s).and.military.installation.must.work.together.to.
orchestrate.growth.and.build.upon.available.Federal,.State,.and.local.resources.to.achieve.the.
community’s.goals ..


The.community.growth.management.organization.should.be.formed.under.the.auspices.of.
a.local.government.sponsor ..Membership.should.consist.of.State.and.local.elected.officials,.
representatives.of.local.governmental.agencies.and.offices,.the.base.command.and.support.
elements,.utility.providers,.and.local.school.districts ..In.addition,.consideration.should.be.
given.to.local.business.leaders,.representatives.of.the.local.homebuilders’.organization,.the.
lodging.industry,.the.real.estate.community,.local.industrial.development.council,.chamber(s).
of.commerce,.and.affected.neighborhood.organizations ..Planning.and.zoning.entities.should.
be.included ..The.size.and.composition.of.this.organization.will.depend.on.the.size.of.the.
military.growth.and.the.local.capacity.for.absorbing.the.growth .


The.purpose.of.the.organization.is.to.provide.an.opportunity.for.senior-level.community.
and.military.interaction.so.that.on-base.information.and.plans.can.be.integrated.before.and.
during.off-base.growth ..Growth.management.at.the.community.level.requires.a.cooperative.
partnership.between.the.military.installation.and.the.local.community ..Where.community.
assistance.is.not.otherwise.available,.OEA.may.provide.technical.and.financial.assistance.
to.support.community.growth.management.planning ..This.assistance.is.designed.to.help.a.
community.assess.its.population.absorption.capacity,.formulate.an.adjustment.strategy,.and.
develop.and.implement.an.action.plan.to.accommodate.off-base.impacts.while.enhancing.
the.quality.of.life.for.arriving.DoD.personnel,.dependents,.and.the.community .
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Conclusion
This.manual.offers.a.framework.for.organizing.throughout.the.BRAC.2005.process ..Because.
each.community.and.situation.is.unique,.the.vehicles.for.planning.and.implementing.an.
economic.adjustment.process.will.vary ..They.will.also.evolve.over.time.to.accommodate.new.
priorities,.resources,.and.opportunities ..


Local.economic.adjustment.can.become.a.long.process.carried.out.by.dedicated.local.
leadership.representing.all.segments.of.an.affected.community ..No.matter.how.well.
organized,.the.adjustment.process.will.almost.surely.face.a.continuum.of.change ..This.may.
include.changes.to.the.process.created.by.forces.beyond.the.community’s.control:.legislative.
or.policy.changes.by.the.Federal.or.State.governments.or.precipitous.changes.in.the.national.
or.regional.economies ..Changes.in.the.elected.local.and.State.leadership.may.also.have.
effects ..To.respond.positively.to.the.ever-changing.environment,.the.economic.adjustment.
process.must.remain.flexible ..


Keep.in.mind.that.the.truest.measure.of.the.success.of.the.coordinating.and.planning.phases.
is.how.well.the.results.meet.community.needs.as.they.evolve.over.the.long.term ..
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Appendixes:  Alternative LRA Structural Models
1 ..Local.government.designates.itself.as.the.LRA.and.city,.township,.or.county.staff.or.
planning.department.performs.the.LRA.functions .
. a ..Typically.utilized.for.small.parcels.and.accomplished.by.means.of.a..
. ....local.ordinance.or.resolution
.
2 ..Local.government.designates.itself.as.the.LRA.and.establishes.an.advisory.group.composed.
of.public.and.private.interests.to.advise.the.local.government.staff.performing.the.LRA.
functions .
. a ..Cameron.Station.(Appendix.1)


3 ..Local.government.creates.a.stand-alone.LRA.and.empowers.it.to.perform.the.LRA.
functions.for.the.local.government.entity ..
. a ..Indianapolis.Naval.Air.Warfare.Center.(Appendix.2)
. b ..Fitzsimons.Redevelopment.Authority.(Appendix.3)


4 ..Multiple.governmental.jurisdictions.create.a.stand-alone.LRA.by.means.of.an.
intergovernmental.agreement .
. a ..Lowry.Economic.Redevelopment.Authority.(Appendix.4).
. b ..San.Bernardino.Regional.Airport.Authority.(Appendix.5)


5 ..State.and.local.government(s).jointly.form.a.stand-alone.LRA.pursuant.to.State..
enabling.legislation .
. a ..Eaker.Development.Authority.(Appendix.6)


6 ..State.legislation.enables.the.creation.of.an.LRA.by.local.government .
. a ..Fort.Harrison.Reuse.Authority.(Appendix.7)


7 ..State.legislation.creates.the.LRA .
. a ..England.Economic.and.Industrial.Development.District.(Appendix.8)
. b ..Loring.Development.Authority.of.Maine.(Appendix.9)







Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
18


Back to TOC


Blank







Back to TOC Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
19


Back to TOC


Appendix 1 - Cameron Station
REPORTS.AND.RECOMMENDATIONS.OF.THE.CITY.MANAGER


. 11 ..Consideration.of.Report.on.the.Status.of.Cameron.Station .


. (A.copy.of.the.report.from.the.City.Manager,.dated.March.23,.1989,.is.on.file.in.
the.office.of.the.City.Clerk.and.Clerk.of.Council,.marked.Exhibit.No ..1.of.Item.No ..11;.
3/28/89,.and.is.incorporated.herewith.as.part.of.this.record.by.reference .)


. (Councilwoman.Pepper.requested.that.Council.add.a.Representative.of.the..


. Holmes.Run.Committee.and.also.a.Member.of.The.Archaeology.Commission .)


. WHEREUPON,.upon.motion.by.Councilman.Donley,.seconded.by.Councilwoman.
Pepper.and.carried.unanimously,.Council.(1).received.the.report;.(2).directed.the.City.
Manager.to.continue.to.meet.with.Colonel.Tancreti,.Cameron.Station.Post.Commander.
and.other...Defense.Department.Representatives,.to.discuss.the.Army’s.Plans.for.Cameron.
Station;.(3).directed.the.City.Manager.to.transmit.letters.to.our.Congressional.delegation,.
as.well.as.appropriate.Defense.Department.(DOD).representatives,.to.advise.them.of.the....
City’s.interest.and.plans.for.significant.involvement.in.the.Cameron.Station.Closing.process,.
and.(4).established.a.9.person.task.force.to.monitor.the.closing.of.Cameron.Station.and.
work.with.the.Federal.Office.of.Economic.Adjustment.to.devise.a.reuse.plan.for.the.facility ..
The.Task.Force.would.include.the.following.members:


. 2.City.Council.Members;.3.citizen.members;.1.Rep ..of.the.Federation.of.Civil..


. Associations;.1.Rep ..of.the.Parks.and.Recreation.Commission;.1.Rep ..of.the..


. Alexandria.Chamber.of.Commerce;.and.1.Rep ..of.Cameron.Station .


. In.addition.to.representation.by.the.groups.identified.in.the.recommendation.above,.
City.staff.will.be.represented.by.a.three-person.group.consisting.of.Sheldon.Lynn,.Planning.
Director;.Thomas.O’Kane,.Director.of.Transportation.and.Environmental.Services;.and.
Henry.Howard,.Deputy.City.Manager ...
.
. Council.also.added.a.member.of.the.Holmes.Run.Committee.to.the.Task.Force;.and.
added.a.member.of.the.Archaeology.Department.to.the.Staff .
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Appendix 2 - Indianapolis Naval Air Warfare Center
EXECUTIVE ORDER NO. 4,1995


WHEREAS,.I,.Mayor.Stephen.Goldsmith,.have.declared.as.an.objective.of.my.administra-
tion.to.reinvigorate.the.Naval.Air.Warfare.Center.as.a.major.employment.center.serving.the.
Greater.Indianapolis.Community;.and,


WHEREAS,.the.successful.reuse.of.the.Naval.Air.Warfare.Center.will.require.sound.com-
munity.planning.to.encourage.optimal.reuse.of.this.closing.military.base,.including.analyses.
of.every.facet.of.the.facility’s.operations,.thorough.examination.of.current.market.conditions,.
and.future.market.opportunities,.and.assessments.of.local.community.impacts.and.opportu-
nities;.and


WHEREAS,.the.development.of.a.base.reuse.plan.will.materially.contribute.to.the.orderly.
economic.adjustment.of.the.Indianapolis.community.to.the.consequences.of.base.closure;


NOW,.THEREFORE,.in.furtherance.of.this,.I.do.hereby.establish.an.Indianapolis.Reuse.
Planning.Authority.to.be.called,.the.“Naval.Air.Warfare.Center.–.Indianapolis.Reuse.Plan-
ning.Authority”.(NAWC-IRPA) .


Section.One ...The.NAWC-IRPA.shall.be.composed.of.fourteen.members,.nine.of.whom.
shall.be.voting.members,.while.the.remaining.five.shall.serve.in.an.ex-officio.capacity ...The.
voting.members.shall.be.as.follows:..the.Mayor.of.Indianapolis.(or.his.designee);.the.Presi-
dent.of.the.Indianapolis.Economic.Development.Corporation;.the.member.of.the.City-
County.Council.representing.the.12th.Councilmanic.District,.within.which.the.NAWC-
Indianapolis.facility.is.located;.an.appointed.representative.of.the.Governor.of.Indiana;.and.
five.representatives.of.Indianapolis.area.businesses.and.local.community.organizations,.as.
appointed.by.the.Mayor.of.Indianapolis .


Section.Two ...The.NAWC-IRPA.shall.serve.as.an.advisory.planning.body,.whose.recommen-
dations.will.be.considered.for.adoption.as.official.policy.by.the.Mayor.of.Indianapolis.and.
the.Metropolitan.Development.Commission .


Section.Three ...The.NAWC-IRPA.will.adopt.the.reuse.plan.and.submit.it.to.the.Secretary.
of.the.Department.of.Defense,.and.the.Secretary.of.the.Department.of.Housing.and.Urban.
Development.for.approval,.pursuant.to.federal.law .


Section.Four ...The.NAWC-IRPA.will.have.the.responsibility.for.overseeing.the.development.
of.an.official.reuse.plan.for.the.Naval.Air.Warfare.Center,.and.it.will.present.the.final.reuse.
plan.to.the.Metropolitan.Development.Commission.for.consideration.as.a.segment.of.the.
Marion.County.Comprehensive.Plan .
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Section.Five ...This.Executive.Order.shall.become.effective.immediately .


Dated.this.4th.day.of.December,.1995 ...
. . . . .


. . . . . _______________________________. . .


. . . . . Stephen.Goldsmith,.Mayor


Approved.as.to.form.and.legality:


______________________________
Sue.A ..Beesley,.Corporation.Counsel
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CHARTER.OF.THE


NAVAL.AIR.WARFARE.CENTER.–.INDIANAPOLIS


REUSE.PLANNING.AUTHORITY


PREAMBLE


This.Charter.sets.forth.the.terms.for.and.shall.govern.the.function.of.the.Naval.Air.Warfare.
Center.-.Indianapolis.Reuse.Planning.Authority.(hereafter,.NAWC-IRPA).as.the.planning.
entity.for.the.scheduled.closing.and.economic.reuse.of.the.Naval.Air.Warfare.Center.Aircraft.
Division.at.Indianapolis.(NAWC-Indianapolis).and.as.the.official.entity.through.which.the.
Department.of.Defense.Office.of.Economic.Adjustment.and.any.other.federal,.state,.and.
other.agencies.shall.provide.overall.guidance.planning.expertise.and.financial.assistance.per-
taining.to.reuse.of.the.NAWC-Indianapolis.facility.and.site .


ARTICLE.I
Name


In.pursuit.and.implementation.of.Executive.Order.No ..4,.1995.of.the.Mayor.of.the.Con-
solidated.City.of.Indianapolis,.this.charter.recognizes.and.establishes.the.Naval.Air.Warfare.
Center.–.Indianapolis.Reuse.Planning.Authority.(NAWC-IRPA) .


ARTICLE.II
Purpose


The.NAWC-IRPA.shall.conduct.such.studies.and.recommend.such.policies.as.it.may.deem.
appropriate.in.order.to.facilitate.and.maximize.sound.and.desirable.land.redevelopment.and.
use,.and.economic.stability.following.the.closure.of.the.Naval.Air.Warfare.Center ..


ARTICLE.III
Membership


The.NAWC-IRPA.shall.consist.of.fourteen.(14).members:..the.Mayor.of.the.Consolidated.
City.of.Indianapolis.(or.his.designee),.the.member.of.the.Indianapolis-Marion.County.
City-County.Council.representing.Council.District.Twelve.(12),.the.Governor.of.the.State.
of.Indiana.or.his.designee,.the.President.of.the.Indianapolis.Economic.Development.Cor-
poration;.four.representatives.of.Indianapolis.area.businesses.and.industry.appointed.by.the.
Mayor.of.Indianapolis;.a.representative.of.a.local.community.organization,.appointed.by.
the.Mayor.of.Indianapolis;.the.NAWC-IRPA.Executive.Director,.the.NAWC-IRPA.Proj-
ect.Manager;.the.Commanding.Officer.of.NAWC-Indianapolis,.and.two.representatives.of.
NAWC-Indianapolis.appointed.by.the.Commanding.Officer .
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ARTICLE.IV
Voting.vs ..Non-voting.membership


The.voting.members.of.the.NAWC-IRPA.shall.be.the.Mayor.of.the.Consolidated.City.of.
Indianapolis.(or.his.designee),.the.member.of.the.Indianapolis-Marion.County.City-County.
Council.representing.Council.District.Twelve.(12);.the.Governor.of.the.State.of.Indiana.(or.
his.designee);.the.President.of.the.Indianapolis.Economic.Development.Corporation;.the.
four.appointed.representatives.of.Indianapolis.area.businesses.and.industry;.and.the.represen-
tative.of.a.local.community.organization ...Non-voting.members.shall.be.the.NAWC-India-
napolis.Commanding.Officer,.the.two.representatives.of.NAWC-Indianapolis.appointed.by.
the.Commanding.Officer,.the.NAWC-IRPA.Director,.and.the.NAWC-IRPA.Project.Man-
ager .


ARTICLE.V
Officers


The.members.of.the.NAWC-IRPA.shall.select.from.among.themselves.a.Chairman,.Vice-
Chairman,.and.a.Secretary ...Those.members.may.select.such.other.officers.and/or.assistant.
officers.as.they.may.from.time.to.time.determine ...Such.officers.and.any.assistant.officers.
shall.have.the.duties.customarily.assigned.to.their.respective.offices.and.other.such.duties.as.
may.be.assigned.to.them.from.time.to.time.by.the.NAWC-IRPA .


ARTICLE.VI
Meetings


The.NAWC-IRPA.shall.hold.regular.meetings.as.the.members.shall.from.time.to.time.deter-
mine ...In.addition,.the.NAWC-IRPA.shall.hold.special.meetings.on.the.call.of.the.Chairman.
or.any.two.members.of.the.NAWC-IRPA ...The.NAWC-IRPA.must.meet.at.least.once.a.year ...
A.quorum.shall.consist.of.a.majority.of.the.voting.members,.and.any.official.action.shall.re-
quire.the.affirmative.votes.of.a.majority.of.the.quorum ...Robert’s.Rules.of.Order.shall.govern.
the.conduct.of.business.of.the.Task.Force.where.other.specific.provisions.are.not.contained.in.
this.Chapter ...Notice.setting.forth.the.date,.time.and.place.of.all.meetings.must.be.given.at.
least.forty-eight.(48).hours.in.advance.of.such.meetings.unless.such.notice.is.expressly.waived.
by.all.the.members,.such.notice.to.be.given.by.personal.delivery,.by.telephone,.by.facsimile.
transmittal,.or.by.electronic.mail ...Attendance.at.any.meeting.of.the.NAWC-IRPA.shall.
constitute.waiver.of.notice .


ARTICLE.VII
Term


The.NAWC-IRPA.shall.exist.and.continue.its.function.until.the.closure.of.NAWC-Indianap-
olis.is.completed,.final.reuse.of.the.NAWC-Indianapolis.property.is.determined,.property.is.
successfully.conveyed.to.a.successor.or.successors,.or.the.work.of.the.NAWC-IRPA.is.other-
wise.determined.to.have.been.accomplished .
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ARTICLE.VIII
Committees


The.NAWC-IRPA.shall.appoint.committees.or.assemble.other.resource.personnel.as.it.may.
from.time.to.time.deem.appropriate .


ARTICLE.IX
Funding


The.NAWC-IRPA.may.apply.for.grants,.loans,.or.other.sources.of.funds.at.the.federal,.state.
and.local.levels,.as.it.may.deem.necessary.to.support.its.mission,.subject.to.approval.by.the.
Indianapolis-Marion.County.Metropolitan.Development.Commission .


ARTICLE.X
Consultants,.Experts,.Resource.Personnel.and.Staff


The.NAWC-IRPA.may.secure.the.services.of.such.consultants,.experts,.and/or.resource.
personnel.as.it.may.from.time.to.time.deem.necessary,.subject.to.approval.by.the.Indianapo-
lis-Marion.County.Metropolitan.Development.Commission ...In.addition,.it.may.appoint.a.
Director.and.such.other.staff.as.it.may.deem.necessary;.and.utilize.or.secure.the.services.of.
such.support.and.staff.personnel.as.may.be.available.from.the.consolidated.City.of.India-
napolis,.the.Indianapolis.Economic.Development.Corporation,.or.other.cooperating.units.of.
government.or.other.public.or.private.agencies .


ARTICLE.XI
Amendments


This.Charter.may.be.amended.only.by.concurrence.of.two-thirds.of.the.members.of.the.
NAWC-IRPA.and.ratification.by.the.Mayor.of.Indianapolis .


ARTICLE.XII
Adoption


This.Charter.is.adopted.and.promulgated.pursuant.to.the.executive.authority.of.the.Mayor.
of.Indianapolis,.whose.signature.hereunto.affixed.shall.evidence.the.authority.hereby.estab-
lished .


Dated:..December.4,.1995


____________________________
Stephen.Goldsmith,.Mayor
Consolidated.City.of.Indianapolis
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Appendix 3 - Fitzsimons Redevelopment Authority
FITZSIMONS.REDEVELOPMENT.AUTHORITY


ARTICLE.I ..AUTHORITY


. Section.1:.Established ..The.Fitzsimons.Redevelopment.Authority.is.established.by.
the.City.Council.of.the.City.of.Aurora,.Colorado,.pursuant.to.the.requirements.of.the.De-
fense.Base.Closure.and.Realignment.Act,.the.Base.Closure.Community.Assistance.Act,.and.
the.Base.Closure.Community.Redevelopment.Act,.to.provide.the.functions,.services,.and.
facilities,.authorized.by.law .


. Section.2:.Enactment.of.Bylaws ..The.Bylaws.are.enacted.pursuant.to.the.power.
granted.to.the.Executive.Committee.of.the.Authority.by.the.City.Council.of.the.City.of.
Aurora,.Colorado .


ARTICLE.II ..PURPOSE


. The.purpose.of.the.Authority.is.to.provide.for.the.redevelopment.of.the.Fitzsimons.
Army.Medical.Center,.including.the.identification.of.reuse.needs,.the.preparation.and.
implementation.of.a.redevelopment.plan,.and.such.other.incidental.ownership,.management,.
maintenance,.and.redevelopment.services.and.improvements.as.are.necessary .


ARTICLE.III ..OFFICES


. The.principal.office.of.the.Authority.shall.be.located.at______________.on.the.site.
of.the.former.Fitzsimons.Army.Medical.Center ..The.Executive.Committee.shall.have.the.
power.and.authority.to.establish.and.maintain.branch.or.subordinate.offices.at.any.other.
locations.it.determines.are.necessary .


ARTICLE.IV ..EXECUTIVE.COMMITTEE


. Section.1:.Governing.Body ..The.governing.body.of.the.Authority.shall.be.the.Execu-
tive.Committee .


. Section.2:.Composition ..The.number.of.members.of.the.Authority.shall.be.five.(5),.
which.shall.consist.of.the.Mayor,.the.Ward.I.Council.Member,.the.Ward.II.Council.Mem-
ber,.and.two.(2).At-Large.Council.Members.appointed.by.the.City.Council ..The.term.of.of-
fice.of.each.member.of.the.Executive.Committee.shall.be.co-terminous.with.his.or.her.term.
of.office.as.a.member.of.the.City.Council .


. Section.3:.Ex.Officio.Members ..The.Executive.Director.and.the.Fitzsimons.Army.
Medical.Center.Installation.Commander,.or.his.designee,.shall.be.ex.officio.members.of.
the.Executive.Committee ..In.addition,.the.Committee.may.appoint.ex.officio.members.as.
deemed.necessary.and.appropriate ..Ex.officio.members.shall.not.have.voting.rights.and.shall.
not.be.counted.to.constitute.a.quorum .
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. Section.4:.Officers ..The.Mayor.shall.be.the.Chairperson.of.the.Executive.Commit-
tee ..The.Committee.shall.elect.a.Vice-Chairperson.from.its.members ..The.term.of.office.for.
the.Vice-Chairperson.shall.be.one.year ..The.Executive.Director.shall.serve.as.Secretary.and.
Treasurer .


. Section.5:.Regular.Meetings ..The.Executive.Committee.shall.conduct.a.regular.meet-
ing.at.least.once.each.calendar.quarter.at.such.places.as.may.be.designated.by.the.Commit-
tee ..Any.regular.meeting.may.be.canceled.by.a.simple.majority.vote.of.the.Committee.or.by.
the.Chairperson.for.good.cause .


. Section.6:.Special.Meetings ..The.Executive.Committee.may.conduct.special.meet-
ings.as.deemed.necessary.and.appropriate.upon.the.call.of.the.Chairperson.or.any.three.(3).
members.by.giving.verbal,.telephonic,.or.written.notice.of.the.time.and.place.of.such.meet-
ing.to.each.member.at.least.seventy.two.(72).hours.prior.thereto ..Special.meetings.shall.be.
conducted.at.such.place.as.designated.by.those.calling.the.meeting .


. Section.7:.Notice ..All.regular.and.special.meetings.held.by.the.Executive.Committee,.
any.subcommittee.meetings.of.the.Committee,.and.meetings.held.by.the.Fitzsimons.Rede-
velopment.Advisory.Committee.where.Authority.business.is.discussed.or.at.which.formal.
action.may.be.taken,.shall.be.open.to.the.public.and.subject.to.the.Colorado.Open.Meetings.
Law,.C .R .S ..S.24-6-401,.et seq..Notice.of.all.regular.and.special.meetings.of.the.Authority.
shall.include.an.agenda.and.shall.be.posted.in.a.designated.public.place.no.less.than.seventy.
two.(72).hours.prior.to.the.meeting .


. Section.8:.Minutes ..The.Executive.Committee.shall.keep.minutes.of.its.proceedings.
showing.the.presence.or.absence.of.each.member.and.the.vote.of.each.member.upon.every.
motion .


. Section.9:.Quorum ..A.quorum.of.the.Executive.Committee.shall.consist.of.three.
(3).members ...No.official.action.may.be.taken.by.the.Committee.on.any.matter.unless.a.
quorum.is.present ...Any.member.present.who.shall.abstain.from.any.vote.or.discussion.for.
any.reason,.including.a.conflict.of.interest,.shall.be.counted.in.determining.the.presence.of.a.
quorum .


. Section.10:.Open.Records ..The.minutes.and.records.of.the.Committee.shall.be.open.
to.the.public.as.provided.in.the.Colorado.Open.Records.Act,.C .R .S ..§.24-72-201,.et seq.


. Section.11:.Decisions ..Each.member.of.the.Executive.Committee.shall.have.one.
vote ..The.act.of.the.majority.of.the.members.present.at.a.meeting.at.which.a.quorum.is.pres-
ent.shall.be.the.act.of.the.Authority .


. Section.12:.Vacancies ..Any.vacancy.occurring.in.the.Executive.Committee.shall.be.
filled.by.appointment.of.the.City.Council.of.the.City.of.Aurora .
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. Section.13:.Compensation ..Executive.Committee.members.shall.serve.without.com-
pensation,.but.may.be.reimbursed.for.their.actual.expenses.incurred.in.serving.the.Authority ..
The.written.approval.of.the.Chairperson.shall.be.required.in.order.to.reimburse.a.member.
for.actual.expenses .


ARTICLE.V ..COMMITTEES


. Section.1:.Fitzsimons.Redevelopment.Advisorv.Committee ..The.Executive.Com-
mittee.shall.appoint.and.direct.the.Fitzsimons.Redevelopment.Advisory.Committee.and.
supervise.its.activities.to.receive.information,.technical.support,.and.recommendations.from.
the.community.affected.by.the.closure.of.Fitzsimons.Army.Medical.Center ..The.number.of.
members.of.the.Advisory.Committee.shall.be.as.determined.by.the.Executive.Committee ..
Advisory.Committee.members.may.resign,.or.be.removed.or.replaced.by.the.Executive.Com-
mittee .


. Section.2:.Open.Meetings ..All.regular.and.special.meetings.held.by.the.Advisory.
Committee.and.any.subcommittee.meetings.of.such.Committee.where.public.business.is.
discussed.or.at.which.formal.action.may.be.taken.shall.be.open.to.the.public.as.required.by.
the.Colorado.Open.Meetings.Law,.C .R .S ..§.24-6-401,.et seq.


. Section.3:.Open.Records ..The.Advisory.Committee.shall.keep.minutes.of.its.pro-
ceedings ..Minutes.and.records.of.the.Advisory.Committee.shall.be.open.to.the.public.as.
required.by.the.Colorado.Open.Records.Act,.C .R .S ..§.24-72-201,.et seq.


ARTICLE.VI ..EXECUTIVE.DIRECTOR


. Section.1:.Appointment ..The.Executive.Director.shall.be.appointed.by.the.City.
Manager,.with.the.advice.and.consent.of.the.Executive.Committee .


. Section.2:.Powers.and.Duties ..The.Executive.Director.shall.be.the.chief.operating.
officer.for.the.Authority ..The.Executive.Director.shall.have.such.powers.and.duties.as.pre-
scribed.by.Executive.Committee,.including.the.hiring,.supervising,.and.directing.of.employ-
ees.and.staff.of.the.Authority,.the.conduct.of.daily.management.of.the.Authority’s.business.
affairs,.and.the.responsibility.for.executing.all.orders.of.the.Executive.Committee ..The.
Executive.Director.shall.be.under.the.supervision.of.the.City.Manager.in.matters.that.require.
the.use.and.service.of.City.of.Aurora.staff .


. Section.3:.Removal ..The.Executive.Director.may.be.removed.by.the.City.Manager,.
with.the.advice.and.consent.of.the.Executive.Committee,.whenever.in.his.or.her.judgment.
the.best.interests.of.the.Authority.would.be.served.thereby .
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ARTICLE.VII ..CONDUCT.OF.BUSINESS


. Section.l:..Annual.Budget ..The.Executive.Committee.shall.adopt.an.annual.budget,.
which.shall.conform.to.the.Local.Budget.Law.of.Colorado,.§.29-1-101,.C .R .S ., et seq. The.
Executive.Committee.shall.provide.for.the.keeping.of.accurate.and.correct.books.of.account.
on.an.accrual.basis.in.accordance.with.practices.used.by.the.City.of.Aurora,.Colorado .


. Section.2:.Contracts ..The.Executive.Committee.may.authorize.the.Executive.Direc-
tor.to.enter.into.any.contract.or.execute.and.deliver.any.instrument.in.the.name.of.and.on.
behalf.of.the.Authority .


. Section.3:..Checks,.Drafts,.or.Orders ..All.checks,.drafts,.or.other.orders.for.the.pay-
ment.of.money,.notes,.or.other.evidence.of.indebtedness.issued.in.the.name.of.the.Authority.
shall.be.signed.by.such.officer.or.agent.of.the.Authority.and.in.such.manner.as.from.time.to.
time.may.be.determined.by.resolution.of.the.Executive.Committee .


. Section.4:.Spending ..The.Authority.is.limited.in.its.spending.powers.to.the.annual.
total.budget.for.the.Authority.approved.by.the.City.Council .


ARTICLE.VIII ..SEAL


. The.Executive.Committee.shall.adopt.an.Authority.Seal.which.shall.be.circular.in.
form.and.shall.have.inscribed.thereon.the.words.“Seal.of.the.Fitzsimons.Redevelopment.Au-
thority .”.The.Seal.shall.be.stamped.or.affixed.to.such.documents.as.may.be.prescribed.by.law.
or.custom.or.by.the.Executive.Committee .


ARTICLE.IX ..CONFLICT.OF.INTEREST


. No.member.of.the.Executive.Committee.or.the.Advisory.Committee.shall.vote.on.
matters.in.which.such.person.has.a.financial.interest,.whether.personally.or.through.a.third.
party .


. ADOPTED.BY.THE.EXECUTIVE.COMMITTEE.Of.THE.FITZSIMONS..
REDEVELOPMENT.AUTHORITY.this.17th.day.of.October,.1995 .


. . . . . . . By.__________________________


. . . . . . . ......PAUL.E ..TAUER,.Chair


. . . . . . . ......Fitzsimons.Redevelopment


. . . . . . . ......Authority
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Appendix 4 - Lowry Economic Redevelopment Authority
INTERGOVERNMENTAL.AGREEMENT.ESTABLISHING.THE.LOWRY


ECONOMIC.REDEVELOPMENT.AUTHORITY


. THIS.AGREEMENT,.entered.into.as.of.the.1st.day.of.August.1994,.by.and.between.
the.City.and.County.of.Denver,.Colorado,.a.political.subdivision.and.municipal.corpora-
tion.of.the.State.of.Colorado.(“Denver”),.and.the.City.of.Aurora,.a.political.subdivision.and.
municipal.corporation.of.the.State.of.Colorado.(“Aurora”),.collectively.referred.to.as.the.
“Parties,”


WITNESSETH.THAT:


. WHEREAS,.the.Constitution.of.Colorado,.Article.XIV,.Section.18.(2)(a),.directs.the.
Constitution.shall.not.be.interpreted.to.prohibit.the.state.and.its.political.subdivisions.from.
making.the.most.efficient.and.effective.use.of.their.powers.and.responsibility.by.cooperating.
and.contracting.with.each.other,.wherein.it.states:


Nothing.in.this.constitution.shall.be.construed.to.prohibit.the.state.or.any.of.its.
political.subdivisions.from.cooperating.or.contracting.with.one.another.or.with.
the.government.of.the.United.Scates.to.provide.any.function,.service,.or.facility.
lawfully.authorized.to.each.of.the.cooperating.or.contracting.units,.including.the.
sharing.of.cost’s,.the.imposition.of.taxes,.or.the.incurring.of.debt;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.Constitution.of.Colorado,.Article.XIV,.Section.18.(2)(b),.directs.
the.Constitution.shall.not.be.interpreted.to.prohibit.the.enactment.of.a.statute.authorizing.
political.subdivisions.to.establish.a.separate.governmental.entity.to.provide.any.function,.ser-
vice,.or.facility.lawfully.authorized.to.each.of.the.contracting.political.subdivisions,.wherein.
it.states:


Nothing.in.this.constitution.shall.be.construed.to.prohibit.the.authorization.by.
statute.of.a.separate.governmental.entity.as.an.instrument.to.be.used.through.
voluntary.participation.by.cooperating.or.contracting.political.subdivisions;.and,


. WHEREAS,.the.general.assembly.has.enacted.Colorado.Revised.Statute.Section.29-
1-203(4).to.implement.the.provisions.of.Colorado.Constitution.Article.XIV,.Sections.18.(2).
(a).and.(b),.by.authorizing.political.subdivisions.to.establish,.by.contract,.a.separate.legal.en-
tity.to.provide.any.function,.service,.or.facility.lawfully.authorized.to.each,.wherein.it.states:


Any.such.contract.may.provide.for.the.joint.exercise.of.the.function,.service,.or.
facility,.including.the.establishment.of.a.separate.legal.entity.to.do.so;.and,


. WHEREAS,.Denver.is.a.home-rule.municipal.corporation.and.political.subdivision.
of.the.State.of.Colorado.created.by.Article.XX.of.the.Constitution.of.the.State.of.Colorado,.
charged.under.the.Constitution.of.the.State.of.Colorado.with.the.performance.of.both.mu-
nicipal.and.county.power,.functions,.duties,.and.obligations;.and
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. WHEREAS,.Aurora.is.a.home-rule.municipal.corporation.and.political.subdivision.
of.the.State.of.Colorado.created.pursuant.to.Article.XX.of.the.Constitution.of.the.State.of.
Colorado,.charged.under.the.Constitution.of.the.State.of.Colorado.with.performance.of.
municipal.functions,.duties,.powers,.and.obligations;.and


. WHEREAS,.Lowry.Air.Force.Base.(“Lowry”),.which.consists.of.approximately.1,860.
acres.of.land.of.which.approximately.229.acres.are.located.in.Aurora.and.approximately.
1,631.acres.are.located.in.Denver,.has.been.de-activated.and.is.being.closed.by.the.Depart-
ment.of.Defense.on.September.30,.1994;.and


. WHEREAS,.Denver.has.applied.to.the.Department.of.Defense.for.an.economic.
development.conveyance.for.certain.properties.at.Lowry.pursuant.to.the.economic.develop-
ment.conveyance.provisions.of.the.Pryor.Amendment.to.the.federal.Defense.Base.Closure.
and.Realignment.Act.of.1990;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.Department.of.Defense.wishes.to.enter.into.interim.lease.agree-
ments.for.all.or.a.portion.of.the.land.located.at.Lowry.after.closure.and.requests.that.the.
Parties.establish.a.single.authority.capable.of.managing.Lowry.and.promoting.economic.
redevelopment.at.Lowry.after.closure;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.Parties.have.a.compelling.mutual.interest.in.developing.and.coor-
dinating.all.plans,.present.and.future,.for.Lowry.and.developing.reuse.strategies.to.promote.
economic.redevelopment.at.Lowry;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.Parties.entered.into.a.previous.intergovernmental.agreement.estab-
lishing.the.Lowry.Economic.Recovery.Project.to.jointly.provide.comprehensive.planning.for.
the.reuse.of.Lowry.after.closure.and.wish.to.jointly.undertake.the.responsibility.for.maintain-
ing.and.managing.Lowry.and.promoting.economic.redevelopment.at.Lowry;.and


. WHEREAS,.in.November,.1993.the.Executive.Committee.of.the.Lowry.Economic.
Recovery.Project.approved.and.submitted.to.the.Department.of.Defense.the.Lowry.Reuse.
Plan.and.Recommended.Lowry.Disposition.Plan.which.reflects.the.community’s.desire.for.
balanced.redevelopment.at.Lowry.and.the.importance.of.the.neighborhoods.surrounding.
Lowry;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.Parties.intend.by.entering.into.this.Agreement.that.the.Authority.
hereby.created.fall.within.the.definition.of.a.“Public.Entity”.under.the.Colorado.Govern-
mental.Immunity.Act,.Colorado.Revised.Statutes.Section.24-10-101,.et seq.;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.Parties.intend.by.entering.into.this.Agreement.that.the.Authority.
hereby.created.fall.within.the.definition.of.an.“Enterprise”.under.the.Constitution.of.Colo-
rado,.Article.X,.Section.20;.and


. WHEREAS,.it.is.deemed.in.the.best.interests.of.the.Parties.and.for.the.public.health,.
safety,.convenience,.and.welfare.of.the.residents.of.Denver.and.Aurora.that.the.Parties.enter.
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into.this.Intergovernmental.Agreement.for.the.purpose.of.forming.a.separate.legal.entity.to.
provide.the.services.necessary.maintain,.manage,.promote,.and.implement.economic.redevel-
opment.on.all.or.a.portion.of.Lowry.after.closure;


. NOW,.THEREFORE,.in.consideration.of.the.mutual.covenants,.obligations,.and.
conditions.expressed.herein,.it.is.agreed.by.and.between.the.Parties.hereto,.as.follows:


Article.One
General.Provisions


. 1 .1. Lowry.Economic.Redevelopment.Authority ..Upon.the.effective.date.of.this.
Agreement,.there.is.hereby.established.by.this.Agreement.a.separate.legal.entity.to.be.known.
as.the.Lowry.Economic.Redevelopment.Authority.(“Authority”) ..The.Parties.agree.the.
Authority.is.an.independent,.legal.entity.separate.and.distinct.from.both.of.the.Parties ..The.
Authority.shall.have.the.powers.set.forth.herein.over.any.property.it.shall.acquire.by.lease.or.
deed.and.to.perform.caretaker.services.within.the.area.known.as.Lowry.Air.Force.Base.which.
is.more.particularity.described.in.the.notice.of.relinquishment.of.legislative.jurisdiction.over.
Lowry.Air.Force.Base.from.the.Secretary.of.the.Air.Force.to.the.Governor.of.the.State.of.
Colorado ..


. 1 .2. Governing.Body ..The.Authority.shall.be.governed.by.a.nine.(9).member.
Board.of.Directors.(“Board”).which.Board.shall.have.the.power.to.provide.the.functions.and.
services.for.which.the.Authority.is.formed,.as.set.forth.more.fully.herein .


. 1 .3. Purpose ..The.Authority.is.organized.for.the.purpose.of.providing.necessary.
and.incidental.ownership,.management,.maintenance.and.economic.redevelopment.services.
and.improvements.within.the.area.known.as.Lowry.Air.Force.Base.as.set.forth.in.paragraph.
1 .1,.herein,.including.but.not.limited.to.the.following:


A .. Creation.of.a.three.(3).year.economic.development.plan.as.more.particu-
larly.set.forth.in.Article.Three .


B .. Creation.of.an.annual.business.plan .


C .. Conducting.community.outreach.activities.which.shall.include.public.
education.and.information .


D .. Providing.property.management.services .


E .. Applying.for.and.administering.grants.from.any.source.for.activities.
related.to.the.Authority’s.functions .


F .. Coordinating.the.environmental.remediation.mandated.at.Lowry.by.
federal.or.state.statute .
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G ...Coordinating.the.provision.of.accommodations.at.Lowry.mandated.by.
the.federal.Stewart.B ..McKinney.Homeless.Assistance.Act,.other.appli-
cable.statutes.and.agreements.between.the.Parties.to.this.Agreement .


. . 1 .4. Immunity ..The.Authority.shall.be.a.“Public.Entity”.as.defined.by.the.
Colorado.Governmental.Immunity.Act,.Colorado.Revised.Statutes,.Section.24-10-101,.et 
seq.,.as.amended .


. . 1 .5. .Enterprise ..The.Authority.shall.be.an.“Enterprise”.as.defined.by.the.
Constitution.of.Colorado,.Article.X,.Section.20 .


. . 1 .6. .Duration.of.the.Agreement ..The.Authority.shall.operate.for.a.term.
beginning.July.25,.1994,.and.ending.thereafter.on.July.24,.1997;.however,.this.Agreement.
shall(.be.subject.to.amendment.or.cancellation.upon.the.mutual.consent.of.the.Parties.within.
sixty.(60).days.after.publication.by.the.Air.Force.of.the.final.Record.of.Decision.concerning.
Lowry.Air.Force.Base ..The.Parties.agree.this.Agreement.shall.be.automatically.renewed.for.
successive.three.(3).year.periods.unless.sooner.terminated.as.provided.in.Article.Eight.of.this.
Agreement ..This.Agreement.may.be.terminated.by.either.of.the.Parties.hereto,.by.providing.
written.notice.of.termination.as.provided.in.said.Article.Eight .


. . 1 .7 .. .Amendment.to.Approved.Reuse.Plan ..It.is.the.expressed.intent.of.the.
parties.hereto.that.future.redevelopment.at.Lowry.be.consistent.with.the.approved.Lowry.
Reuse.Plan.and.Recommended.Lowry.Disposition.Plan,.as.incorporated.into.each.of.the.
Parties’.municipal.comprehensive.plans ..Proposals.to.modify.the.approved.Lowry.Reuse.
Plan.and.Recommended.Lowry.Disposition.Plan.shall.be.submitted.to.the.Denver/Aurora.
Coordinating.Committee.established.pursuant.to.Article.Two.herein.for.consideration.and.
recommendation.to.the.Parties ..Modifications.to.the.approved.reuse.plan.may.occur.only.
upon.the.mutual.written.consent.of.the.Parties.hereto .


. . 1 .8 .. Effective.Date ..This.Agreement.shall.be.effective.upon.the.date.first.appearing.
in.paragraph.1 .6.herein .


. . 1 .9 .. Insurance ..The.Authority.shall.at.all.times.maintain.with.responsible.issuers.
the.following.insurance:


A .. Worker’s.Compensation.Insurance.as.required.by.law .


B .. General.Liability.Insurance.in.an.amount.no.less.than.$600,000 ..The.
general.liability.insurance.required.hereby.shall.contain.a.“Waiver.of.Sub-
rogation”.clause.stating.the.Authority.waives.its.rights.of.recovery.against.
the.City.and.County.of.Denver.and.the.City.of.Aurora.and.their.officers,.
agents.and.employees .


C .. Public.officials.liability.in.an.amount.no.less.than.$5,000,000 .
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In.addition,.in.the.event.the.Authority.purchases,.leases.or.otherwise.acquires.motor.vehicles.
including.trucks.and.service.vehicles,.it.shall.maintain.the.appropriate.business.automobile.
liability.insurance.for.such.vehicles.in.an.amount.no.less.than.$600,000 .


. 1 .10 .. Indemnification ..The.Authority.shall.indemnify,.defend,.and.save.harmless.
the.Parties,.their.officers,.agents,.and.employees.from.and.against.any.and.all.claims.and.
losses.whatsoever.occurring.or.resulting.to.persons,.firms,.or.corporations.furnishing.or.sup-
plying.work,.services,.materials,.or.supplies.to.the.Authority.in.connection.with.the.perfor-
mance.of.the.Agreement,.and,.except.as.expressly.provided.by.law,.from.any.and.all.claims.
and.losses.accruing.or.resulting.to.any.persons,.firm,.or.corporation,.for.damage,.injury.or.
death.arising.out.of.or.connected.with.the.Authority’s.performance.of.its.obligations.under.
this.Agreement .


Article.Two
Organizational.Structure


. 2 .1 .. Board.of.Directors.Composition ..The.Authority’s.governing.Board.shall.be.
comprised.of.nine.(9).members.who.shall.serve.without.compensation.but.may.be.reim-
bursed.for.their.actual.expenses.incurred.in.serving.the.Authority ..The.Mayor.of.Denver.
shall.appoint,.subject.to.confirmation.by.the.Denver.City.Council,.seven.(7).members.and.
the.City.of.Aurora.shall.appoint.two.(2).members.to.the.Board ..Denver.shall.not.appoint.
more.than.two.(2).Denver.officials.to.the.Board.and.Aurora.shall.not.appoint.more.than.one.
(1).Aurora.official.to.the.Board ..In.the.event.either.Party.appoints.an.elected.official.to.the.
Board,.termination.of.said.elected.official’s.status.as.an.elected.official.to.the.office.held.at.the.
time.of.appointment.shall.automatically.result.in.termination.of.that.person’s.membership.
on.the.Board ..No.employee.of.the.Authority.shall.be.eligible.to.be.a.member.of.the.Board .


. 2 .2 .. Ex-Officio.Board.Members ..The.Executive.Director.of.the.Authority.shall.be.
an.ex-officio.member.of.the.Board ..In.addition,.the.Board.may.appoint.ex-officio.members.
of.the.Board.as.is.deemed.necessary.by.the.Board ..Ex-Officio.Board.members.shall.have.no.
voting.rights.and.shall.not.be.counted.to.constitute.a.quorum .


. 2 .3 .. Term.of.Board.Members ..The.term.of.the.members.of.the.Board.of.Directors.
shall.be.three.(3).years ..The.first.members.of.the.Board.shall.be.appointed.for.the.following.
terms:


. Denver:.. One.member.to.a.one.year.term .


. . . Three.members.to.two.year.terms .


. . . Three.members.to.three.year.terms .


. Aurora:.. One.member.to.a.one.year.term .


. . . One.member.to.a.three.year.term .


The.appointing.authority.shall.be.responsible.for.appointing.new.members.to.full.three.(3).
year.terms.as.members’.terms.expire ..Vacancies.shall.be.filled.by.the.appointing.authority.for.
the.unexpired.term.of.any.member.whose.term.becomes.vacant .
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. 2 .4 .. Removal.of.Board.Members ..Board.members.may.be.removed.for.cause.by.
the.appointing.authority.upon.written.charges.and.after.a.public.hearing ..Notice.of.removal.
or.resignation.of.a.Board.member.shall.be.given.to.the.other.Party.and.the.Chairperson.of.
the.Board ..The.Party.which.appointed.a.Board.member.who.has.been.removed,.terminated,.
or.resigned.shall.appoint.a.new.Board.member.within.thirty.(30).days.following.the.removal.
or.notice.of.resignation .


. 2 .5 .. Voting.and.Quorum ..Each.member.of.the.Board.shall.have.one.(1).vote ..A.
quorum.of.the.Board.shall.consist.of.five.(5).members ..No.official.action.may.be.taken.by.
the.Board.on.any.matter.unless.a.quorum.is.present ..Unless.otherwise.provided.elsewhere.in.
this.Agreement,.the.affirmative.vote.of.a.majority.of.the.Board.members.present.at.the.time.
of.the.vote.shall.be.required.for.the.Board.to.take.any.action .


. 2 .6 .. Bylaws.and.Regulations ..By.a.vote.of.two-thirds.of.the.Board,.the.Board.
shall.adopt.Bylaws.and.Regulations.as.necessary.for.the.conduct.of.the.Authority.so.long.as.
such.Bylaws.and.Regulations.are.not.in.conflict.with.the.provisions.of.this.Agreement ..The.
Bylaws.and.Regulations.shall.be.adopted.within.three.(3).months.of.the.effective.date.of.this.
Agreement ..The.Bylaws.and.Regulations.shall.include,.but.are.not.limited.to,.provisions.for.
the.appointment.of.an.Executive.Director.to.manage.the.affairs.of.the.Authority.and.provi-
sions.allowing.for.amendment.of.such.Bylaws.and.Regulations.by.a.vote.of.two-thirds.of.the.
Board .


. 2 .7 .. Officers.of.the.Board ..The.Board.shall.elect.a.Chairperson,.Vice.Chairperson.
and.Secretary/Treasurer.from.its.members ..The.officers.shall.perform.the.duties.normal.for.
their.office.including.but.not.limited.to.the.following:


A .. The.Chairperson.shall.preside.over.all.Board.meetings.and.sign.all.con-
tracts.or.agreements.on.behalf.of.the.Authority,.except.contracts.or.agree-
ments.which.may.be.signed.by.officers.delegated.that.responsibility.by.
the.Board.or.by.this.Agreement,.and.shall.perform.such.other.duties.as.
may.be.authorized.by.the.Board .


B .. The.Vice-Chairperson.shall.perform.all.of.the.Chairperson’s.duties.in.the.
absence.of.the.Chairperson.and.such.other.duties.as.may.be.authorized.
by.the.Board .


C .. The.Secrerary/Treasurer.shall.attest.to.all.contracts.or.agreements.signed.
by.the.Chairperson,.Vice-Chairperson,.or.other.officers.or.employees.of.
the.Authority,.except.routine.purchase.orders.which.need.no.attestation;.
shall.keep.and.maintain.the.financial.books.and.records.of.the.Authority;.
and,.shall.perform.such.other.duties.as.may.be.authorized.by.the.Board ..
The.Executive.Director.shall,.at.the.direction.of.the.Secretary/Treasurer,.
provide.staff.support.for.maintaining.the.financial.books.and.records.of.
the.Authority .
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. 2 .8 .. Meetings ..Meetings.of.the.Board.shall.be.held.at.the.call.of.the.Chairperson.
and.shall.be.conducted.in.accordance.with.the.following.requirements:


A .. The.Board.shall.hold.at.least.one.(1).regular.meeting.each.calendar.quar-
ter.at.such.time.and.place.as.the.Authority.shall.decide.and.may,.upon.
the.call.of.the.Chairperson.or.any.three.(3).Board.members,.hold.special.
meetings ..Any.regular.meeting.may.be.canceled.by.a.simple.majority.of.
the.Board.or.by.the.Chairperson.for.good.cause .


B .. All.regular.and.special.meetings.held.by.the.Board.and.any.subcommit-
tee.meetings.of.the.Board.where.public.business.is.discussed.or.at.which.
formal.action.may.be.taken.shall.be.open.to.the.public.and.subject.to.the.
Colorado.Open.Meetings.Law,.Colorado.Revised.Statutes.Section.24-6-
401, et seq.,.as.amended ..Notice.of.all.regular.meetings.and.special.meet-
ings.shall.include.an.agenda.and.shall.be.posted.in.a.designated.public.
place.no.less.than.seventy.two.(72).hours.prior.to.the.meeting .


C .. The.Board.shall.keep.minutes.of.its.proceedings.showing.the.presence.or.
absence.of.each.Board.member.and.the.vote.of.each.member.upon.every.
motion ..Failure.to.vote.and.any.abstentions.shall.be.noted.in.the.minutes ..
Minutes.and.records.of.the.Board.shall.be.open.to.the.public.and.subject.
to.the.Colorado.Open.Records.Act,.Colorado.Revised.Statutes.Section.
24-72-201, et seq.


. 2 .9 .. Community.Advisory.Committee ..The.Community.Advisory.Committee.of.
the.Board.is.hereby.created ..The.Board.shall.direct.the.Community.Advisory.Committee.and.
supervise.its.activities.to.receive.information,.technical.support,.and.recommendations.from.
the.communities.most.affected.by.the.base.closure ..The.Committee.shall.consist.of.twenty-
one.(21).members ..The.Mayor.of.Denver.shall.appoint.fourteen.(14).members.and.the.City.
of.Aurora.shall.appoint.seven.(7).members ..The.term.of.each.member.shall.be.determined.by.
the.appointing.party ..No.employee.of.the.Authority.shall.be.eligible.to.be.a.member.of.the.
Community.Advisory.Committee .


. 2 .10 .. Denver/Aurora.Coordinating.Committee .


. . 1 ..The.Denver/Aurora.Coordinating.Committee.is.hereby.created.to.resolve.
matters.of.joint.interest.between.the.Parties ..The.Committee.shall.consist.of.six.(6).members ..
The.Mayor.of.Denver.shall.appoint.three.(3).members.and.the.City.of.Aurora.shall.appoint.
three.(3).members ..The.term.of.each.member.shall.be.determined.by.the.appointing.party ..
No.employee.of.the.Authority.shall.be.eligible.to.be.a.member.of.the.Denver/Aurora.Coordi-
nating.Committee .


. . 2 ..The.powers.of.the.Board.as.set.forth.in.Article.Three.are.hereby.modifed.
with.respect.to.the.issues.identified.in.this.subparagraph.2,.as.substantially.affecting.the.in-
terests.of.the.Parties ..The.Board.shall.not.take.formal.action.on.the.issues.identified.herein.as.
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substantially.affecting.the.interests.of.the.Parties.until.such.time.as.it.has.referred.the.issue.to.
the.Denver/Aurora.Coordinating.Committee.for.consideration.and.received.the.affirmative.
vote.of.four.(4).members.of.the.Committee ..The.following.issues.are.deemed.to.substantially.
affect.the.interests.of.the.Parties:


A .. Grant.applications .


B .. Coordination,.phasing.and.funding.of.site.improvements .


C .. Golf.course.related.development.plans.and.revenues .


D .. Caretaker.services .


E .. Perimeter.fences.and.gates .


F .. McKinney.Act.related.issues .


Article.Three
Powers.of.the.Authority


. 3 .1. Plenary.Powers ..Except.as.otherwise.limited.by.this.Agreement,.the.Author-
ity,.in.its.own.name.and.as.provided.herein,.shall.exercise.all.powers.lawfully.authorized.
herein.by.the.Parties.pursuant.to.Colorado.Revised.Statutes,.Section.29-1-203,.as.amended,.
including.all.incidental,.implied,.expressed.or.such.other.powers.as.necessary.to.execute.the,.
purposes.of.this.Agreement ..The.Authority.shall.act.through.its.Board,.its.officers.and.em-
ployees.as.authorized.by.the.Board.pursuant.to.the.Bylaws.and.Rules.and.Regulations ..The.
Authority.shall.not.have.the.power.to.represent.itself.as.or.act.as.agent.for.or.on.behalf.of.
either.of.the.Parties.without.their.written.consent .


. 3 .2 .. Enumerated.Power ..The.Authority’s.powers.shall.be.those.powers.delegated.
by.the.Parties.through.this.Agreement ..Such.powers.shall.include.the.following:


A .. To.hold,.acquire,.operate,.manage,.lease.(as.lessee.or.lessor),.sell,.con-
struct,.reconstruct.or.repair,.or.dispose.of.real.and.personal.property.in.
the.name.of.the.Authority;


B .. To.make.and.enter.into.contracts,.including,.without.limitation,.con-
tracts.with.urban.renewal.authorities,.nonprofit.corporations,.and.con-
tracts.with.state.or.federal.agencies;


C .. To.make.and.enter.into.contracts,.subject.to.payment.provided.by.Fed-
eral.and.State.funding.(grants),.from.revenues.generated.by.the.Authority,.
and.from.funding.provided.by.the.Parties.or.either.of.them,.as.deemed.
appropriate,.for.goods.and.services;
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D .. To.sue.and.be.sued.in.the.Authority’s.own.name;


E .. To.cooperate.with.the.federal.government.in.all.respects.concerning.
implementation.of.the.final.Air.Force.Record.of.Decision.concerning.the.
disposal.and.reuse.of.Lowry;


F .. To.make.and.enter.into.contracts.with.agencies.or.departments.of.the.
Federal.government.for.the.provision.of.caretaker.services.for.all.or.a.
portion.of.Lowry.after.closure ..This.provision.shall.include.the.power.to.
make.and.enter.into.contracts.with.third.parties.for.the.provision.of.such.
services.as.deemed.appropriate.by.the.Authority;


G .. To.hire.and.fire.agents,.employees,.consultants.and.professionals.pursuant.
to.the.Bylaws.and.Rules.and.Regulations.of.the.Authority;


H .. To.apply.to.the.appropriate.municipality.to.plan,.replan,.zone,.rezone,.or.
subdivide.any.part.of.the.area.within.which.the.Authoriry.has.jurisdiction.
in.connection.with.any.project.proposed.or.undertaken.by.the.Authority;


I .. To.provide.for.the.furnishing.of.services,.privileges,.works,.streets,.roads,.
public.utilities,.or.educational.or.other.facilities.for.or.in.connection.with.
a.project;.to.dedicate.property.acquired.or.held.by.it.for.public.works,.
improvements,.facilities,.utilities,.and.purposes;.and.to.agree,.in.connec-
tion.with.any.of.its.contracts,.to.any.conditions.that.it.deems.reasonable.
and.appropriate.including,.but.not.limited.to,.conditions.attached.to.
federal.financial.assistance,.and.to.include.in.any.contract.made.or.let.in.
connection.with.any.project.of.the.Authority.provisions.to.fulfill.such.of.
said.conditions.as.it.may.deem.reasonable.and.appropriate;


J .. To.fix,.maintain,.and.revise.fees,.rates,.rents,.security.deposits,.and.
charges.for.functions,.services,.or.facilities.provided.by.the.Authority;.


K .. To.acquire,.construct,.manage,.maintain,.operate,.lease,.or.otherwise.dis-
pose.of.real.property,.buildings,.works,.improvements,.or.other.facilities.
necessary.to.carry.out.the.purposes.of.this.Agreement;


L .. To.prepare.and.implement.a.pay,.retirement.and.benefits.compensation.
plan.for.all.employees.of.the.Authority;


M ..To.prepare.and.approve.an.annual.operating.budget,.and.any.necessary.
amended.or.supplemental.budgets,.as.set.forth.in.Article.Five;


N .. To.adopt,.modify,.and.amend.Bylaws.and.Regulations.pursuant.to.Sec-
tion.2 .6,.above;
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O .. To.enter.into.Agreements.with.the.Parties.for.the.purpose.of.securing.any.
necessary.professional,.administrative,.or.support.services;


P .. To.keep.and.maintain.financial.books.and.records.to.account.for.all.
expenditures.of.funds,.and.to.obtain.an.independent.audit.conducted.by.
Certified.Public.Accountants.selected.by.the.Board,.of.such.records.annu-
ally.with.the.results.of.same.submitted.to.the.Parties;


Q .. To.adopt.a.master.economic.redevelopment.plan.which.shall.include.a.
three.(3).year.plan,.which.shall.be.updated.prior.to.the.expiration.of.each.
three.(3).year.period,.establishing.strategies.and.goals.for.promoting.and.
marketing.redevelopment.of.Lowry.and.securing.development.commit-
ments.within.the.service.area.of.the.Authority ..The.Authority.shall.adopt.
a.new.three.(3).year.plan.prior.to.the.expiration.of.each.such.plan;


R .. To.accept.contributions,.grants,.or.loans.from.any.public.or.private.
agency,.individual,.or.the.United.States.or.any.department,.instrumental-
ity,.or.agency.thereof,.for.the.purpose.of.financing.its.activities;


S .. To.adopt.financial.and.investment.policies.and.invest.monies.remain-
ing.in.any.fund.which.are.available.for.investment.in.accordance.with.
the.laws.of.the.State.of.Colorado.including.Articles.10 .5.and.47.of.Title.
11,.Colorado.Revised.Statutes,.for.the.investment.of.public.funds.or.by.
public.entities;


T .. To.contract.for.goods.or.services;


U .. To.issue.revenue.bonds.in.accordance.with.section.5 .5,.herein;


V .. To.enter.into.lease.purchase.agreements.and.issue.certificates.of.participa-
tion.in.accordance.with.Colorado.Revised.Statutes.Section.29-1-101;


W .. To.take.all.actions.necessary.or.appropriate.to.carry.out.and.implement.
the.provisions.of.this.Agreement .


. 3 .3. Implied.Powers ..In.determining.what.implied.powers.the.Authority.has.
under.Article.Three,.herein,.it.shall.be.clearly.understood.the.Authority.shall.not.have.the.
following.powers:


A .. Taxation .


B .. Special.assessments.pursuant.to.Article.25.of.Title.31,.Colorado.Revised.
Statutes,.and.Article.I.of.Title.32,.Colorado.Revised.Statutes .


C .. Condemnation.(eminent.domain) .
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D .. Creation.of.general.obligation.debt .


E .. Zoning.or.other.governmental.powers.over.land.use .


F .. Building,.fire.code,.public.health.and.safety.regulations .


G .. Control.and.acceptance.of.public.rights.of.way .


H .. Imposition.or.assessment.against.the.Parties.to.this.Agreement.of.any.
fees,.rates,.charges,.debt,.or.other.costs.or.financial.obligations .


I .. Assignment.or.delegation.of.any.specific.powers,.duties.or.responsibilities.
imposed.by.this.Agreement.except.as.authorized.by.the.Parties.in.writing .


. 3 .4 .. Leases ..The.Parties.anticipate.the.Authority.will.enter.into.interim.leases.for.
all.or.a.portion.of.Lowry.property.and.the.Authority.will.sublet.all.or.a.portion.of.said.leased.
property.to.third.parties ..In.such.event,.any.leases.or.subleases.entered.into.by.the.Authority.
as.lessor.shall.include,.at.a.minimum,.substantially.the.following.provisions:


A .. Sublessee.shall.maintain,.at.its.own.cost,.comprehensive.general.liability.
and.property.damage.insurance.on.buildings.and.real.property.in.a.rea-
sonable.minimum.amount.as.determined.by.the.Authority ..A.certificate.
of.insurance.naming.the.Authority.as.an.additional.insured.evidencing.
such.insurance.shall.be.delivered.to.the.Authority.contemporaneously.
with.the.execution.of.the.sublease.agreement .


B .. Sublessee.shall.not.assign.or.transfer.its.rights.under.the.sublease.agree-
ment.or.sublet.the.leased.premises.without.first.obtaining.written.consent.
from.the.Authority .


C .. Sublessee.shall.use.the.leased.premises.in.a.careful,.safe.and.proper.man-
ner.and.shall.not.use.or.permit.the.premises.to.be.used.for.any.purpose.
prohibited.by.the.laws.of.the.United.States.of.America,.the.State.of.Colo-
rado,.or.the.Charter.or.Ordinances.of.the.Party.wherein.whose.municipal.
jurisdiction.the.premises.is.located .


D .. Sublessee.shall.be.responsible.for.payment.of.any.and.all.costs.and.ex-
penses.associated.with.maintaining.and.operating.the.leased.property.
including,.but.not.limited.to,.payment.of.utilities,.mechanical.mainte-
nance,.and.other.maintenance.services .


E .. Sublessee.shall.duly.pay.and.discharge.all.taxes,.assessments.and.other.
governmental.charges.which.are.lawfully.imposed.upon.the.leased.prem-
ises .
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F .. Provisions.for.termination.in.the.event.or.default.by.the.sublessee .


. 3 .5 .. Spending.Authority ..The.Authority.is.limited.in.its.spending.powers.to.the.
annual.total.budget.approved.by.the.Board ..Annual.expenditures.shall.not.exceed.anticipated.
revenues.for.the.year.plus.beginning.unreserved.cash.balances ..The.Authority.shall.receive.
less.than.ten.percent.(10%).of.its.annual.revenue.in.grants.from.all.Colorado.State.and.local.
governments.combined,.including.the.Parties .


Article.Four
Personnel


. 4 .1 .. Executive.Director ..The.Board.of.Directors.of.the.Authority.shall.appoint.an.
executive.director,.who.shall.be.the.chief.operating.officer.for.the.Authority ..The.Executive.
Director.shall.have.such.executive.powers.and.duties.as.prescribed.by.the.Board.of.Directors,.
including,.but.not.limited.to.the.hiring,.supervising,.and.directing.of.all.employees.of.the.
Authority;.the.daily.management.of.the.Authority’s.business.affairs;.providing.staff.support.
to.the.Board.of.Directors.and.the.committees.of.the.Authority;.and.the.execution.of.all.reso-
lutions.and.orders.of.the.Board.of.Directors ..The.Board.of.Directors.shall.set.the.salary.and.
benefits.of.the.Executive.Director.and.shall.annually.review.the.performance.of.the.Executive.
Director ..The.Executive.Director.shall.not.be.an.official,.employee,.or.agent.of.either.Party.
and.shall.serve.at.the.pleasure.of.the.Board.of.Directors ..Upon.resignation.or.removal.of.the.
Executive.Director,.notice.shall.be.provided.to.the.Parties,.along.with.any.explanation.of.the.
action .


. 4 .2. Employees ..No.official,.employee,.or.agent.for.either.Denver.or.Aurora.shall.
be.hired.or.retained.as.an.officer.or.employee.of.the.Authority .


. 4 .3 .. Employment.Status ..The.Executive.Director.and.the.employees.of.the.Au-
thority.are.not.intended.to.be,.and.shall.not.be.regarded.as.being,.employees,.agents,.or.
contractors.of.the.Parties ..The.Authority.shall.be.solely.responsible.for.establishing.personnel.
policies,.rules,.and.regulations.for.its.employees,.in.accordance.with.this.Agreement ..This.
shall.include.determining.the.appropriate.compensation,.benefits,.protections,.and.other.em-
ployment.rights.and.duties.for.employees ..Any.liability.or.other.financial.obligation.incurred.
or.caused.by.the.Executive.Director.or.employees.of.the.Authority.shall.be.exclusively.the.
responsibility.of.the.Authority .


. 4 .4 .. Compliance.with.law ..The.Authority.shall.comply.with.all.applicable.federal,.
state,.and.local.law.relating.to.employment.standards.and.practices,.including.those.pertain-
ing.to.equal.employment.opportunity.and.nondiscrimination ..The.Authority.shall.maintain.
such.levels.of.worker’s.compensation.coverage.as.mandated.by.state.law .


. 4 .5 .. Indemnification ..The.Authority.shall,.to.the.extent.permitted.and.within.the.
limitations.of.the.Colorado.Governmental.Immunity.Act,.indemnify.and.defend.each.Direc-
tor,.officer,.and.employee.of.the.Authority.in.connection.with.any.claim.or.actual.or.threat-
ened.suit,.action,.or.proceeding.in.which.he.or.she.may.be.involved.in.his.or.her.official.
capacity.by.reason.of.his.or.her.being,.or.having.been.such.Director,.officer,.or.employee,.or.
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by.reason.of.any.action.or.omission.by.him.or.her.in.any.such.capacity ..The.Authority.may,.
but.shall.have.no.obligation.to,.indemnify.or.defend.any.such.Director,.officer,.or.employee.
for.any.claim,.suit,.action,.or.proceeding.arising.out.of.alleged.criminal.offenses.or.willful.
and.wanton.misconduct.of.such.Director,.officer,.or.employee .


. 4 .6. Conflicts.of.Interest .


. 1 .. No.person.serving.as.a.director,.officer,.or.employee.of.the.Authority.shall:


A .. Hold.any.financial.or.other.personal.interest.in.any.contract.of.the.Au-
thority;


B .. Be.a.purchaser.or.lessee,.or.act.as.an.agent.for.anyone.other.than.the.
Authority,.with.regard.to.any.sales.or.leases.of.real.or.personal.property.
under.the.jurisdiction.of.the.Authority;


C .. Acquire.or.hold,.directly.or.indirectly,.any.financial.or.personal.interest.in.
any.business.or.undertaking.which.that.person.has.reason.to.believe.may.
be.substantially.benefitted.by.any.action.taken.by.the.Authority;


D .. Disclose.or.use.any.confidential.information.acquired.in.the.course.of.
that.person’s.official.duties.in.order.to.further.substantially.that.person’s.
financial.or.personal.interest;


E .. Accept.a.gift.of.substantial.value.or.a.substantial.economic.benefit.tan-
tamount.to.a.valuable.gift.which.would.tend.improperly,.or.could.be.
reasonably.perceived,.to.influence.that.person.to.depart.from.the.faithful.
and.impartial.discharge.of.that.person’s.public.duties;.or


F .. Undertake.or.fail.to.undertake.any.action.in.that.person’s.official.capacity.
which.would.reasonably.create.a.perception.of.impropriety.or.unethical.
conduct.on.the.part.of.that.person .


. 2 .. “Personal.interest”.under.this.section.would.include.interests.held.by.imme-
diate.members.of.one’s.family.or.one’s.business.partners,.employer,.or.a.corporation.or.other.
business.in.which.one.or.one’s.immediate.family.owns.or.controls.an.interest.or.from.which.
one.or.one’s.immediate.family.receives.a.substantial.financial.benefit .


. 3 .. In.the.event.that.a.director,.officer,.or.employee.should.have.any.reason.to.
believe.that.an.actual.or.potential.conflict.of.interest.exists,.the.nature.of.such.interest.or.
conflict.shall.be.disclosed ..Employees.of.the.Authority.shall.make.such.disclosures.to.the.
Executive.Director ..Any.member.of.the.Board.and.the.Executive.Director.shall.make.such.
disclosures.to.the.Board.of.Directors ..The.Board.shall.have.the.duty.to.take.appropriate.
action.necessary.to.resolve.any.conflicts.in.accordance.with.this.section.and.in.a.manner.to.
assure.that.the.confidence.of.the.Parties.and.the.public.in.the.Authority.is.maintained .
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. 4 .. Failure.by.a.director,.officer,.or.employee.of.the.Authority.to.disclose.properly.
and.timely.any.conflict.described.under.this.section.shall.be.grounds.for.immediate.removal.
or.dismissal.of.that.person.from.that.person’s.official.duties .


Article.Five
Budgets/Funding/Debt


. 5 .1. Annual.Budget ..No.later.than.October.1.of.each.year,.the.Executive.Director.
shall.submit.to.the.Board.a.proposed.annual.budget.for.the.next.fiscal.year.and.shall.submit.
a.copy.of.the.proposed.annual.budget.to.the.Mayor.of.Denver.and.the.Mayor.of.Aurora ..
The.budget.adopted.by.the.Board.shall.conform.with.the.requirements.of.the.Local.Govern-
ment.Budget.Law.of.Colorado,.Colorado.Revised.Statutes.Section.29-1-101.et seq.,.and.the.
additional.requirements.set.forth.in.this.Agreement ..The.budget.shall.be.prepared.on.a.cash.
basis.and.budgeted.expenditures.shall.never.exceed.beginning.cash.balance.plus.anticipated.
revenues.for.the.year ..A.cash.reserve.equal.to.one.twelfth.of.budgeted.operating.expenditures.
will.be.maintained.every.year.beginning.January.1,.1996 ..In.addition.to.a.cash.based.budget.
the.Director.shall.submit.financial.statements.prepared.on.an.accrual.basis.in.conformance.
with.generally.accepted.accounting.principles.for.the.previous.year.and.projected.financial.
statements.for.the.current.and.next.fiscal.year ..The.cash.based.proposed.budget.shall.include.
a.line.item.detail.of.all.proposed.expenditures.and.revenues,.a.detailed.estimate.of.the.con-
tributions.requested.from.the.parties.(which.contributions.shall.not.cause.the.Authority.to.
exceed.from.all.State.and.local.government.grants.an.amount.less.than.ten.percent.(10%).of.
its.total.revenues);.and,.the.number,.qualifications,.titles,.salaries,.and.benefits.of.all.employ-
ees.to.be.retained.by.the.Authority ..The.proposed.annual.budget.shall.contain.a.narrative.
describing.the.proposed.work.plan.for.the.coming.year.and.performance.measures.related.to.
the.work.plan.for.the.prior.year,.current.year,.and.next.fiscal.year ..The.budget.for.the.next.
fiscal.year.shall.be.adopted.by.the.Board.no.later.than.November.I.of.the.current.year.after.
review.by.and.comments.received.from.the.Parties ..The.Director.shall.submit.a.budget.for.
the.partial.first.fiscal.year.of.the.Authority.(1994).which.conforms.to.these.requirements.
before.the.final.agreement.for.establishment.of.the.Authority.takes.place .


. 5 .2 .. Books.and.Records ..The.Authority.shall.provide.for.the.keeping.of.accurate.
and.correct.books.of.account.on.an.accrual.basis.in.accordance.with.the.Local.Government.
Uniform.Accounting.Law,.Colorado.Revised.Statutes.Section.29-1-501,.et seq.,.and.generally.
accepted.government.accounting.principles,.showing.in.detail.a.cash.flow.analysis,.capital.
costs,.costs.of.special.services,.maintenance.and.operating.costs,.and.all.financial.transac-
tions.of.the.Authority ..In.addition.to.the.requirements.set.forth.in.Colorado.Revised.Statutes.
Section.29-1-501,.et seq.,.the.Authority’s.books.of.account.shall.correctly.show.any.and.all.
revenues,.costs,.expenses,.or.charges.paid.from.or.to.be.paid.by.funds.obtained.from.federal.
or.state.Grants,.the.Parties,.private.contributions,.or.revenues.generated.by.the.Authority’s.
activities ..The.Authority’s.books.and.records.shall.be.open.to.inspection.by.the.Parties.upon.
reasonable.notice.during.normal.business.hours ..The.Parties.shall.have.the.right.to.examine.
any.pertinent.books.and.records.of.the.Authority.until.the.expiration.of.three.(3).years.after.
the.Authority.discontinues.operations.or.ceases.to.exist ..The.Board.shall.provide.for.the.
auditing.of.all.books.and.accounts.and.other.financial.records.of.the.Authority.on.an.an-
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nual.basis.in.accordance.with.the.Colorado.Local.Govemment.Audit.Law,.Colorado.Revised.
Statutes.Section.29-1-601,.et seq.,.by.an.independent.Certified.Public.Accountant.selected.
by.the.Board ..The.audit.shall.be.completed.within.six.(6).months.after.the.close.of.the.fiscal.
year ..The.audit.shall.be.presented.to.the.Parties.no.later.than.thirty.(30).days.after.receipt.of.
the.audit.report.by.the.Board .


5 .3 .. Operating,.Capital.Replacement.and.Capital.Facilities.Plans ..The.Authority.shall,.
through.its.Executive.Director,.prepare.and.annually.update.separate.three.(3).year.operat-
ing,.capital.replacement.and.capital.facilities.plans.for.the.Authority ..These.plans.shall.be.
reviewed.by.the.Board.annually.and.shall.be.submitted.to.the.Parties .


5 .4 .. Revenue.Bonds .


1 ..The.Authority.may,.from.time.to.time,.issue.revenue.bonds.for.any.of.its.corporate.pur-
poses ..The.bonds.shall.be.issued.pursuant.to.a.written.resolution.approved.by.the.Board.and.
shall.be.payable.solely.out.of.all.or.a.specified.portion.of.the.revenues.of.the.authority.as.
designated.by.the.Board .


2 ..Revenue.bonds.of.the.Authority,.as.provided.in.the.resolution.of.the.Board.under.which.
the.bonds.are.authorized.or.as.provided.in.a.trust.indenture.between.the.Authority.and.any.
commercial.or.trust.company.having.full.trust.powers,.may:


A .. Be.executed.and.delivered.by.the.Authority.in.the.form,.in.denomina-
tions,.upon.the.terms.and.maturities,.and.at.the.times.established.by.the.
Board;


B .. Be.subject.to.optional.or.mandatory.redemption.prior.to.maturity.with.
or.without.a.premium;


C .. Be.in.fully.registered.form.or.bearer.form.registerable.as.to.principal.or.
interest.or.both;


D .. Bear.such.conversion.privileges.and.be.payable.in.such.installments.and.
at.such.times.not.exceeding.thirty.(30).years.from.the.date.of.issuance.as.
established.by.the.Board;


E .. Be.payable.at.such.place.or.places.whether.within.or.without.the.state.as.
established.by.the.Board;


F .. Bear.interest.at.such.rate.or.rates.per.annum,.which.may.be.fixed.or.vary.
according.to.index,.procedure,.or.formula.or.as.determined.by.the.Au-
thority.or.its.agents;


G ..Be.subject.to.purchase.at.the.option.of.the.holder.or.the.Board;
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H .. Be.evidenced.in.the.manner.established.by.the.Board,.and.executed.by.
the.members.of.the.Board,.including.the.use.of.one.or.more.facsimile.
signatures.which.may.be.either.of.a.member.of.the.Board.or.of.an.autho-
rized.agent.authenticating.the.same;


I .. Contain.any.other.provisions.not.inconsistent.with.this.Agreement .


. 3 ..The.revenue.bonds.may.be.sold.at.public.or.private.sale.at.the.price.or.prices,.in.
the.manner,.and.at.the.times.as.determined.by.the.Board,.and.the.Board.may.pay.all.fees,.
expenses,.and.commissions.which.it.deems.necessary.or.advantageous.in.connection.with.the.
sale.of.the.bonds ..The.power.to.fix.the.date.of.sale.of.the.bonds,.to.receive.bids.or.proposals,.
to.award.and.sell.bonds,.to.fix.interest.rates,.and.to.take.all.other.action.necessary.to.sell.and.
deliver.the.bonds.may.be.delegated.to.an.officer.or.agent.of.the.Authority ..Any.outstanding.
bonds.may.be.refunded.by.the.Authority.pursuant.to.Article.56.of.Title.11,.C .R .S ..All.bonds.
and.any.interest.coupons.applicable.thereto.are.declared.to.be.negotiable.instruments .


. 4 ..The.Resolution.or.Trust.Indenture.authorizing.the.issuance.of.the.revenue.bonds.
may.pledge.all.or.a.portion.of.the.property.or.revenues.of.the.Authority,.may.contain.such.
provisions.for.protecting.and.enforcing.the.rights.and.remedies.of.holders.of.any.of.the.
bonds.as.the.Authority.deems.appropriate,.may.set.forth.the.rights.and.remedies.of.the.hold-
ers.of.any.of.the.bonds,.and.may.contain.provisions.which.the.Authority.deems.appropriate.
for.the.security.of.the.holders.of.the.bonds,.including.but.not.limited.to.provisions.for.letters.
of.credit,.insurance,.standby.credit.agreements,.or.other.forms.of.credit.ensuring.timely.pay-
ment.of.the.bonds,.including.the.redemption.price.or.the.purchase.price .


. 5 ..Any.pledge.of.revenues.or.property.made.by.the.Authority.or.by.any.person.or.
governmental.unit.with.which.the.Authority.contracts.shall.be.valid.and.binding.from.the.
time.the.pledge.is.made ..The.revenues.or.property.so.pledged.shall.immediately.be.subject.
to.the.lien.of.such.pledge.without.any.physical.delivery.or.further.act,.and.the.lien.of.such.
pledge.shall.be.valid.and.binding.against.all.parties.having.claims.of.any.kind.in.tort,.con-
tract,.or.otherwise.against.the.pledging.party,.regardless.of.whether.the.party.has.notice.of.
such.lien ..The.instrument.by.which.the.pledge.is.created.need.not.be.recorded.or.filed .


. 6 ..Neither.the.members.of.the.Board,.employees.of.the.Authority,.nor.any.person.
executing.the.revenue.bonds.shall.be.liable.personally.on.the.bonds.or.subject.to.any.personal.
liability.or.accountability.by.reason.of.the.issuance.thereof .


. 7 ..The.Authority.may.purchase.its.revenue.bonds.out.of.any.available.funds.and.may.
hold,.pledge,.cancel,.or.resell.such.bonds.subject.to.and.in.accordance.with.agreements.with.
the.holders.thereof .
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Article.Six
Assets.of.the.Authority


. 6 .1 .. Asset.Inventory.Scheduler ..The.Authority.shall.maintain.an.asset.inventory.
list.for.any.and.all.real.or.personal.property.acquired.by.the.Authority.by.lease,.purchase,.
donation.or.federal.conveyance ..This.list.shall.designate.how.the.asset.was.acquired,.the.date.
of.acquisition,.and.the.date.of.any.sale.or.other.disposition.of.any.asset.transferred.by.the.
Authority,.together.with.the.amount.of.consideration.received.or.paid.by.the.Authority .


Article.Seven
Termination


. 7 .1 .. Termination.By.Notice ..This.Agreement.or.any.renewals.thereof.may.be.ter-
minated.by.either.of.the.Parties.hereto.provided.that:


A .. The.Party.intending.to.terminate.this.Agreement.provides,.unless.other-
wise.provided.herein,.at.least.twelve.(12).months.notice.to.the.other,.and


B .. The.effective.date.of.termination.shall.be.on.December.31.of.any.calen-
dar.year,.provided.said.termination.shall.be.no.sooner.than.six.(6).months.
after.service.of.the.written.notice.of.termination.except.the.Agreement.
may.not.be.terminated.so.long.as.the.Authority.has.bonds,.notes,.or.other.
obligations.outstanding,.unless.provision.for.full.payment.thereof.by.
escrow.or.otherwise.has.been.made.pursuant.to.the.terms.of.such.obliga-
tions .


. 7 .2 .. Assets ..Any.assets.remaining.upon.the.dissolution.of.the.Authority,.after.the.
payment.of.lawful.debts.and.other.encumbrances.on.the.assets,.shall.be.apportioned.to.the.
Parties.in.the.quantity.and.to.the.extent.of.the.total.Lowry.land.located.within.each.of.the.
Parties’.municipal.boundaries .


. 7 .3 .. Wind-up.and.Liquidation ..In.the.event.of.termination.of.this.Agreement,.the.
Board.shall.wind-up.and.liquidate.the.assets.of.the.Authority ..In.addition,.any.debts.of.the.
Authority.shall.not.constitute.debt.or.financial.obligation.or.become.the.responsibility.of.the.
Parties .


Article.Eight
Ownership.of.Land


. 8 .1 ..The.Parties.acknowledge.that.89%.of.the.land.comprising.Lowry.is.in.Denver.
and.11%.is.in.Aurora;.therefore,.each.of.the.Parties.shall.be.responsible.for.exercising.gov-
ernmental.powers.over.the.portion.of.Lowry.within.its.jurisdictional.boundary ..The.City.
and.County.of.Denver.originally.purchased.all.of.the.land.comprising.Lowry.for.the.United.
States.of.America,.having.financed.the.purchase.of.such.land.through.the.sale.of.general.
obligation.bonds.of.the.City.and.County.of.Denver ..The.Parties.hereby.agree.that.as.between.
themselves,.the.City.and.County.of.Denver.has.a.prior.right.and.claim.to.the.future.owner-
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ship.of.the.land.comprising.Lowry.and.Aurora.hereby.agrees.to.make.no.claim,.request,.or.
in.any.other.way.seek.conveyance.of.the.real.property.or.related.personal.property.perma-
nently.affixed.to.the.real.property.comprising.Lowry.from.the.United.States.of.America.and.
further.agrees.to.use.its.best.efforts.to.support.the.lease.or.conveyance.of.Lowry.to.Denver.
by.the.United.States.of.America.unless.Denver.fails.to.seek.the.lease.or.conveyance.of.all.or.
a.portion.of.such.property ..Should.Denver’s.efforts.to.acquire.ownership.to.such.property.be.
successful,.Denver.agrees.to.transfer.to.Aurora.for.a.consideration.equal.to.any.cost.paid.by.
Denver.for.such.property.all.or.a.portion.of.such.property.which.is.located.in.Aurora ..Should.
Denver’s.efforts.fail.in.that.the.final.decision.is.made.against.Denver’s.request.for.such.a.lease.
or.conveyance,.Denver.shall.so.notify.Aurora.in.writing.and.Aurora.may.assert.any.claim,.
request,.or.other.rights.it.may.have.to.seek.conveyance.of.such.real.and.personal.property.
which.notice.will.not.be.unreasonably.be.withheld.by.Denver .


Article.Nine
Miscellaneous.Provisions


. 9 .1 .. Notices ..Any.notice.required.hereunder.shall.be.given.in.writing,.delivered.
personally,.or.sent.by.registered.mail,.postage.prepaid,.and.addressed.to.the.Parties.at.the.ad-
dresses.set.forth.below.or.at.such.other.address.as.either.Party.may.hereafter.or.from.time.to.
time.designate.by.written.notice.to.the.other.Party.given.in.accordance.herewith ..Notice.shall.
be.considered.given.when.personally.delivered.or.mailed,.and.shall.be.considered.received.on.
the.earlier.of.the.day.on.which.such.notice.is.actually.received.by.the.Party.to.whom.it.is.ad-
dressed,.or.the.third.day.after.such.notice.is.mailed .


. Denver:. Mayor


. . . Mayor’s.Office.(Room.300)


. . . City.and.County.Building


. . . 1437.Bannock.Street


. . . Denver,.Colorado.80202


. Aurora:.. City.of.Aurora


. . . Mayor


. . . Room.808


. . . 1470.South.Havana.Street


. . . Aurora,.Colorado.80012


. 9 .2 .. Consent ..Whenever.any.provision.of.this.Agreement.requires.consent.or.ap-
proval.of.the.Parties.hereto,.the.same.shall.not.be.unreasonably.withheld .


. 9 .3 .. Amendments ..No.alterations,.amendments.or.modifications.hereof.shall.be.
valid.unless.executed.by.an.instrument.in.writing.by.the.Parties.with.the.same.formality.as.
this.Agreement ..Neither.this.Agreement,.nor.any.term.hereof,.can.be.changed,.modified,.or.
abandoned,.in.whole.or.in.part,.except.by.the.instrument.in.writing,.and.no.prior,.contem-
porary,.or.subsequent.oral.agreement.shall.have.any.validity.whatsoever .
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. 9 .4 .. Severability ..If.any.clause.or.provision.herein.contained.shall.be.adjudged.
to.be.insubstantial.and.invalid.or.unenforceable.by.a.court.of.competent.jurisdiction.or.by.
operation.of.any.applicable.law,.such.invalid.or.unenforceable.clause.or.provision.shall.not.
affect.the.validity.of.the.Agreement.as.a.whole.and.all.other.clauses.or.provisions.shall.be.
given.full.force.and.effect .


. 9 .5 .. Binding.Effect ..The.provisions.of.this.Agreement.shall.be.binding.upon.and.
shall.inure.to.the.benefit.of.the.parties.hereto.and.to.their.respective.successors.and.permitted.
assigns .


. 9 .6 .. Assignment.and.Delegation ..Neither.Party.shall.assign.any.or.the.rights.nor.
delegate.any.of.the.duties.by.this.Agreement.without.the.written.consent.of.the.other.Party .


. 9 .7 .. Applicable.Law ..This.Agreement.shall.be.governed.by.and.construed.in.ac-
cordance.with.the.Constitution.and.laws.of.the.State.of.Colorado .


. 9 .8 .. Paragraph.Headings ..The.paragraph.headings.are.inserted.herein.only.as.
a.matter.of.convenience.and.for.reference.and.in.no.way.are.intended.to.be.a.part.of.this.
Agreement.or.to.define,.limit.or.describe.the.scope.or.intent.of.this.Agreement.or.the.par-
ticular.paragraphs.hereof.to.which.they.refer .


. 9 .9 .. Singular.and.Plural ..Whenever.the.context.shall.so.require,.the.singular.shall.
include.the.plural.and.the.plural.shall.include.the.singular .


. 9 .10 .. No.discrimination.in.employment ..In.connection.with.the.performance.of.
work.under.this.Agreement,.the.Authority.shall.not.refuse.to.hire,.discharge,.promote.or.
demote,.or.to.discriminate.in.matters.of.compensation.against.any.person.otherwise.quali-
fied,.solely.because.of.race,.color,.religion,.national.origin,.gender,.age,.military.status,.sexual.
orientation,.marital.status,.or.physical.or.mental.disability ..The.Authority.shall.insert.sub-
stantially.the.foregoing.provision.in.all.contracts.to.which.the.Authority.is.a.party.which.
affects.or.relates.to.this.Agreement .


. 9 .11 .. Supersession ..This.Agreement.shall.supersede.the.prior.intergovernmental.
agreement.between.the.Parties.dated.February.11,.1992,.establishing.the.Lowry.Economic.
Recovery.Project .


. 9 .12 .. Counterparts ..This.Agreement.may.be.executed.in.counterparts,.each.of.
which.shall.be.deemed.to.be.an.original,.but.all.of.which.shall.together.constitute.one.and.
the.same.document .


IN.WITNESS.WHEREOF,.the.Parties.hereto.have.caused.this.Agreement.to.be.executed.as.
of.the.day.and.year.first.hereinabove.written .
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Appendix 5 - San Bernardino Regional Airport Authority
.JOINT.EXERCISE.OF.POWERS.AGREEMENT


CREATING.AN.AGENCY.TO.BE.KNOWN.AS.THE
SAN.BERNARDINO.REGIONAL.AIRPORT.AUTHORITY


. This.Agreement,.dated.for.convenience.as.of.May.11,.1992,.is.made.by.and.among.
the.County.of.San.Bernardino,.City.of.Colton,.City.of.Highland,.City.of.Loma.Linda,.City.
of.Redlands.and.City.of.San.Bernardino.(hereinafter.sometimes.collectively.referred.to.as.the.
“Parties”) .


W.I.T.N.E.S.S.E.T.H


. WHEREAS,.Article.1.of.Chapter.5.of.Division.7.of.Title.1.of.the.Government.Code.
of.the.State.of.California.pertaining.to.the.joint.exercise.of.powers.authorizes.the.Parties.by.
agreement.to.jointly.exercise.certain.powers.common.to.the.Parties;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.Parties.hereto.recognize.the.importance.of.determining.the.value.of.
the.potential.civilian.aviation.use.of.Norton.Air.Force.Base.and.its.resulting.possible.benefit.
to.the.entire.East.Valley.region,.all.as.may.be.determined.by.land.use,.aviation.and.environ-
mental.studies.required.to.be.undertaken.by.the.Authority.pursuant.to.the.California.Envi-
ronmental.Quality.Act.of.1970,.as.amended.(“CEQA”);.and


. WHEREAS,.each.of.said.Parties.agrees.that.a.regional.approach.is.desirable.to.both.
(i).direct.the.policies.and.activities.of.a.civilian.aviation.facility.at.Norton.Air.Force.Base.and.
(ii).acquire,.own,.maintain.and.operate.the.aviation.related.portions.of.Norton.Air.Force.
Base.for.all.aviation.uses.as.may.be.legally.permitted.upon.such.property,.or.such.other.uses.
as.may.be.legally.permitted.and.as.‘may.be.determined.by.the.Authority.all.in.accordance.
with.CEQA.procedures.to.be.hereafter.complied.with.by.the.Authority;.and


. WHEREAS,.each.of.the.Parties.hereto.has.the.power.to.acquire,.operate,.repair,.
maintain.and.administer.an.airport.facility;.and


. WHEREAS,.it.has.been.agreed.by.each.of.the.Parties.that.the.interests.thereof,.as.
well.as.of.the.public.in.general,.may.be.served.if.those.portions.of.Norton.Air.Force.Base.to.
be.transferred.by.the.federal.government.upon.closure,.namely.the.airfield.and.aviation.sup-
port.areas.of.Norton.Air.Force.Base.(herein.sometimes.referred.to.as.the.“Airport.Facility,”.as.
is.presently.described.in.the.Base.Reuse.Plan.of.the.Inland.Valley.Development.Agency.and.
as.further.depicted.on.the.map.of.Norton.Air.Force.Base.as.attached.hereto.as.Exhibit.“A”.
and.incorporated.herein.by.reference,.subject.to.expansion.or.reduction.by.determination.of.
the.federal.government.upon.transfer.thereof ),.is.continued.as.a.publicly.owned,.operated.
and.maintained.airport,.pursuant.to.the.applicable.federal.and.State.of.California.laws,.under.
the.operational.control.of.a.joint.powers.authority.created.by.the.Parties.in.this.Agreement;.
and
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. WHEREAS,.it.is.the.intent.and.desire.of.the.Parties.to.enter.into.an.agreement.to.
establish.a.public.entity,.separate.and.apart.from.the.Parties.hereto,.as.hereinafter.described.
and.set.forth,.which.entity.shall.then.set.about.the.task.of.accomplishing.the.above.described.
general.purpose.in.a.manner.most.capable.of.promoting.the.greatest.public.good.and.welfare;.
and


. WHEREAS,.the.Parties.hereto.recognize.the.immediate.necessity.for.planning.for.the.
scheduled.closure.of.Norton.Air.Force.Base.and.the.need.to.determine.the.manner.in.which.
to.utilize.the.aviation.facilities.of.the.Norton.Air.Force.Base,.as.depicted.on.Exhibit.“A”,.after.
closure.to.attract.business,.create.jobs.and.improve.the.quality.of.life.for.the.citizens.of.the.
East.Valley;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.Inland.Valley.Development.Agency.was.previously.formed.by.
several.of.the.Parties.pursuant.to.Health.and.Safety.Code.Section.33320 .5,.to.have.and.
exclusively.exercise.powers.of.a.redevelopment.agency.within.a.previously.designated.rede-
velopment.project.area.in.furtherance.of.the.redevelopment.thereof,.and.the.Inland.Valley.
Development.Agency.shall.act.as.the.redevelopment.agency,.legislative.body.and.planning.
commission.with.respect.to.all.approvals.and.actions.required.in.connection.with.the.adop-
tion.of.the.Redevelopment.Plan;.provided,.however,.all.land.use,.planning.and.development.
decisions.with.regard.to.the.land.within.the.redevelopment.project.area.shall.continue.to.be.
under.the.control.and.jurisdiction.of.each.of.the.respective.local.legislative.bodies.or.plan-
ning.commissions,.as.applicable;.and


. WHEREAS,.the.State.Legislature.enacted.Health.and.Safety.Code.Section.33320 .5.
to.assist.communities.within.the.County.of.San.Bernardino.in.their.attempt.to.preserve.the.
military.facilities.and.installations.for.their.continued.use.as.airports.and.aviation.related.
purposes .


. NOW,.THEREFORE,.IN.CONSIDERATION.OF.THE.MUTUAL.PROMISES,.
COVENANTS.AND.CONDITIONS.HEREINAFTER.CONTAINED,.THE.PARTIES.
AND.EACH.OF.THEM,.DO.AGREE.HEREBY.AS.FOLLOWS:


. Section.1 ... Purpose .


. This.Agreement.is.entered.into.pursuant.to.the.provisions.of.Article.1,.Chapter.5,.
Division.7,.Title.1.(commencing.with.Section.6500).of.the.Government.Code.of.the.State.of.
California.(herein.sometimes.referred.to.as.the.“Act”).relating.to.the.joint.exercise.of.powers.
common.to.public.agencies.(in.this.case.the.Parties.to.this.Agreement,.each.of.which.is.au-
thorized.to.contract.with.the.other.pursuant.hereto).and.is.made.for.the.purpose.of.enabling.
the.Parties.to.exercise.their.powers.jointly.in.a.certain.“Project”,.described.as.the.acquisition,.
operation,.repair,.maintenance.and.administration.of.the.aviation.related.portions.of.the.
Norton.Air.Force.Base.as.a.public.airport,.as.depicted.on.Exhibit.“A”,.pursuant.to.applicable.
federal.and.State.of.California.laws ..Each.of.the.Parties.has.the.powers.necessary.to.accom-
plish.this.Agreement ..The.foregoing.purposes.will.be.accomplished.and.the.common.powers.
exercised.in.the.manner.hereafter.set.forth .
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. Section.2 .. .Authority .


. A .. Creation.of.the.Authority .


. Pursuant.to.the.Act,.there.is.hereby.created.a.public.entity,.separate.and.apart.from.
the.Parties.hereto,.to.be.known.as.the.“San.Bernardino.Regional.Airport.Authority”.(herein-
after.referred.to.as.the.“Authority”) ..The.debts,.liabilities.and.obligations.of.the.Authority.do.
not.constitute.debts,.liabilities.or.obligations.of.the.Parties .


. B .. Commission.of.the.Authority .


. (1).The.Authority.shall.be.governed.by.a.Commission.composed.of.seven.(7).indi-
vidual.members,.each.serving.in.their.individual.capacity.as.a.Member.of.the.Commission ..
The.Commission.shall.be.called.the.“San.Bernardino.Regional.Airport.Authority.Commis-
sion”.(hereinafter.sometimes.referred.to.as.the.“Commission”) .


. (2).The.Commission.shall.consist.of.two.(2).elected.officials.from.the.City.of.San.
Bernardino.and.one.(1).elected.official.from.each.of.the.County.of.San.Bernardino.and.the.
Cities.of.Colton,.Highland,.Loma.Linda.and.Redlands ..The.elected.officials.thus.serving.
on.the.Commission.shall.be.called.“Members” ..Each.such.Member.shall.be.appointed.by.
the.legislative.body.of.each.Party.to.serve.as.primary.representatives.and.shall.serve.at.the.
pleasure.of.each.such.legislative.body ..Each.Party.shall.similarly.designate.one.(1).additional.
elected.official.of.the.Party.to.serve.as.an.alternate.representative.for.each.Member.allocated.
to.each.Party.as.a.primary.representative.for.the.purpose.of.attending.commission.meetings.
and.to.fully.participate.in.such.meetings.and.to.cast.votes.in.place.of.a.primary.representa-
tive.for.such.Party ..The.term.“Member”.or.“Members”.shall.specifically.include.both.primary.
representatives.and.alternate.representatives.appointed.in.the.manner.provided.in.this.Section.
2 .B .;.provided.that.alternative.representatives.shall.not.participate.in.meetings.as.a.Member.
or.cast.votes.on.any.Authority.matter.except.if.a.primary.representative.of.a.Member.is.not.
present.or.is.not.otherwise.considered.as.constituting.a.quorum .


. (3).Members.shall.hold.membership.on.the.Commission.during.the.term.for.which.
they.were.appointed.by.their.respective.legislative.body.and.until.their.successors.have.been.
appointed.and.qualified;.provided,.however,.that.Members.may.be.removed.by.and.at.the.
pleasure.of.the.Party.which.appointed.them;.and.provided,.however,.further.that.each.Mem-
ber.shall.automatically.forfeit.his.or.her.membership.on.the.Commission.if.he.or.she.ceases.
to.be.an.elected.official.of.the.Party.responsible.through.the.legislative.body.thereof.for.ap-
pointing.such.Member .


. (4).In.case.of.a.vacancy.in.membership.on.the.Commission,.the.same.shall.be.
promptly.filled.by.the.Party.which.appointed.the.vacating.member ..The.appointing.Party.
shall,.upon.making.an.appointment,.forthwith.notify.the.Secretary.of.the.commission.of.
such.appointment.or.appointments .
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. C .. Meetings.of.the.Commission .


. (1). Regular.Meetings.and.Special.Meetings .


. The.Commission.shall.provide.for.its.regular.meetings ..The.dates.upon.which.and.
the.hour.and.place.at.which.regular.meetings.shall.be.held.shall.be.fixed.by.resolution.and.a.
copy.of.such.resolution.shall.be.filed.with.each.of.the.Parties;.provided,.however,.the.Com-
mission.shall.hold.at.least.one.(1).regular.meeting.in.each.Fiscal.Year ..Special.meetings.and.
adjourned.meetings.may.be.held.as.required.or.permitted.by.law ..Meetings.shall.be.held.at.
such.times.and.places.as.any.of.the.Parties.hereto.may.reasonably.request.depending.upon.
the.nature.of.the.business.to.be.conducted .


. (2). Ralph.M ..Brown.Act .


. All.meetings.of.the.Commission,.including,.without.limitation,.regular,.special.and.
adjourned.meetings,.shall.be.called,.noticed,.held.and.conducted.in.accordance.with.the.
provisions.of.the.Ralph.M ..Brown.Act.(commencing.with.Section.54950.of.the.California.
Government.Code) .


. (3). Minutes .


. The.Secretary.of.the.Commission.shall.cause.minutes.of.all.regular,.special.and.
adjourned.meetings.to.be.prepared.and.maintained,.and.shall,.as.soon.as.possible.after.each.
meeting,.cause.a.copy.of.the.minutes.to.be.forwarded.to.each.member.of.the.commission.
and.to.each.of.the.Parties .


. (4). Quorum .


. Except.under.the.circumstances.provided.in.Section.11.hereof,.a.quorum.shall.be.
deemed.to.be.constituted.at.a.Commission.meeting.for.conducting.business.of.the.Commis-
sion.when.four.(4).Members.are.present.who.under.California.law.are.legally.able.to.partici-
pate.in.such.meeting.and.who.represent.at.least.four.(4).Parties ..No.individual.other.than.
a.duly.appointed.Member.who.has.been.appointed.as.either.a.primary.representative.or.an.
alternate.representative.may.sit.on.the.Commission.and.be.considered.for.purposes.of.deter-
mining.a.quorum,.for.participating.in.such.meetings.and.for.the.casting.of.votes ..A.Member.
must.be.present.at.a.meeting.to.have.the.power.under.this.Agreement.to.cast.a.vote.and.to.be.
considered.as.present.for.purposes.of.determining.whether.the.requirement.for.a.quorum.has.
been.met .


. (5). Voting .


. Except.as.otherwise.provided.by.law,.any.action.taken.by.the.Commission.shall.
require.the.affirmative.vote.of.four.(4).Members.present.and.voting.except.as.provided.in.
Section.11.hereof ..No.Member,.whether.a.duly.appointed.primary.representative.or.alternate.
representative,.shall.vote.unless.present.upon.the.casting.of.votes.on.any.matter ..In.the.event.
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such.Member.is.not.present.at.the.time.that.votes.are.cast.on.a.matter,.such.Member.shall.be.
considered.as.not.having.voted.on.such.matter .


. D .. Officers .


. (1). President,.Vice-President.and.Secretary .


. At.the.first.meeting.of.the.Commission.after.the.effective.date.of.this.Agreement,.
the.Commission.shall.elect.from.the.Members.a.President,.a.Vice.President.and.Secretary,.
and,.thereafter.at.the.first.meeting.held.in.July.of.each.succeeding.calendar.year.commencing.
in.July,.1993,.and.annually.thereafter,.the.Commission.shall.elect.or.re-elect.its.President,.a.
Vice.President.and.Secretary ..In.the.event.that.the.President,.Vice.President.or.Secretary.so.
elected.resigns.from.such.office.or.ceases.to.be.a.Member.of.the.Commission,.the.resulting.
vacancy.shall.be.filled.at.the.next.regular.meeting.of.the.Commission.held.after.such.vacancy.
occurs ..In.the.absence.or.inability.of.the.President.to.act,.the.Vice-President.shall.act.as.Presi-
dent ..The.President,.or.in.his.or.her.absence.the.Vice-President,.shall.preside.at.and.conduct.
all.meetings.of.the.Commission ..The.Secretary.shall.be.responsible.for.the.minutes.and.other.
records.of.the.Authority.and.Commission.and.shall.perform.such.other.duties.specified.by.
the.Commission ..The.commission.may.select.an.Assistant.Secretary.to.assist.the.Secretary.in.
the.performance.of.his.or.her.duties,.to.certify.copies.of.official.documents.of.the.Authority.
and.to.perform.such.other.duties.specified.by.the.commission .


. (2). Treasurer .


. The.Authority.shall.appoint.a.Treasurer.who.shall.be:.(1).the.treasurer.or.chief.finan-
cial.officer.of.one.of.the.Parties;.(2).a.certified.public.accountant;.or.(3).such.other.officer.or.
employee.of.the.Authority.as.the.Commission.shall.deem.qualified.to.act.as.Treasurer.of.the.
Authority ..The.Treasurer.shall.perform.such.duties.as.are.set.forth.in.this.Agreement.and.any.
other.duties.specified.by.the.Commission;.provided,.however,.that.the.person.so.appointed.
as.Treasurer.shall.not.concurrently.be.appointed.and.acting.as.Auditor .


. (3). Auditor .


. The.Authority.shall.appoint.an.Auditor.who.shall.be:.(1).the.treasurer,.or.chief.
financial.officer.of.one.of.the.Parties;.(2).a.certified.public.accountant;.or.(3).such.other.
consultant,.officer.or.employee.of.the.Authority.as.the.Commission.shall.deem.qualified.to.
act.as.Auditor.of.the.Authority ..The.Auditor.shall.perform.such.duties.as.are.set.forth.in.this.
Agreement.and.any.other.duties.specified.by.the ..Commission;.provided,.however,.that.the.
person.so.appointed.as.Auditor.shall.not.concurrently.be.appointed.and.acting.as.Treasurer .


. (4). Staff .


. The.commission.may.employ,.by.contract.or.otherwise,.an.Airport.Manager.and.
such.staff.as.may.be.necessary ..Except.as.listed.below.in.this.paragraph,.the.Airport.Manager.
shall.appoint.and.remove.all.management.level.officers,.subject.to.the.approval.of.the.Com-







Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
56


Back to TOC


mission ..Professional.and.expert.services,.including,.without.limitation,.legal.counsel,.financ-
ing.consultants,.accountants,.engineers,.architects.and.other.consultants.and.advisors,.may.
be.contracted.for.by.the.Authority .


. (5). Rules.and.By-Laws .


. The.Commission.may.adopt,.from.time.to.time,.such.rules.and.regulations.and.by.
laws.for.the.election.of.officers,.appointment.of.other.officials.and.staff.and.the.conduct.of.its.
meetings.and.affairs.as.it.may.deem.necessary.provided.that.all.such.rules.and.regulations.are.
consistent.with.the.provisions.of.this.Agreement .


. Section.3 .. Powers.and.Duties.of.the.Authority .


. The.Authority.shall.have.the.powers.common.to.the.Parties.to.be.exercised.to.ac-
quire,.operate,.repair,.maintain,.improve.and.administer.the.Airport.Facility,.and.in.addi-
tion.thereto,.has.all.other.powers.enumerated.in.the.Joint.Exercise.of.Powers.Act,.Chapter.
5,.Division.7,.Title.2.of.the.Government.Code.of.the.State.of.California.(commencing.with.
Section.6500).as.the.same.now.exists.or.may.hereinafter.be.amended.(herein.sometimes.
referred.to.as.the.“Act”) ..The.Authority.is.authorized.to.do.all.acts.necessary.or.convenient.
to.the.exercise.of.the.aforementioned.powers,.including,.but.not.limited.to,.the.following:.
to.make.and.enter.into.contracts;.to.employ.agents.and.employees;.to.acquire,.construct,.
manage,.maintain.or.operate.any.buildings,.works.or.improvements;.to.acquire,.hold.or.
dispose.of.property;.to.incur.debts,.liabilities.or.obligations.(both.long-term.and.short-term).
pursuant.to.the.exercise.of.these.powers,.which.are.not.debts,.liabilities.or.obligations.of.the.
Parties;.and.to.sue.and.be.sued.in.its.own.name ..Said.powers.shall.be.exercised.in.the.man-
ner.provided.in.the.Act.and,.except.as.expressly.set.forth.herein,.subject.only.to.such.restric-
tions.upon.the.manner.of.exercising.such.powers.as.are.imposed.upon.the.County.of.San.
Bernardino.in.the.exercise.of.similar.powers ..The.Authority.may.also.issue.revenue.bonds.
pursuant.to.Article.2,.Chapter.5,.Division.7,.Title.1.of.the.Government.Code.of.the.State.
of.California,.commencing.with.Section.6540.as.the.same.now.exists.or.may.hereafter.be.
amended.thereinafter.referred.to.as.the.“Bond.Act”),.and.any.applicable.laws.of.the.State.of.
California,.whether.heretofore.or.hereafter.enacted.or.amended,.and,.without.limiting.the.
generality.of.the.foregoing,.the.Authority.is.also.authorized.to.incur.other.forms.of.indebted-
ness.pursuant.to.Section.6547 .1.of.the.Government.Code,.which.is.part.of.the.Bond.Act,.
and.any.other.applicable.laws.of.the.State.of.California;.provided,.however,.that.such.revenue.
bonds.or.other.forms.of.indebtedness.shall.not.constitute.debts,.liabilities.or.obligations.of.
the.Parties .


. The.Authority.shall,.in.its.sole.discretion,.establish,.maintain.and.enforce.standards,.
as.they.may.be.amended.from.time.to.time,.for.the.operation.and.maintenance.of.the.Air-
port.(the.“Airport.Standards”),.as.the.proprietor.of.the.Airport ..It.is.the.present.intent.of.the.
Parties.subject.to.further.reports,.studies.and.consideration.of.other.facts.and.circumstances.
as.may.be.conducted.by.or.on.behalf.of.the.Authority,.that.such.Airport.Standards.should.
address.standards.for.the.hours.of.operation.and.methods.for.regulating.noise.levels.all.as.
may.be.necessary.to.minimize.noise.impacts,.consistent.with.the.operation.of.the.Airport.Fa-
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cility.in.an.economically.viable.manner.and.in.conformity.with.the.rules.and.regulations.of.
the.Federal.Aviation.Administration ..The.Airport.Standards.should.be.adopted.and.in.effect.
prior.to.conveyance.of.the.Airport.Facility.and.prior.to.the.transfer.of.the.operational.con-
trol.thereof.to.the.Authority;.provided,.however,.that.the.Airport.Standards.shall.be.estab-
lished,.in.place.and.effective.at.such.time.or.times.and.addressing.such.matters.as.may.then.
be.deemed.appropriate.by.the.Commission ..Notwithstanding.any.language.to.the.contrary.
contained.in.this.Agreement,.the.Airport.Standards.shall.be.adopted.so.as.to.be.consistent.
with.all.applicable.federal.and.state.laws,.rules,.regulations,.interpretative.opinions.and.other.
requirements.of.applicable.governmental.and.regulatory.bodies,.and.shall.not.in.and-of-
themselves.act.to.prevent.conveyance.of.the.Airport.Facility.or.transfer.of.the.operational.
control.thereof.to.the.Authority .


. Without.limiting.the.generality.of.the.foregoing,.it.is.intended.that.the.Authority.will.
proceed.to.do.all.acts.necessary.or.desirable.to.accomplish.the.purposes.of.this.Agreement ..
Such.acts.may,.but.need.not.necessarily.(except.to.the.extent.required.or.prohibited.by.state.
or.federal.law).include.all.or.part.of.the.following.which.may.be.exercised.in.whole.or.in.part.
at.the.sole.discretion.of.the.Commission:


. (a).Negotiating.a.price.and.method.of.acquiring.the.Airport.Facility.and.such.other.
property.on.or.outside.of.Norton.Air.Force.Base.as.may.be.required.for.aviation.purposes.
and.in.furtherance.of.the.operation.of.the.Airport.Facility,.and.authorizing.the.execution,.
and.executing.any.and.all.documents.necessary.or.desirable.to.accept.the.operational.control.
of.and.transfer.of.the.Airport.Facility;


. (b).Consistent.with.the.requirements.of.state.and.federal.laws,.conducting.any.envi-
ronmental.impact.studies.and.proceedings.as.are.required.by.CEQA,.the.State.of.California.
and/or.the.federal.government,.making.such.improvements.or.taking.such.actions.as.such.
studies.and.proceedings.may.indicate.in.the.determination.of.the.Commission.will.mitigate.
the.adverse.effects.reflected.in.such.studies,.including.but.not.limited.to.those.mitigation.
measures.referenced.in.that.certain.Settlement.Agreement.dated______________by.and.
among.the.Parties,.the.Inland.Valley.Development.Agency.and.the.East.Valley.Association;


. (c).Granting.of.franchises,.permits.and.licenses.to,.and.entering.into.leases.and.
contracts.with,.any.person,.firm.or.corporation,.or.agency.of.the.State.of.California.and/or.
the.federal.government,.for.the.use.of.the.Airport.Facility.or.any.part.thereof,.for.the.promo-
tion.and.accommodation.of.air.commerce.and.air.navigation,.or.any.use.incidental.thereto,.
together.with.a.right.or.rights.to.use.said.Airport.Facility.in.common.with.others.as.neces-
sary.to.the.right.or.rights.granted;.and.likewise.to.enter.into.leases.with.any.person,.firm.or.
corporation.for.purposes.other.than.the.promotion.and.accommodation.of.air.commerce.
and.air.navigation.covering.any.portion.of.the.Airport.Facility.whenever.the.commission.
shall.determine.that.the.use.of.such.portions.of.the.Airport.Facility.are.not.necessary.for.the.
promotion.and.accommodation.of.air.commerce.and.air.navigation.or.for.uses.incidental.
thereto;
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. (d).Subject.to.the.powers.of.the.United.States.of.America.respecting.commerce,.
establishing.rules.and.regulations.governing.the.use.and.control.of.the.Airport.Facility,.or.any.
of.its.properties,.and.the.use.of.airways.approximate.thereto.incidental.to.aerial.navigation.as.
shall.be.set.forth.in.the.Airport.Standards;


. (e).Applying.for.and.receiving.any.available.State.of.California.and/or.federal.grants,.
and.in.connection.therewith,.authorizing.the.execution.of.applications.therefor,.and.grant.
agreements.in.connection.therewith;


. (f ).Issuing.revenue.bonds.or.other.obligations.and.incurring.other.forms.of.indebt-
edness.as.provided.in.this.Agreement,.which.are.not.debts,.liabilities.or.obligations.of.the.
Parties.although.the.Authority.has.no.power.of.taxation;


. (g).Conducting.the.necessary.studies.to.determine.what.repairs,.if.any,.need.be.made.
to.the.Airport.Facility,.and.making.such.repairs.in.any.manner.authorized.by.law;


. (h).Conducting.any.necessary.noise.studies,.and.making.such.improvements.or.tak-
ing.such.actions.as.such.studies.may.indicate.in.the.determination.of.the.Commission.will.
mitigate.the.adverse.effects.of.noise;


. (i).Continuing.to.operate,.repair,.maintain,.improve.and.administer.the.Airport.Fa-
cility.after.its.acquisition;


. (j).Acquiring,.constructing,.managing,.maintaining,.operating.or.disposing.of.or.
donating.land,.building.sites,.buildings,.works.or.improvements,.whether.to.or.from.pub-
lic.or.private.persons.or.entities.and.whether.on.the.Airport.Facility.or.outside.Norton.Air.
Force.Base.if.for.aviation.purposes.and.in.furtherance.of.the.operation.of.the.Airport.Facility,.
provided,.however,.that.the.Authority.shall.not.exercise.the.powers.of.eminent.domain.to.
acquire.property.in.the.territorial.jurisdiction.of.one.of.the.Parties.without.first.obtaining.the.
consent.of.that.Party.by.a.four.fifths.(4/5).vote.of.the.Party’s.legislative.body,.except.in.the.
case.of.an.exercise.of.eminent.domain.required.as.a.result.of.an.operational.or.safety.mandate.
by.the.Federal.Aviation.Administration;


. (k).Suing.or.being.sued.in.its.own.name;


. (l).Entering.into.and.performing.under.lawful.agreements.with.any.of.the.Parties,.the.
State.of.California,.the.United.States.of.America,.or.any.departments.or.agencies.of.any.of.
the.foregoing,.or.any.other.municipal.or.public.corporation.of.any.kind.or.nature.whatever;


. (m).Making.payment.from.surplus.revenues.to.any.of.the.Parties,.or.to.public.agen-
cies.whose.boundaries.(including.in.the.case.of.a.redevelopment.agency.and.the.Inland.
Valley.Development.Agency,.redevelopment.project.area.boundaries).encompass.an.area.
which.overlaps.the.area.included.in.the.Airport.Facility ..The.tern.“surplus.revenues”.as.above.
referred.to.shall.have.whatever.meaning.is.provided.therefor.in.any.resolution.or.trust.inden-
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ture.adopted.by.the.Commission.on.behalf.of.the.Authority,.and.the.payments.authorized.by.
the.preceding.sentence.shall.be.made.only.to.the.extent.that.such.payments.are.not.prohib-
ited.by.any.such.resolution.or.trust.indenture.then.in.effect;


. (n).Carrying.out.and.enforcing.all.the.provisions.of.this.Agreement;.and


. (o).Carrying.out.and.enforcing.all.Airport.Standards.as.deemed.appropriate.by..
the.commission .


. The.listing.of.the.above.acts.is.not.intended.to.indicate.any.priority.of.one.act.over.
another ..Nor.is.such.listing.intended.to.be.inclusive,.and.the.Commission.may.authorize.
other.acts.to.be.done.in.the.accomplishment.of.the.purposes.of.this.Agreement ..One.or.sev-
eral.acts.may.take.place.concurrently.or.in.sequence.as.the.Commission.shall.direct .


. Title.to.the.Airport.Facility.shall.be.acquired.by.the.Authority.directly.from.the.
United.States.Air.Force.in.the.event.the.Authority.determines.that.such.method.of.transfer.
would.facilitate.acquisition.of.the.Airport.Facility ..The.Parties.hereby.agree.that.the.Airport.
Facility.and.the.real.property.on.which.it.is.located.are.within.the.boundaries.of.the.Author-
ity .


. As.of.the.time.of.the.execution.of.this.Agreement.it.is.not.known.whether.the.ac-
quisition,.operation,.repair,.maintenance.and.administration.of.the.Airport.Facility.by.the.
Authority.is.feasible;.however,.some.acts.of.the.Authority.will.be.accomplished.in.whole.or.
in.part.prior.to.the.Authority.making.any.decision.to.acquire.the.Airport.Facility.and.to.as-
sume.the.operational.responsibility.thereof ..Financial.negotiations,.feasibility,.economic.and.
legal.studies.and.other.related.studies.must.all.be.undertaken.by.or.on.behalf.of.the.Author-
ity.so.that.it.can.determine.whether.to.proceed.or.not ..Nothing.in.this.Agreement.should.be.
construed.to.commit.the.Authority.at.this.time.to.any.particular.course.of.action.of.acquisi-
tion.or.non-acquisition.of.the.Airport.Facility.and.assumption.of.operational.responsibility.
hereof,.other.than.the.investigation.by.the.Authority .


. Section.4 .. Fiscal.Year .


.


. For.the.purposes.of.this.Agreement,.the.term.“Fiscal.Year”.shall.mean.the.period.
from.July.1.of.each.year.to.and.including.the.following.June.30 .


. Section.5 .. Assistance.to.the.Authority .


. The.Parties.may,.except.as.prohibited.by.law.and.this.Agreement,.in.appropriate.
circumstances:.(i).make.contributions.from.their.treasuries.for.the.purposes.set.forth.herein,.
(ii).make.payments.of.public.funds.to.defray.the.cost.of.such.purposes,.(iii).make.advances.of.
public.funds.for.such.purposes,.such.advances.or.payments.to.be.repaid,.as.provided.herein,.
or.(iv).use.their.personnel,.equipment.or.property.in.lieu.of.or.in.conjunction.with.other.
contributions.or.advances ..Such.sums.shall.be.paid.to.and.disbursed.by.the.Authority,.and.
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the.method.and.manner.of.such.payment,.disbursement.and.repayment.shall.be.as.set.forth.
in.separate.agreements.by.and.between.the.Authority.and.a.Party.and.approved.by.official.ac-
tion.of.the.Commission.on.behalf.of.the.Authority.and.by.the.respective.legislative.body.on.
behalf.of.such.Party ..The.provisions.of.Government.Code.Section.6513.are.hereby.incorpo-
rated.into.this.Agreement .


. Section.6 .. Revenue.Bonds .


. In.order.to.pay.for.acquiring,.repairing,.improving.and.financing.the.Project.referred.
to.in.Section.1.hereof,.including.all.facilities.and.improvements.and.any.and.all.expenses.in-
cidental.thereto.or.connected.therewith,.the.Authority.may.authorize.the.issuance.of.revenue.
bonds.pursuant.to.the.provisions.of.the.Bond.Act,.any.applicable.laws.of.the.State.of.Cali-
fornia,.and,.without.limiting.the.generality.of.the.foregoing,.the.Authority.is.also.authorized.
to.incur.other.forms.of.indebtedness.pursuant.to.Section.6547 .1.of.the.Government.Code,.
which.Section.is.part.of.the.Bond.Act ..Such.revenue.bonds.or.other.forms.of.indebtedness.
shall.not.constitute.debts,.liabilities.or.obligations.of.the.Parties .


. All.fees.and.expenses.of.professional.and.expert.services,.including,.without.limita-
tion,.legal.counsel,.financing.consultants,.accountants,.engineers,.architects.and.other.con-
sultants.and.advisors.connected.with.the.acquisition,.operation,.repair,.maintenance,.im-
provement.and.administration.of.the.Airport.Facility,.which.have.been.paid.or.incurred.prior.
to.the.issuance.of.the.revenue.bonds.or.other.forms.of.indebtedness.(but.after.the.effective.
date.of.this.Agreement).shall.be.paid,.or.repaid.to.the.Parties,.as.the.case.may.be,.without.
any.preference.being.granted.to.any.Party.or.Parties,.at.the.earliest.feasible.time,.to.the.extent.
such.payment.or.repayment.is.both.lawful.and.deemed.to.be.financially.prudent.in.the.sole.
discretion.of.the.commission,.from.the.proceeds.of.the.revenue.bonds,.or.other.forms.of.
indebtedness,.or.any.other.legally.available.source .


. Section.7 .. Official.Bonds .


. The.Treasurer.and.the.Auditor.as.the.public.officers.designated.in.this.Agreement.
who.have.charge.of,.handle.or.have.access.to.any.monies.of.the.Authority.are.hereby.also.
designated.as.responsible.for.all.other.property.of.the.Authority ..The.Treasurer.and.Auditor.
shall.each.file.an.official.bond.with.the.Authority.in.the.amount.of.not.less.than.Two.Hun-
dred.Fifty.Thousand.Dollars.($250,000) ..Each.member.of.the.commission.shall.file.with.the.
Authority.an.official.bond.in.the.amount.of.not.less.than.Ten.Thousand.Dollars.($10,000) ..
The.Commission.may.in.its.discretion.increase.the.official.bond.requirements.set.forth.in.
this.section ..All.bond.premiums.shall.be.paid.by.the.Authority .


. Section.8 .. Accounts.and.Reports .


. There.shall.be.strict.accountability.of.all.funds.and.reporting.of.all.receipts.and.dis-
bursements ..To.the.extent.not.covered.by.the.duties.assigned.to.any.trustee.appointed.pursu-
ant.to.a.resolution.or.trust.indenture.adopted.by.the.Commission.pursuant.to.applicable.law.
for.the.issuance.of.revenue.bonds.or.other.forms.if.indebtedness,.the.Commission.shall..
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establish.and.maintain.such.procedures,.funds.and.accounts.as.may.be.required.by.sound.
accounting.practices.or.by.the.provisions.of.any.resolution.of.the.Authority.authorizing.the.
issuance.of.revenue.bonds.or.other.forms.of.indebtedness;.provided.that.such.procedure.
shall.conform.as.nearly.as.possible.to.typical.and.customary.procedures.for.the.County.of.
San.Bernardino ..The.books.and.records.of.the.Authority.in.the.hands.of.the.trustee.or.the.
Authority.shall.be.available.for.inspection.at.all.reasonable.times.by.authorized.representa-
tives.of.the.Parties ..The.Auditor,.with.the.approval.of.the.Authority,.shall.contract.with.an.
independent.certified.public.accountant.or.firm.of.certified.public.accountants.to.make.an.
annual.audit.of.the.accounts.and.records.of.the.Authority,.and.a.complete.written.report.of.
such.audit.shall.be.filed.as.public.records.annually,.within.six.(6).months.after.the.conclusion.
of.the.Fiscal.Year.under.examination,.with.each.of.the.Parties.and.with.the.Auditor.Control-
ler.of.San.Bernardino.County ..Such.annual.audit.and.written.report.shall.comply.with.the.
requirements.of.Section.6505.of.the.Government.Code.of.the.State.of.California ..The.costs.
of.the.annual.audit,.including.contracts.with,.or.employment.of,.such.independent.certified.
public.accountant.or.firm.of.certified.public.accountants,.in.making.an.audit.pursuant.to.
this.Agreement.shall.be.a.charge.against.any.unencumbered.funds.of.the.Authority.available.
for.such.purpose .


. Section.9 ... Funds .


. The.Treasurer.of.the.Authority.shall.have.custody.of.Authority.money.and.disburse.
Authority.funds.pursuant.to.the.accounting.procedures.developed.in.accordance.with.the.
provisions.of.Section.8;.provided.that.the.provisions.of.any.resolution.of.the.Authority.au-
thorizing.the.issuance.of.revenue.bonds.or.other.forms.of.indebtedness.shall.control.regard-
ing.the.custody.and.disbursement.of.the.proceeds.of.any.revenue.bonds.or.other.forms.of.
indebtedness.issued.pursuant.thereto.or.any.revenues.pledged.to.the.payment.of.such.bonds.
or.other.forms.of.indebtedness .


. Additionally,.and.to.the.extent.not.covered.by.the.duties.assigned.to.any.trustee,.the.
Treasurer.of.the.Authority.shall.assume.the.duties.described.in.California.Government.Code.
Section.6505 .5,.as.follows:


. (a).Receive.and.receipt.for.all.money.of.the.Authority.and.place.it.in.the.treasury.of.
the.Treasurer.of.the.Authority;


. (b).Be.responsible.upon.his.official.bond.for.safekeeping.and.disbursement.of.all.
Authority.money.so.held;


. (c).Pay,.when.due,.from.money.of.the.Authority.so.held,.all.sums.payable.on.out-
standing.bonds,.or.other.forms.of.indebtedness,.of.the.Authority;


. (d).Pay.any.other.sums.due.from.the.Authority,.from.Authority.money,.or.any.por-
tion.thereof,.only.upon.warrants.of.the.Auditor.of.the.Authority;
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. (e).Verify.and.report.in.writing.to.the.Authority.and.to.each.of.the.Parties.on.a.
monthly.basis.the.amount.of.money.then.held.for.the.Authority,.the.amount.of.receipts.since.
the.prior.monthly.report.and.the.amount.paid.out.since.the.prior.monthly.report .


. Subject.to.applicable.provisions.of.any.trust.indenture.or.financing.agreement,.which.
may.provide.for.a.trustee.to.receive,.have.custody.of.and.disburse.the.Authority.funds,.the.
Treasurer.of.the.Authority.shall.have.the.custody.of.and.disburse.Authority.funds.pursuant.to.
the.accounting.procedures.developed.in.accordance.with.the.provisions.of.section.8.hereof .


. The.Auditor.of.the.Authority.shall.draw.warrants.to.pay.demands.against.the.Au-
thority.when.the.demands.have.been.approved.by.the.Airport.Manager.of.the.Authority.
or.any.other.person.authorized.to.so.approve.in.accordance.with.the.accounting.provisions.
developed.in.accordance.with.the.provisions.of.Section.8.hereof ..The.Authority.may.invest.
any.money.in.the.treasury.that.is.not.required.for.immediate.necessities.of.the.Authority,.as.
the.Authority.determines.is.advisable,.in.the.same.manner.and.upon.the.same.conditions.as.
local.agencies.pursuant.to.Section.53601.of.the.Government.Code .


. Section.10 .. Non-Assignability.of.Participating.Interests .


The.rights,.titles.and.interests.of.any.Party.herein.shall.not.be.assignable.or.transferable.un-
less.such.assignment.or.transfer.is.required.by.law.and.is.not.within.the.control.of.the.Party.
making.the.assignment.or.transfer .


. Section.11 .. Budgets:.Party.Loans .


. All.Parties.shall.loan.to.the.Authority.any.and.all.of.the.necessary.annual.budgeted.
expenditures.of.the.Authority ..The.principal.amount.of.such.Party.loans.shall.bear.interest.
at.a.rate.agreed.upon.by.and.among.the.Parties.and.the.Authority.for.each.Fiscal.Year.which.
rate.of.interest.shall. .be.applied.to.all.principal.amounts.loaned.in.such.Fiscal.Year.until.
repaid.in.full.and.shall.be.repaid.proportionately.to.each.Party.from.legally.available.surplus.
revenues.as.shall.be.determined.from.time.to.time.by.the.commission ..Each.Party.shall.be.
responsible.for.its.respective.percentage.of.all.annual.expenses.of.the.Authority.in.an.amount.
equal.to.the.percentage.produced.when.dividing.(i).the.number.of.Members.allocated.to.a.
Party.under.this.Agreement,.by.(ii).the.total.number.of.Members.then.in.the.membership.
under.this.Agreement ..All.such.loan.funds.shall.be.advanced.by.each.Party.on.a.monthly.
basis.not.later.than.the.first.business.day.of.each.calendar.month ..Any.Party.that.is.then.in.
arrears.by.three.(3).monthly.loan.advances,.shall.have.the.rights.of.its.Member.or.Members.
to.vote.and.participate.in.commission.meetings.suspended.until.such.time.as.all.arrearages.
are.then.made.current.by.such.Party.in.whole,.plus.interest.thereon,.and.the.Authority.shall.
not.accept.any.partial.payments.of.said.amounts ..During.any.period.of.time.that.a.Party.has.
not.advanced.its.proportionate.share.of.the.annual.expenses.on.a.monthly.basis,.the.other.
Parties.shall.each.increase.their.percentage.monthly.advances.commencing.as.of.the.month.in.
which.a.default.occurs.by.such.Party.by.an.amount.equal.to.the.dollar.amount.attributable.
to.the.defaulting.Party’s.previously.calculated.percentage.in.the.manner.as.provided.above.
multiplied.by.the.percentage.produced.when.dividing.(i).the.number.of.Members.allocated.
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to.a.Party.under.this.Agreement,.by.(ii).the.total.number.of.non-defaulting.Members.then.
in.the.membership.under.this.Agreement ..Each.monthly.payment.not.timely.paid.by.a.Party.
and.received.by.the.Authority.by.the.date.set.forth.above.shall.bear.interest.at.a.rate.equal.
to.one.percent.(1%).per.calendar.month.(or.such.other.maximum.interest.rate.as.may.be.
permitted.by.applicable.California.law),.or.any.portion.thereof,.accruing.from.the.date.that.
the.payment.should.have.been.made.by.such.Party.until.the.date.that.said.Party.remits.the.
total.balance.of.monthly.payments.then.in.arrears,.plus.applicable.interest.thereon ..Upon.
payment.of.such.arrearages.in.whole,.plus.interest.thereon,.the.Authority.shall.distribute.
proportionately.such.amounts.to.the.non-defaulting.Parties ..Upon.any.Party.accumulat-
ing.arrears.on.twelve.(12).monthly.loan.advances,.such.Party.shall.be.automatically.expelled.
as.a.Party.to.this.Agreement.without.any.further.action.by.the.Authority,.the.Commission.
or.any.other.Party ..Such.expelled.Party.may.be.subsequently.readmitted.as.a.Party.to.this.
Agreement.only.upon.the.approval.of.the.legislative.body.to.each.Party.that.is.then.a.Party.
to.this.Agreement.upon.such.terms.and.conditions.as.the.then.remaining.Parties.may.impose.
upon.such.readmittance ..During.any.period.of.time.that.a.Party.has.been.either.suspended.
or.expelled.and.there.exists.on.the.Commission.voting.Members.of.Parties.in.a.number.less.
than.the.numbers.set.forth.in.Section.2 .B ..hereof,.(i).the.quorum.requirement.under.Sec-
tion.2 .C .(4).shall.be.reduced,.if.applicable,.to.be.a.majority.of.the.Parties.not.suspended.or.
expelled.who.are.represented.by.a.majority.of.the.Members.then.on.the.commission,.and.
(ii).the.voting.requirement.under.Section.2 .C .(5).shall.be.reduced,.if.applicable,.to.a.lesser.
number.that.continues.to.be.represented.by.a.majority.of.the.Members.then.on.the.Commis-
sion ..It.is.anticipated.that.such.funding.by.the.Parties.may.continue.for.an.extended.period.
of.time.which.cannot.now.be.determined.both.prior.to.and.subsequent.to.the.time.when.
the.Authority.accepts.the.transfer.of.the.Airport.Facility.or.accepts.the.operational.responsi-
bility.therefor ..Prior.to.the.time.or.times.when.the.Parties.adopt.their.annual.budgets,.such.
funding,.will.be.required.to.be.made.by.the.Parties.from.any.legally.available.funds.that.may.
be.allocated.for.such.purpose ..The.Airport.Manager.shall.prepare.the.Authority.budget.for.
whatever.period.of.time.is.involved.and.submit.it.to.the.Commission.for.consideration.and.
approval,.and.thereafter.such.Authority.approved.budget.shall.be.submitted.to.the.Parties.for.
such.action.as.they.deem.appropriate.under.the.circumstances .


. The.budgeting.process.required.by.this.Section.for.each.Party.to.advance.funds.to.the.
Authority.shall.be.required.of.the.Authority.both.prior.to.and.subsequent.to.accepting.the.
operational.responsibility.of.the.Airport.Facility.and.until.such.time.as.the.Authority.is.able.
to.be.financially.self.supporting.from.Airport.Facility.derived.revenue.sources .


. Section.12 .. Term,.Amendments.Termination .


. (a).This.Agreement.shall.be.effective.when.executed.by.all.of.the.Parties.designated.
on.the.signature.pages.hereof;.may.be.amended.by.unanimous.consent.of.the.Parties.to.in-
clude.other.municipal.corporations.or.for.any.other.lawful.purpose;.and.shall.continue.for.so.
long.as.necessary.to.carry.out.the.purposes.of.any.agreement.with.the.United.States.Govern-
ment.or.until.terminated.by.unanimous.consent,.whichever.is.later;.provided,.however,.that:
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. (i).This.Agreement.cannot.be.terminated.until.all.revenue.bonds.or.other.forms.of.
indebtedness.issued.pursuant.hereto,.and.the.interest.thereon,.shall.have.been.paid.or.ad-
equate.provision.for.such.payment.shall.have.been.made.in.accordance.with.the.resolution.of.
the.Authority.authorizing.the.issuance.thereof;.and


. (ii).This.Agreement.cannot.be.amended.in.any.manner.to.the.detriment.of.the.hold-
ers.of.any.such.revenue.bonds.or.other.forms.of.indebtedness.which.are.outstanding.in.accor-
dance.with.any.resolution.of.the.Authority.authorizing.the.issuance.thereof;.and


. (iii).No.termination.or.amendment.shall.adversely.affect.the.operation,.repair,.main-
tenance,.improvement.or.administration.of.the.Airport.Facility;.and


. (iv).No.termination.or.amendment.shall.be.made.which.is.contrary.to.the.language,.
spirit.or.intent.of.any.contract.and/or.grant.agreement.entered.into.by.the.Authority.with.
the.United.States.of.America,.or.any.agreement.entered.into.by.the.Authority.with.the.State.
of.California,.or.any.department,.administration.or.agency.of.either .


. (b).In.the.event.the.Authority.for.any.reason.whatsoever,.(i).is.or.becomes.unable.to,.
or.(ii).cannot.legally.or.for.any.other.reason,.or.(iii).the.federal.government.or.any.agency.
thereof.denies.the.Authority.the.right.to,.accept.the.transfer.of.the.Airport.Facility.or.as-
sume.the.operational.control.and.responsibility.thereof.by.a.date.that.becomes.required.for.
such.transfer.or.assumption.of.the.Airport.Facility,.then.the.County.of.San.Bernardino.may.
assume.such.operational.control.and.responsibility.and.transfer.of.the.Airport.Facility ..Upon.
the.County.of.San.Bernardino.or.any.other.governmental.body.accepting.the.transfer.of.the.
operational.control.of.the.Airport.Facility.and.accepting.conveyance.of.the.Airport.Facil-
ity,.then.under.such.circumstances.the.Authority.and.this.Agreement.shall.be.deemed.to.be.
terminated.and.the.Parties.shall.take.all.necessary.actions.to.evidence.such.termination .


. (c).If.this.Agreement.is.terminated,.as.provided.in.this.Section.12,.any.property.
acquired.as.a.result.of.the.joint.exercise.of.powers.or.the.net.sale.proceeds.(as.used.herein,.
“net.sale.proceeds”.shall.be.those.moneys.or.assets.that.remain.after.all.indebtedness,.loans.
and.bonds,.together.with.interest.thereon,.payable.by.the.Authority,.have.been.paid.in.full.
or.provision.for.the.payment.thereof.has.been.made.and.all.moneys,.to.the.extent.applicable,.
have.been.disposed.in.such.manner.as.may.be.required.pursuant.to.federal.and.State.laws,.
rules.and.regulations.then.in.effect).available.upon.a.sale.of.any.or.all.assets.of.the.Authority.
shall.be.distributed.or.transferred.in.such.manner.as.may.be.determined.by.the.Commission,.
and.upon.no.action.being.taken.to.the.contrary.with.regard.to.the.disposition.of.property.
acquired.and.net.sale.proceeds,.any.and.all.such.property.acquired.and.net.sale.proceeds.shall.
be.transferred.to.the.Inland.Valley.Development.Agency ..After.completion.of.the.purposes.
of.this.Agreement,.and.upon.termination.thereof,.title.to.and.possession.of.all.real.property.
interests.in.the.Airport.Facility.and.improvements.thereon.then.owned.by.the.Authority.shall.
be.disposed.in.such.manner.as.may.be.determined.by.the.then.Members.of.the.Commission.
or.as.may.be.required.by.law.or.agreement.to.which.the.Authority.is.a.party,.and.in.the.event.
no.action.is.or.can.be.taken.by.the.Commission.such.title.and.possession.shall.revert.to.the.
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Inland.Valley.Development.Agency ..Any.surplus.moneys.on.deposit.with.the.Treasurer.if.not.
required.to.support.the.Airport.Facility.shall.be.transferred.to.the.Inland.Valley.Development.
Agency.unless.otherwise.directed.by.the.then.members.of.the.Commission.or.unless.other-
wise.required.by.law.or.agreement.to.which.the.Authority.is.a.party .


. Section.13 ... Notices .


Notice.hereunder.shall.be.sufficient.if.delivered.to.the.Secretary.of.the.Authority.or.to.the.
City.Clerk.or.Clerk.of.the.Board.of.Supervisors,.as.appropriate,.of.each.of.the.Parties .


. Section.14 ... Miscellaneous .


The.Section.headings.herein.are.for.convenience.only.and.are.not.to.be.construed.as.modify-
ing.or.governing.the.language.in.the.Section.referred.to ..Whenever.in.this.Agreement.any.
consent.or.approval.is.required,.the.same.shall.not.be.unreasonably.withheld ..This.Agree-
ment.is.made.in.the.State.of.California.under.the.Constitution.and.laws.of.such.State.and.is.
to.be.so.construed .


. Section.15 ... Successors .


This.Agreement.shall.be.binding.upon.and.shall.inure.to.the.benefit.of.the.successors.of.the.
Parties.hereto .


. Section.16 ... Severability .


Should.any.part,.term.or.provision.of.this.Agreement.be.decided.by.the.courts.to.be.illegal.
or.in.conflict.with.any.law.of.the.United.States.of.America.or.the.State.of.California,.or.
otherwise.be.rendered.unenforceable.or.ineffectual,.the.validity.of.the.remaining.portions.or.
provisions.shall.not.be.affected.thereby ..


. Section.17 .. Debts.and.Liabilities .


The.debts.and.liabilities.of.the.Authority.shall.be.those.of.the.Authority.and.not.of.the.Par-
ties ..The.Authority.shall.save,.keep,.defend,.indemnify.and.hold.harmless.all.Parties,.their.of-
ficers.and.agents.against.and.from.all.claims.and.liability.for.damage.to.property.or.personal.
injury.received.by.reason.of.or.in.the.course.of.development,.construction,.improvements.or.
operations,.whether.aviation.or.otherwise.authorized.and.approved.by.the.Authority.pursu-
ant.to.its.powers.as.stated.in.this.Agreement,.which.may.be.occasioned.by.an.act.or.omission.
on.the.part.of.the.Authority,.its.agents.or.employees .
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. IN.WITNESS.WHEREOF,.the.Parties.hereto.have.caused.this.Agreement.to.be.
executed.and.attested.by.their.proper.officers.thereunto.duly.authorized,.their.official.seals.to.
be.hereto.affixed,.as.of.the.date.first.above.written .


. . . . . . COUNTY.OF.SAN.BERNARDINO


. . . . . . By:....__________________________


. . . . . . ..........LARRY.WALKER


. . . . . . Title:..Chairman,.Board.of.Supervisors


. . . . . . . . . . .


. . . . . . Dated:..............MAY.11,.1992..............


. . . . . . . . . . 92-327


. (SEAL)


. ATTEST:


ARLENE.SPROAT,.Clerk.of.the.Board
. of.Supervisors


________________________________
Deputy.Clerk.of.the.Board.of.
. Supervisors


. Approved.as.to.Form:


_________________________________
. County.Counsel
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Appendix 6 - Eaker Development Authority
ARTICLE.I


CREATION,.DECLARATION.AND.COVENANT


. 1 .1 ... The.undersigned,.as.settlor.and.Trustees,.do.hereby.create,.establish.and.
constitute.this.Public.Trust.(hereinafter.referred.to.as.the.“Trust”.and/or.the.“Authority”),.
pursuant.to.the.provisions.of.the.laws.of.the.State.of.Arkansas,.including.specifically.Title.28,.
Chapter.72,.Subchapter.2.of.the.Arkansas.Code.of.1987.Annotated.(hereinafter.referred.to.
as.the.“Act”) .


. 1 .2 ... The.undersigned.Settlor.hereby.contracts.with.the.undersigned.Trustees,.and.
the.trustees.do.hereby.declare.and.covenant,.between.themselves.and.unto.the.Settlor.and.the.
City.of.Blytheville,.Arkansas,.the.City.of.Gosnell,.Arkansas,.Mississippi.County,.Arkansas,.
and.the.State.of.Arkansas.(hereinafter.collectively.referred.to.as.the.“Beneficiaries”),.that.they.
and.their.successors.do.and.will.hold,.receive.and.administer.the.Trust.Estate.as.hereinafter.
set.forth,.as.Trustees.of.a.Public.Trust.under.and.pursuant.to.the.Act,.solely.for.the.use.and.
benefit.of.said.Beneficiaries.for.the.purpose.of.aiding.and.furthering,.and.the.providing.of.
funds.for.the.aiding.and.furthering,.of.a.proper.function.of.the.Beneficiaries,.as.hereinafter.
set.forth ..This.Trust.is.created.by.virtue.of.the.execution.of.this.Indenture.of.Trust.(herein-
after.referred.to.as.the.“Indenture”).by.the.individuals.signing.the.same.as.the.Settlor.and.
initial.Trustees.hereunder ..Neither.the.acceptance.of.the.beneficial.interest.hereunder.nor.the.
endorsement.hereon.of.such.acceptance,.for.and.on.behalf.of.the.designated.Beneficiaries.as.
provided.by.law,.shall.be.deemed.or.construed.to.be.the.creation.of.a.Public.Trust.by.said.
Beneficiaries .


. 1 .3 .. The.provisions.hereof.shall.be.binding.upon.the.undersigned,.their.succes-
sors.and.assigns ..The.Settlor.does.hereby.grant.and.deliver.to.the.Trustees,.in.trust,.the.sum.
of.$_______________.,.to.constitute.the.initial.corpus.and.assets.of.this.Trust,.and.the.
Trustees,.by.their.signatures.hereto,.acknowledge.receipt.of.such.sum,.accept.the.Trust.herein.
created.and.provided.for.and.agree.to.carry.out.the.provisions.of.this.Indenture .


. 1 .4 .. The.Settlor.hereby.declares.that.the.intent.and.public.purposes.of.this.Trust.
shall.be.as.follows:


. (a).The.closure.and.redevelopment.of.Eaker.Air.Force.Base.(hereinafter.
referred.to.as.the.“Base”).is.a.matter.of.great.concern.for.the.Beneficiaries,.includ-
ing.particularly.the.impact.on.the.economies,.environment.and.quality.of.life.of.
the.affected.communities.and.the.State.of.Arkansas,


. (b).A.comprehensive.study.of.all.issues.related.to.the.closure.and.redevelop-
ment.of.the.Base.is.necessary.to.ensure.proper.planning.and.optimal.use.of.the.
property.embodied.therein .
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. (c).A.comprehensive.redevelopment.plan.must.be.developed.and.implement-
ed.in.order.to.ensure.the.orderly.conversion.of.the.Base.to.civilian.use .


. (d).After.conversion.of.the.Base,.it.should.be.owned.and.operated.for.the.
benefit.of.the.affected.communities.and.the.State.of.Arkansas.as.a.public.enter-
prise .


. (e).The.goals.set.forth.above.cannot.be.achieved.solely.through.the.operation.
of.private.enterprise.or.efforts.by.individual.communities,.but.can.be.achieved.
through.the.creation.of.a.public.trust,.under.the.provisions.of.the.Act.to.pro-
mote,.oversee.and.integrate.the.development.of.the.Base.for.the.benefit.of.the.
affected.communities.and.the.State.of.Arkansas.and.for.the.improvement.of.their.
welfare.and.prosperity,.including.the.creation.of.employment.and.other.busi-
ness.opportunities ..Creation.of.such.a.public.trust.to.implement.all.aspects.of.a.
conversion.and.redevelopment.plan.subject.to.the.provisions.of.this.Indenture,.
including,.without.limitation,.taking.title.to.any.or.all.of.the.Base,.is.essential.to.
achieving.the.foregoing.goals.and.is.in.the.public.interest .


. (f ).The.public.trust.created.by.this.Indenture.shall.prepare.or.cause.to.be.
prepared.a.comprehensive.study.of.all.issues.related.to.the.closure.and.redevelop-
ment.of.the.Base,.shall.prepare.or.cause.to.be.prepared.a.comprehensive.conver-
sion.and.redevelopment.plan.for.the.Base,.shall.in.conformity.with.such.plan.
accept.title.from.the.United.States.of.America.to.any.and.all.real.and.personal.
property.and.improvements.included.in.the.Base,.shall.investigate.and.obtain.
all.assistance.available.from.the.United.States.government.and.all.other.sources,.
and.shall.utilize.such.property.and.such.assistance.to.replace.and.enhance.the.
economic.benefits.generated.by.the.Base.with.diversified.activities,.including,.but.
not.limited.to,.activities.which.will.foster.creation.of.new.jobs,.economic.devel-
opment,.industry,.commerce,.aviation,.and.transportation .


. (g).Such.activities.shall.not.be.conducted.for.profit ..Such.activities.are.in.
the.public.interest.and.serve.a.public.purpose.and.can.best.be.accomplished.by.
the.creation.of.a.public.trust.vested.with.the.powers.and.duties.specified.in.this.
Indenture .


ARTICLE.II


NAME


. 2 .1 .. The.name.of.this.Trust.shall.be,.and.the.Trustees.thereof.in.their.collective.
fiduciary.capacity.shall.be.designated.as,







Back to TOC Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
69


Back to TOC


EAKER.DEVELOPMENT.AUTHORITY


(hereinafter.referred.to.as.the.“Authority”) ..Under.that.name,.the.Trustees.shall,.so.far.as.
practicable,.conduct.all.business.and.execute.all.instruments.in.writing,.and.otherwise.per-
form.their.duties.and.functions,.in.execution.of.this.Trust.as.created,.established.and.consti-
tuted.by.this.Indenture .


ARTICLE.III


DEFINITIONS


. 3 .1 .. When.used.in.this.Indenture,.unless.the.context.requires.a.different.meaning,.
the.following.terms.shall.have.the.following.meanings:


. (a).“Act”.means.Title.28,.Chapter.72,.Subchapter.2.of.the.Arkansas.Code.of.1987.
Annotated,.as.amended.and.enacted.from.time.to.time .


. (b).“Authority”.or.“Trust”.means.the.Eaker.Development.Authority.created.by.this.
Indenture.and.any.successor.to.its.functions .
.
. (c).“Base”.means.all.land,.easements,.buildings,.improvements,.structures,.and.appur-
tenances.owned.and.controlled.by.the.United.States.Department.of.Defense.on.__________
______________,.1991,.in.the.municipalities.of.Blytheville.and.Gosnell .


. (d).“Bonds”.means.bonds,.notes,.interim.certificates,.bond.anticipation.notes.or.
other.evidences.of.indebtedness.of.the.Authority,.issued.pursuant.to.this.Trust.and.the.Act,.
including.refunding.bonds .


. (e).“Cost”.as.applied.to.the.activities.authorized.by.this.Indenture.means.and.in-
cludes.any.and.all.costs.of.such.activities.and,.without.limiting.the.generality.of.the.forego-
ing,.shall.include.the.following:


(i).all.costs.of.the.acquisition,.construction,.reconstruction,.repair,.restoration,.
reconditioning,.refinancing.or.installation.of.any.Property.and.all.costs.incident.
or.related.thereto;


(ii).the.cost.of.architectural,.engineering,.legal.and.related.services;.the.cost.of.the.
preparation.of.plans,.specifications,.studies,.surveys.and.estimates.of.cost.and.of.
revenue;.and.all.other.expenses.necessary.or.incident.to.planning,.providing.or.
determining.the.need.for.or.the.feasibility.and.practicability.of.such.activities;


(iii).the.cost.of.financing.charges,.including.premiums.or.prepayment.penalties,.if.
any,.and.interest.accrued.prior.to.the.acquisition,.construction.and.installation.or.
refinancing.of.such.activities.and.for.a.maximum.of.two.years.after.such.acquisi-
tion,.construction.and.installation.or.refinancing.and.start-up.costs.related.to.
such.activities;
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(iv).any.and.all.costs.paid.or.incurred.in.connection.with.the.financing.of.any.
Property,.including.out-of-pocket.expenses;.the.cost.of.financing,.legal,.account-
ing,.financial.advisory,.and.consulting.fees,.expenses.and.disbursements;.the.cost.
of.any.policy.of.insurance;.the.cost.of.printing,.engraving.and.reproduction.ser-
vices;.and.the.cost.of.the.initial.or.acceptance.fee.of.any.trustee.or.paying.agent;.
and


(v).all.direct.or.indirect.costs.of.the.Authority,.incurred.in.connection.with.pro-
viding.such.activities,.including,.without.limitation,.reasonable.sums.to.reim-
burse.the.Authority.for.time.spent.by.its.agents.or.employees.with.respect.to.such.
activities.and.the.financing.thereof .


. (f ).“Property”.means.all.real.property.and.tangible.and.intangible.personal.property,.
rights,.and.facilities.comprising.the.Base.or.otherwise.belonging.to.the.Authority .


. (g).“Revenues”.means.the.gifts,.contributions,.and.appropriations.from.any.source.
and.the.rents,.profits,.fees,.charges,.receipts,.and.other.income.derived.or.to.be.derived.by.the.
Authority.from.the.purchase,.sale,.leasing,.or.development.of.the.Base.and.the.operation.of.
related.facilities.located.thereon.and.all.right.to.receive.the.same,.including.investment.earn-
ings.and.the.proceeds.of.any.borrowing.hereunder.or.of.any.sale.or.disposition.or.insurance.
of.any.Property.of.the.Authority .


. (h).“State”.means.the.State.of.Arkansas .


The.use.of.a.singular.term.herein.shall.also.include.the.plural.of.such.term.and.the.use.of.
a.plural.term.herein.shall.also.include.the.singular.of.such.term.unless.the.context.clearly.
requires.a.different.connotation .


ARTICLE.IV


PURPOSES.AND.POWERS


. 4 .1 .. The.purposes.and.powers.of.the.Authority.shall.be.public.purposes.conduct-
ed.in.the.public.interest.and.powers.exercised.in.the.public.interest.as.follows:


. (a).Adopt,.amend.and.repeal.bylaws,.rules.and.regulations,.not.inconsistent.with.this.
Indenture.or.the.Act,.to.regulate.its.affairs.and.to.carry.into.effect.the.powers.and.purposes.of.
the.Authority.and.conduct.its.business;


. (b).Sue.and.be.sued.in.its.own.name;


. (c).Have.an.official.seal.and.alter.it.at.will;


. (d).Maintain.an.office.at.such.place.or.places.within.the.State.as.it.may.designate;
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. (e).Make.and.execute.contracts.and.all.other.instruments.necessary.or.convenient.for.
the.performance.of.its.duties.and.the.exercise.of.its.powers.and.functions.under.this.Inden-
ture.and.the.Act;


. (f ).Employ.attorneys,.accountants.and.financial.experts,.and.such.other.advisors,.
consultants,.and.agents.as.may.be.necessary.in.its.judgment,.and.to.fix.their.compensation;


. (g).Procure.insurance.against.any.loss.in.connection.with.its.Property.and.other.as-
sets,.in.such.amounts.and.from.such.insurers.as.it.may.deem.advisable,.including.the.power.
to.pay.premiums.on.any.such.insurance;


. (h).Receive.and.accept,.from.any.source,.aid.or.contributions.of.money,.property,.
labor.or.other.things.of.value.to.be.held,.used.and.applied.to.carry.out.the.purposes.of.this.
Indenture.and.the.Act.subject.to.the.conditions.upon.which.the.grants.or.contributions.are.
made,.including.but.not.limited.to.gifts.or.grants.from.any.department,.agency.or.instru-
mentality.of.the.United.States.of.America.for.any.purpose.consistent.with.the.provisions.of.
this.Indenture.and.the.Act;


. (i).To.lease.as.lessor.any.item.of.Property.for.such.rentals.and.upon.such.terms.and.
conditions.as.the.Authority.may.deem.advisable,.at.public.or.private.sale,.with.or.without.
bidding,.and.as.are.not.in.conflict.with.the.provisions.of.this.Indenture.and.the.Act;


. (j).To.sell.any.item.of.Property,.with.or.without.bidding,.and.to.convey.all.or.any.
part.of.any.item.of.Property.for.such.price.and.upon.such.terms.and.conditions.as.the.Au-
thority.may.deem.advisable.and.as.are.not.in.conflict.with.the.provisions.of.this.Indenture.
and.the.Act;


. (k).To.make.contracts.and.incur.liabilities,.borrow.money.at.such.rates.of.interest.as.
the.Authority.may.determine,.issue.its.Bonds.in.accordance.with.the.provisions.of.this.In-
denture.and.the.Act,.and.secure.any.of.its.bonds.or.obligations.by.mortgage.or.pledge.of.all.
or.any.of.its.property,.franchises,.and.income.or.as.otherwise.provided.in.this.Indenture.and.
the.Act;


. (l).To.invest.and.reinvest.its.funds.and.to.take.and.hold.property.as.security.for.the.
investment.of.such.funds.as.provided.in.this.Indenture.and.the.Act;


. (m).To.purchase,.receive,.lease.(as.lessee.or.lessor),.or.otherwise.acquire,.own,.hold,.
improve,.use,.or.otherwise.deal.in.and.with,.any.Property.or.any.interest.therein,.wherever.
situated,.as.the.purposes.of.the.Authority.shall.require;


. (n).To.sell,.convey,.mortgage,.pledge,.assign,.lease,.exchange,.transfer.and.otherwise.
dispose.of.all.or.any.part.of.its.Property.and.assets,.whether.at.public.or.private.sale,.and.with.
or.without.bidding;
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. (o).To.the.extent.permitted.under.its.contract.with.the.holders.of.Bonds.of.the.Au-
thority,.consent.to.any.modification.with.respect.to.the.rate.of.interest,.time.and.payment.of.
any.installment.of.principal.or.interest,.or.any.other.term.of.any.contract,.loan,.loan.note,.
loan.note.commitment,.contract,.lease.or.agreement.of.any.kind.to.which.the.Authority.is.a.
party;


. (p).To.invest.any.funds.not.needed.for.immediate.disbursement,.including.any.funds.
held.in.reserve,.in.such.obligations,.investments,.and.banking.arrangements.as.may.be.autho-
rized.by.the.Trustees;


. (q).To.collect.fees.and.charges,.as.the.Authority.determines.to.be.reasonable,.in.con-
nection.with.the.operation.or.development.of.any.Property;


. (r).To.cooperate.with.and.exchange.services,.personnel.and.information.with.any.
federal,.State.or.local.governmental.agency;.and:


. (s).To.do.any.act.necessary.or.convenient.to.the.exercise.of.the.powers.granted.by.this.
Indenture.or.the.Act .


This.Indenture.shall.be.given.a.liberal.construction.with.regard.to.effectuating.such.powers.
and.accomplishing.the.purposes.hereof .


. 4 .2 .. The.Authority.is.hereby.authorized.to.issue,.sell.and.deliver.its.Bonds,.in.
accordance.with.the.terms.of.this.Indenture.and.the.Act,.for.the.purpose.of.financing.or.
refinancing.of.all.or.any.part.of.the.Cost.of.the.activities.authorized.hereby.or.any.other.pur-
poses.authorized.by.this.Indenture .


. 4 .3 .. (a).The.Bonds.shall.be.dated,.shall.bear.interest.at.such.rate.or.rates.(fixed,.
adjustable.or.variable),.shall.mature.at.such.time.or.times.not.exceeding.40.years.from.their.
date,.and.may.be.made.redeemable.prior.to.maturity.at.such.price.or.prices.and.upon.such.
terms.and.conditions.as.may.be.determined.by.the.Authority ..The.Bonds.shall.be.in.such.
form.and.denomination.or.denominations.and.payable.at.such.place.or.places,.and.may.be.
executed.or.authenticated.in.such.manner,.as.the.Authority.may.determine ..In.cases.in.which.
any.Trustee.whose.signature.or.a.facsimile.of.whose.signature.shall.appear.on.any.Bonds.shall.
cease.to.be.such.Trustee.before.the.delivery.of.and.payment.for.such.Bonds,.such.signature.
or.such.facsimile.shall.nevertheless.be.valid.and.sufficient.for.all.purposes.the.same.as.if.such.
Trustee.had.remained.in.office.until.such.delivery.and.payment ..The.Bonds.shall.be.issued.in.
fully.registered.form .


. (b).The.principal.of,.redemption.premium,.if.any,.and.interest.on.such.Bonds.shall.
be.payable.solely.from.and.may.be.secured.by.a.pledge.of.all.or.any.part.of.the.proceeds.of.
Bonds,.Revenues.derived.from.operating.the.Base.or.any.part.thereof,.or.from.one.or.more.
letters.of.credit.or.other.banking.arrangements,.or.from.insurance.obtained.in.respect.of.any.
such.Bonds,.any.one.or.more .
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. (c).The.Authority.may.sell.the.Bonds.at.such.price.or.prices.as.it.shall.determine,.at.
public.or.private.sale .


. 4 .4 ... The.proceeds.of.the.Bonds.of.each.issue.shall.be.used.for.the.payment.of.all.
or.part.of.the.Cost.of.the.Property.for.which.such.bonds.have.been.authorized.and,.at.the.
option.of.the.Authority,.for.the.deposit.in.a.reserve.fund.or.reserve.funds.for.the.Bonds ..
Bond.proceeds.shall.be.disbursed.in.such.manner.and.under.such.restrictions.as.may.be.de-
termined.by.the.Authority .


. 4 .5 .. The.Bonds.may.be.secured.by.a.trust.indenture.by.and.between.the.Au-
thority.and.a.corporate.trustee.which.may.be.any.bank.or.other.entity.having.trust.powers,.
located.within.or.without.the.State ..Such.trust.indenture.may.contain.such.provisions.for.
protecting.and.enforcing.the.rights.and.remedies.of.the.bondholders.as.may.be.reasonable.
and.proper.and.not.in.violation.of.law,.including.covenants.setting.forth.the.duties.of.the.
Authority.in.relation.to.the.exercise.of.its.powers.and.the.custody,.safekeeping.and.applica-
tion.of.all.money ..The.Authority.may.provide.in.the.trust.indenture.for.the.payment.of.the.
proceeds.of.the.Bonds.and.the.revenue.to.the.trustee.under.the.trust.indenture.or.other.
depository,.and.for.the.method.of.disbursement.thereof,.with.such.safeguards.and.restrictions.
as.the.Authority.may.determine .


. 4 .6 .. Any.bond.resolution.or.related.trust.agreement,.trust.indenture,.indenture.
of.mortgage.or.deed.of.trust.may.contain.provisions,.which.shall.be.a.part.of.the.contract.
with.the.holders.of.the.Bonds.to.be.authorized,.as.to:.(i).pledging.or.assigning.all.or.part.of.
the.Revenues.of.the.Authority;.(ii).the.rentals,.fees,.interest.and.other.amounts.to.be.charged.
by.the.Authority,.the.schedule.of.principal.payments.and.the.sums.to.be.raised.in.each.year.
thereby,.and.the.use,.investment.and.disposition.of.such.sums;.(iii).setting.aside.any.reserves.
or.sinking.funds,.and.the.regulation,.investment.and.disposition.thereof;.(iv).limitations.on.
the.purpose.to.which.or.the.investments.in.which.the.proceeds.of.sale.of.any.issue.or.Bonds.
then.or.thereafter.to.be.issued.may.be.applied;.(v).limitations.on.the.issuance.of.additional.
Bonds,.the.terms.upon.which.additional.Bonds.may.be.issued.and.secured.and.the.terms.
upon.which.additional.Bonds.may.rank.on.a.parity.with,.or.be.subordinate.or.superior.to,.
other.Bonds;.(vi).the.refunding.of.outstanding.Bonds;.(vii).the.procedure,.if.any,.by.which.
the.terms.of.any.contract.with.bondholders.may.be.amended,.the.amounts.of.bonds.the.
holders.of.which.must.consent.thereto,.the.manner.in.which.such.consent.may.be.given.and.
restrictions.on.the.individual.rights.of.action.by.bondholders;.(viii).acts.or.omissions.which.
shall.constitute.a.default.in.the.duties.of.the.Authority.to.holders.of.its.bonds.and.providing.
the.rights.and.remedies.of.such.holders.in.the.event.of.default;.and.(ix).any.other.matters.
relating.to.the.Bonds.which.the.Authority.deems.desirable .


. 4 .7 .. Except.as.may.otherwise.be.expressly.provided.by.the.Authority,.every.issue.of.
its.Bonds.shall.be.special.obligations.only.of.the.Authority.payable.solely.out.of.any.Rev-
enues.of.the.Authority,.subject.only.to.any.agreements.with.the.holders.of.particular.Bonds.
pledging.any.particular.revenues ..The.Bonds.may.be.additionally.secured.by.a.pledge.of.any.
grant,.contribution.or.guarantee.from.the.federal.government.or.any.corporation,.associa-
tion,.institution.or.person.or.a.pledge.of.any.money,.income.or.revenue.of.the.Authority.
from.any.source .
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. 4 .8 .. No.Bonds.issued.by.the.Authority.under.this.Indenture.and.the.Act.shall.ever.
constitute.a.debt,.general.or.special,.liability.or.moral.or.other.obligation.of.the.Beneficiaries.
within.the.meaning.of.any.constitutional.or.statutory.limitation.whatsoever,.or.a.pledge.of.
the.faith.and.credit.of.the.Beneficiaries,.or.of.any.of.their.revenues,.but.shall.be.payable.solely.
as.provided.by.Section.4 .7.of.this.Indenture ..Each.Bond.issued.under.this.shall.contain.on.
the.face.thereof.a.statement.that.neither.the.faith.and.credit.nor.the.taxing.power,.nor.any.
revenues.of.the.State,.or.any.political.subdivision.thereof,.is.pledged.to.the.payment.of.the.
principal.of.or.the.interest.on.such.Bond ..No.Trustee.shall.ever.be.personally.liable.on.the.
Bonds.or.on.any.contracts.whatsoever.of.the.Authority.unless.it.shall.be.shown.that.such.
Trustee.has.acted.with.a.corrupt.intent .


. 4 .9 .. Any.pledge.made.by.the.Authority.shall.be.valid.and.binding.from.the.time.
when.the.pledge.is.made ..The.revenue,.money.or.properties.so.pledged.and.thereafter.re-
ceived.by.the.Authority.shall.immediately.be.subject.to.the.lien.of.such.pledge.without.any.
physical.delivery.thereof.or.further.act,.and.the.lien.of.any.such.pledge.shall.be.valid.and.
binding.as.against.all.parties.having.claims.of.any.kind.in.tort,.contract.or.otherwise.against.
the.Authority,.irrespective.of.whether.the.parties.have.notice.thereof ..Neither.the.resolution.
nor.any.other.instrument.by.which.a.pledge.is.created.need.be.recorded .


. 4 .10 .. The.Beneficiaries.do.hereby.pledge.to.and.agree.with.the.holder.of.any.Bonds.
issued.under.this.Indenture,.by.their.acceptance.of.the.beneficial.interest.under.this.Inden-
ture,.that.they.will.not.limit.or.alter.the.rights.vested.in.the.Authority.to.fulfill.the.terms.of.
any.agreements.made.with.the.holders.thereof.or.in.any.way.impair.the.rights.or.remedies.of.
the.holders.until.the.Bonds,.together.with.the.interest.thereon,.with.interest.on.any.unpaid.
installments.of.interest,.and.all.costs.and.expenses.in.connection.with.any.action.or.proceed-
ing.by.or.on.behalf.of.the.holders,.are.fully.met.and.discharged ..The.Authority.is.authorized.
to.include.this.pledge.and.agreement.of.the.State.in.any.agreement.with.the.holders.of.the.
Bonds .


. 4 .11 .. All.expenses.incurred.by.the.Authority.in.carrying.out.the.provisions.of.this.
Indenture.shall.be.payable.solely.from.funds.provided.under.this.Indenture,.and.the.Author-
ity.shall.never.incur.any.indebtedness.or.liability.whatsoever.on.behalf.of.or.payable.by.the.
State.or.any.political.subdivision.of.it .


. 4 .12 .. The.Authority.shall,.following.the.close.of.each.fiscal.year,.submit.an.annual.
report.of.its.programs.and.activities.for.the.preceding.year.to.the.Mayor.of.the.City.of..
Blytheville,.to.the.Mayor.of.the.City.of.Gosnell,.to.the.County.Judge.of.Mississippi.County,.
and.to.the.Governor.and.the.Secretary.of.State.of.this.State ..Each.annual.report.shall.set.
forth.a.complete.operating.and.financial.statement.for.the.Authority’s.general.funds.during.
the.fiscal.year.it.covers .


. 4 .13 .. The.Authority.is.not.created.or.organized.for.profit,.and.furthermore,.no.part.
of.the.net.earnings.derived.from.the.operation.of.the.Authority.shall.inure.to.the.benefit.of.
any.private.person .







Back to TOC Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
75


Back to TOC


ARTICLE.V


DURATION.OF.TRUST


. 5 .1 .. The.Authority.and.its.existence.shall.continue:


. (a).until.such.time.as.the.Beneficiaries.shall.cease.to.exist,.or


. (b).until.such.time.as.the.purposes.set.forth.in.Article.IV.hereof.shall.have.been.fully.
executed.and.fulfilled,.and.no.Bonds.of.the.Authority.shall.be.then.outstanding,.or


. (d).until.it.shall.be.terminated.as.provided.in.Article.X.hereof,.whichever.shall.first.
occur .


ARTICLE.VI


THE.TRUST.ESTATE


. 6 .1 .. The.Trust.Estate.shall.consist.of:


. (a).The.funds.and.property.presently.in.the.hands.of.the.Trustees.donated.for.the.
Authority’s.purposes.by.the.Settlor,.or.to.be.acquired.by.the.Trustees.and.dedicated.by.the.
Settlor,.and.others.to.be.used.for.the.Authority’s.purposes .


. (b).Any.and.all.money,.property.(real,.personal,.movable,.immovable,.tangible,.
intangible.and/or.mixed),.rights,.choses.in.action,.contracts,.leases,.privileges,.immunities,.
licenses,.franchises,.benefits,.mortgages,.bonds,.notes.and.all.other.things.of.value.coming.
into.the.possession.of.the.Trustees.pursuant.to.the.provisions.of.this.Indenture .


. 6 .2 .. The.instruments.executed.for.the.issuance.of.the.Authority’s.bonds,.notes.or.
other.evidences.of.indebtedness,.may.set.out.the.specific.property.of.the.Trust.Estate.exclu-
sively.pledged.and.mortgaged.for.the.payment.of.such.indebtedness .


ARTICLE.VII


THE.TRUSTEES


. 7 .1 .. The.affairs.of.the.Authority.shall.be.conducted.by.a.Board.of.Trustees.consist-
ing.of_______________(_).Trustees.who.shall.be.residents.of.the.State.of.Arkansas .


. 7 .2 ... The.initial.Trustees.shall.be.the.___________(_).persons.undersigned ..
Each.such.Trustee.shall.serve.for.a.term.commencing.on.the.date.on.which.he.qualified.as.
a.Trustee.hereunder.in.accordance.with.the.provisions.of.Section.7 .11.hereof.and.ending.at.
12:01.A .M ..on.the.dates.specified.below:
.
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. . . Name. . . . . Term.Ends


. 7 .3 .. At.the.end.of.the.term.of.a.Trustee,.a.successor.Trustee.shall.be.appointed.as.
follows:


Such.successor.shall.be.appointed.at.least.sixty.(60).days.prior.to.the.end.of.each.term ..
The.successor.Trustee.shall.take.office.upon.written.order.of.the.appointing.officer.and.
upon.compliance.with.the.provisions.of.Section.7 .11.hereof ..Each.successor.Trustee.shall.
be.appointed.for.a.term.commencing.on.the.date.of.his.written.order.of.appointment.and.
ending.at.12:01.A .M ..on.____________.the.anniversary.of.the.date.of.expiration.of.his.
predecessor’s.term.of.office ..A.copy.of.each.written.order.of.appointment.shall.be.filed.in.the.
permanent.records.of.the.Authority.and.with.the.Secretary.of.State ..Each.successor.in.office.
shall.become.a.Trustee.of.this.Authority.and.become.full.vested.with.all.the.estate,.proper-
ties,.rights,.powers,.duties.and.obligations.of.his.predecessor.hereunder.with.like.effect.as.if.
originally.named.as.a.Trustee.herein ..A.Trustee.shall.continue.in.office.until.his.successor.has.
been.duly.appointed.and.qualified ..A.Trustee.shall.be.eligible.for.reappointment.for.addi-
tional.terms .


. 7 .4 .. As.soon.as.practicable.after.any.Trustee.of.the.Authority.shall.resign,.die,.be.
removed,.become.incapable.of.acting.as.such.Trustee,.or.remove.his.residence.from.the.State.
of.Arkansas,.a.successor.to.such.Trustee.shall.be.appointed,.in.the.manner.set.forth.in.Section.
7 .3.above,.to.serve.for.the.remainder.of.his.predecessor’s.term.of.office .


. 7 .5 .. The.Trustees.are.authorized.to.contract,.in.connection.with.the.incurrence.
of.any.indebtedness.secured.by.the.Trust.Estate,.by.the.Revenues.of.the.Authority,.or.by.any.
part.of.either.or.both,.that.in.the.event.of.a.default.in.the.fulfillment.of.any.contract.obliga-
tion.undertaken.on.behalf.of.the.Authority.or.in.the.payment.of.any.indebtedness.incurred.
on.behalf.of.the.Authority,.a.receiver.shall.be.appointed.to.succeed.to.the.rights,.powers.and.
duties.of.the.Trustees.then.in.office ..Any.such.contract.shall.set.forth.the.terms.and.condi-
tions.under.which.such.Receiver.shall.be.appointed,.shall.operate.the.Authority.and.shall.be.
compensated,.under.which.the.appointment.of.such.Receiver.shall.be.vacated.and.the.Trust-
ees.shall.be.reinstated .


. 7 .6 .. Officers:


. (a).Annually,.the.Trustees.shall.elect.one.of.their.number.to.be.Chairman,.who.shall.
preside.at.all.meetings.and.perform.other.duties.designated.by.the.Trustees .


. (b).Annually,.the.Trustees.shall.elect.one.of.their.number.to.be.Vice.Chairman,.who.
shall.act.in.the.place.of.the.Chairman.during.the.latter’s.absence.or.incapacity.to.act .
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. (c).Annually,.the.Trustees.shall.elect.one.of.their.number.to.be.Secretary-Treasurer,.
who.shall.keep.or.cause.to.be.kept.minutes.of.all.meetings.of.the.Trustees.and.shall.maintain.
or.cause.to.be.maintained.complete.and.accurate.records.of.all.of.their.financial.transactions ..
All.such.minutes,.books.and.records.shall.be.kept.on.file.in.the.Office.of.the.Authority .


. (d).The.Trustees.may.appoint.an.executive.director.who.shall.not.be.a.member.of.the.
Board.of.Trustees.and.who.shall.serve.at.the.pleasure.of.the.Trustees.and.receive.such.com-
pensation.as.shall.be.fixed.by.the.Trustees .


. (e).The.Trustees.may.appoint.or.employ.such.other.officers,.agents,.and.employees.as.
they.may.deem.advisable .


. 7 .7 .. The.Trustees.shall.not.be.charged.personally.with.any.liability.whatsoever.by.
reason.of.any.act.or.omission.committed.or.suffered.in.good.faith.by.any.Trustee.or.agent,.
officer.or.employee.of.the.Authority,.or.in.the.exercise.of.their.honest.discretion.in.the.
performance.of.their.duties.hereunder.or.in.the.operation.of.the.Trust.Estate;.but.any.act.or.
liability.for.any.omission.or.obligation.of.any.Trustee.or.any.agent,.officer.or.employee.of.
the.Authority.in.the.performance.of.their.duties.hereunder,.or.in.the.operation.of.the.Trust.
Estate,.shall.extend.to.the.whole.of.the.Trust.Estate.or.so.much.thereof.as.may.be.necessary.
to.discharge.such.liability.or.obligation .


. 7 .8 ... Notwithstanding.any.other.provisions.of.this.Indenture.which.may.appear.to.
provide.otherwise,.no.Trustee.acting.individually.shall.have.the.power.or.authority.to.bind.or.
obligate.the.Authority.or.any.individual.Trustee .


. 7 .9 .. All.instruments.creating.legal.rights.and.duties.shall.be.executed.in.the.name.
of.the.Authority.by.its.Chairman.or.Vice.Chairman.and.attested.by.its.Secretary.Treasurer.
or.Assistant.Secretary,.with.the.seal.of.the.Authority.affixed.thereto ..It.shall.not.be.necessary.
for.all.Trustees.to.execute.such.instrument,.even.though.their.names,.as.Trustees,.may.appear.
therein .


. 7 .10 .. The.Trustees.shall.serve.without.compensation,.except.for.reimbursement.for.
travel.and.other.direct.expenses.incurred.in.the.course.of.official.business.of.the.Authority.or.
in.the.performance.of.their.duties.as.Trustees,.which.reimbursement.shall.be.approved.by.the.
Board.of.Trustees .


. 7 .11 .. All.Trustees.shall.be.deemed.to.have.qualified.to.serve.as.Trustees.of.the.
Authority.and.to.have.accepted.all.of.the.terms.of.this.Indenture.by.their.execution.of.this.
Indenture ..In.the.case.of.successor.Trustees.they.shall.be.deemed.to.have.qualified.to.serve.
as.Trustees.of.the.Authority.and.to.have.accepted.all.of.the.terms.of.this.Indenture.by.their.
written.acceptance.thereof,.duly.acknowledged,.and.filed.in.the.permanent.records.of.the.
Authority .
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. 7 .12 .. A.Trustee.or.any.agent,.officer.or.employee.of,.or.contractor.with.the.Author-
ity.may.be.a.shareholder,.director,.officer,.consultant,.agent.or.employee.of.any.one.or.more.
of.the.following:


. (a).a.firm.or.corporation.doing.business.with.the.Authority;


. (b).a.bank,.trust.company,.firm.or.corporation.serving.as.Settlor.of.this.Trust.or.serv-
ing.or.to.serve.as.trustee.or.cotrustee.for.the.holders.of.any.bonds.or.notes.of.the.Authority .


. 7 .13 .. A.Trustee.who.has.a.financial.interest.or.who.is.a.director,.officer,.agent.or.
employee.of.any.firm.or.corporation.doing.business.with.the.Authority.shall:


. (a).disclose.to.the.Authority.in.writing.such.interest.or.position,.and


. (b).recuse.himself.from.voting.on.any.matter.pertaining.directly.to.an.individual.
transaction.with.any.such.firm.or.corporation,.as.opposed.to.voting.on.matters.of.a.general.
nature.such.as.approval.of.a.bond.indenture.and.related.matters,.which.may.refer.to.firms,.
corporations.or.trustees.for.bondholders,.as.a.general.group.in.connection.with.matters.on.
which.individual.action.has.previously.been.taken .


. 7 .14 .. The.Trustees.may.appoint.an.administrator.for.the.Trust.Estate,.or.managers.
for.any.position.thereof,.and.may.employ.such.other.clerical,.professional,.legal.and.technical.
assistance.as.may.be.deemed.necessary.in.the.discretion.of.the.Trustees.to.properly.operate.
the.business.of.the.Authority,.and.may.fix.their.duties,.terms.of.employment.and.compensa-
tion ..In.the.event.an.administrator.for.the.Authority.is.appointed.by.the.Trustees,.the.admin-
istrator.shall.administer.the.business.of.the.Authority.as.directed.from.time.to.time.by.the.
Trustees .


. 7 .15 .. A.majority.of.the.Trustees.qualified.and.serving.under.this.Indenture.at.any.
time.shall.constitute.a.quorum.at.any.meeting ..Action.may.be.taken.and.resolutions.adopted.
by.the.Trustees.at.any.meeting.thereof.by.the.affirmative.vote.of.a.majority.of.such.quorum ..
No.vacancy.in.membership.of.the.Trustees.shall.impair.the.right.of.a.quorum.of.the.Trustees.
to.exercise.all.of.the.powers.and.perform.all.of.the.duties.of.the.Authority .


. 7 .16 .. Special.meetings.of.the.Trustees.may.be.called.by.the.Chairman.or.Vice.
Chairman,.or.by.request.of.two.or.more.Trustees ..Each.Trustee.shall.be.given.at.least.one.
day’s.notice.of.such.special.meeting,.whether.in.person.or.by.other.means ..Any.Trustee.may.
waive.such.notice.by.entry.of.such.waiver.into.the.minutes.of.the.meeting .


. 7 .17 .. Action.may.be.taken.by.the.Trustees.without.a.meeting.in.respect.of.any.
matter,.and.shall.constitute.valid.action.of.the.Authority ..In.the.event.of.any.such.action,.all.
Trustees.shall.sign.and.file.in.the.records.of.the.Authority.a.memorandum.(which.may.be.
executed.in.counterparts).setting.forth:.(a).the.nature.of.the.action.taken;.(b).the.consent.
of.each.Trustee.to.the.consideration.thereof.without.a.meeting;.and.(c).the.names.of.those.
Trustees.approving.such.action.and.the.names.of.those,.if.any,.who.oppose.it ..Trustees.may.
communicate.by.telephone.or.other.means.in.respect.of.any.such.action .
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. 7 .18 ... The.Trustees.are.further.authorized.to.exercise.any.and.all.powers.necessary.
to.implement.the.purposes.and.powers.of.the.Authority.as.set.out.in.Article.IV.hereof.and.to.
effectuate.the.intent.of.this.Trust .


ARTICLE.VIII


BENEFICIARIES.OF.TRUST


. 8 .1 .. The.Beneficiaries.of.this.Trust.shall.be.(i).the.City.of.Blytheville,.Arkansas,.
(ii).the.City.of.Gosnell,.Arkansas,.(iii).Mississippi.County,.Arkansas,.and.(iv).the.State.of.
Arkansas .


. 8 .2 .. The.Beneficiaries.shall.have.no.legal.title,.claim.or.rights.to.the.Trust.Estate,.
its.income,.or.to.any.part.hereof,.or.to.demand.or.to.require.any.partition.or.distribution.
thereof ..Neither.shall.the.Beneficiaries.have.any.authority,.power.or.right.whatsoever,.to.do.
or.transact.any.business.for,.or.on.behalf.of,.or.binding.upon.the.Trustees.or.upon.the.Trust.
Estate,.nor.the.right.to.control.or.direct.the.actions.of.the.Trustees ..The.Beneficiaries.shall.
be.entitled.solely.to.the.benefits.of.this.Trust,.as.administered.by.the.Trustees.hereunder;.and.
at.the.termination.of.the.Trust,.as.provided.hereinafter,.and.then.only,.the.Beneficiaries.shall.
receive.the.residue.of.the.Trust.Estate .


. 8 .3 .. The.acceptance.of.the.beneficial.interest.in.this.Trust.by.the.City.Council.
of.the.City.of.Blytheville,.the.City.Council.of.the.City.of.Gosnell,.the.Quorum.Court.of.
Mississippi.County,.and.the.Governor.of.the.State.is.made.pursuant.to.the.express.powers.
granted.by.the.Act ..Neither.the.acceptance.of.such.beneficial.interest,.nor.any.other.act.what-
soever.of.the.Beneficiaries,.shall.ever.be.deemed.to.create.any.liability.or.responsibility.of.any.
type.of.the.Beneficiaries.for.the.payment.of.principal.of.or.interest.on.any.bonds.of.the.Au-
thority,.or.for.the.performance.of.any.pledge,.mortgage,.obligation.or.agreement.of.any.kind.
whatsoever.which.may.be.undertaken.by.the.Authority ..All.contracts.and.other.instruments.
executed.by.the.Authority.wherein.it.is.the.obligor.shall.include.a.specific.recital.to.such.
effect ..In.conformity.with.Section.28.72.201.of.the.Act,.no.funds.of.the.Beneficiaries.(de-
rived.other.than.from.this.Trust).shall.be.charged.with.or.expended.in.the.execution.of.such.
Trust.except.by.express.lawful.action.of.the.Beneficiaries ..The.Settlor.hereby.declares,.agrees.
and.covenants.that.it.is.intended.that.no.funds.of.the.Beneficiaries.shall.ever.be.expended.
in.connection.with.any.operations.or.activities.of.the.Authority,.and.that.the.operations.of.
the.Authority.shall.be.funded.solely.from.the.Trust.Estate.and.the.powers.of.the.Authority.
granted.in.connection.therewith .


ARTICLE.IX


AMENDMENT


. 9 .1 ... This.Indenture.may.be.altered,.amended,.revised.or.modified.in.any.particu-
lar.hereafter,.pursuant.to.the.Act.and.by.the.joint.action.of.the.Settlor,.Trustees.and.Ben-
eficiaries,.subject.to.any.agreements.with.any.bondholders.or.noteholders.of.the.Authority;.
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provided,.however.that.this.Indenture.shall.not.be.subject.to.alteration,.amendment,.revision.
or.modification.from.and.after.the.date.of.any.indebtedness.is.incurred.by.the.Trustees.if.
such.change.or.changes.would.adversely.affect.the.security.of.said.outstanding.indebtedness .


ARTICLE.X


TERMINATION.OF.TRUST


. 10 .1 .. This.Trust.shall.be.irrevocable.by.the.Settlor.and.shall.terminate:


. (a).Upon.the.occurrence.of.an.event.set.forth.in.Article.V.of.this.Indenture;.or


. (b).When.the.purposes.set.forth.in.Article.IV.of.this.Indenture.shall.have.been.fully.
executed.and.fulfilled;.or


. (c).In.the.event.of.the.happening.of.any.event.or.circumstances.that.would.prevent.
said.purposes.from.being.executed.and.fulfilled.and.all.of.the.Trustees.and.the.Mayor.of.
the.City.of.Blytheville,.the.Mayor.of.the.City.of.Gosnell,.the.County.Judge.of.Mississippi.
County,.and.the.Governor.of.the.State.shall.agree.that.such.event.or.circumstance.has.taken.
place;.provided,.however,.that.all.indebtedness.of.the.Trust.shall.have.been.paid;.or


. (d).In.the.manner.provided.by.the.Act;.provided,.however,.that.this.Trust.shall.not.be.
terminated.by.voluntary.action.if.there.be.outstanding.funded.indebtedness.or.obligations.of.
the.Trust.unless.all.owners.of.such.indebtedness.or.obligations,.or.one.authorized.by.them.so.
to.do,.shall.have.consented.in.writing.to.such.termination .


. 10 .2 .. Upon.the.termination.of.this.Trust,.the.Trustees.shall.proceed.to.wind.up.the.
affairs.of.the.Authority,.and.after.payment.of.all.debts.and.obligations.out.of.the.Trust.Es-
tate,.to.the.extent.thereof,.shall.distribute.the.residue.of.the.Trust.Estate.to.the.Beneficiaries.
hereunder ..Upon.the.final.distribution.as.aforesaid,.the.powers,.duties.and.authority.of.the.
Trustees.hereunder.shall.cease .


ARTICLE.XI


MISCELLANEOUS


. 11 .1 .. All.records.and.proceedings.of.the.Authority.shall.be.subject.to.inspection,.
during.customary.business.hours,.by.a.duly.authorized.representative.of.the.City.of..
Blytheville,.the.City.of.Gosnell,.Mississippi.County,.or.the.State .


. 11 .2 ... The.invalidity.or.ineffectiveness.for.any.reason.of.any.one.or.more.words,.
phrases,.clauses,.sentences,.paragraphs,.subsections.or.sections.shall.not.affect.the.remaining.
portions.thereof.which.may.be.given.effect.without.such.invalid.or.ineffective.provisions ..
Any.such.invalid.or.ineffective.portion.was.inserted.conditionally.upon.it.being.valid.and.ef-







Back to TOC Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
81


Back to TOC


fective.and.this.Indenture.shall.be.construed.as.if.such.invalid.or.ineffective.portion.had.not.
been.inserted.herein .


. 11 .3 .. This.Indenture.may.be.executed.in.several.counterparts,.each.of.which.shall.
be.an.original.and.all.of.which.shall.constitute.but.one.and.the.same.Indenture .


. 11 .4 .. This.Indenture.shall.be.governed.exclusively.by.the.applicable.laws.of.the.
State,.including.specifically.the.Act .


IN.WITNESS.WHEREOF,.the.Settlor.and.the.Trustees.have.hereunto.set.their.hands.ex-
ecuting.this.instrument.in.multiple.originals,.each.of.which.is.one.and.the.same.instrument.
as.the.others,.on.the.day.and.year.indicated .


Date:______________________,.1991 .


ACCEPTANCE.OF.BENEFICIAL.INTEREST


The.beneficial.interest.in.this.Trust.is.hereby.accepted.on.behalf.of.the.State.of.Arkansas.by.
virtue.of.my.authority.as.Governor.of.the.State,.pursuant.to.the.Constitution.and.laws.of.the.
State,.including,.without.limitation,.Section.28-72-202.of.the.Act .


Date:._______________,.1991 .
. . . . . . . ______________________________
. . . . . . . Governor,.State.of.Arkansas


The.beneficial.interest.in.this.Trust.has.been.accepted.on.behalf.of.Mississippi.County,.
Arkansas,.by.virtue.of.a.resolution.of.the.governing.body.thereof.duly.adopted.on.the.day.
of_____________,.1991,.pursuant.to.the.Constitution.and.laws.of.the.State,.including,.
without.limitation,.Section.28-72-202.of.the.Act .


Date:._______________,.1991 .
. . . . . . . ______________________________
. . . . . . . County.Judge,.Mississippi.County


.
The.beneficial.interest.in.this.Trust.has.been.accepted.on.behalf.of.the.City.of.Blytheville,.
Arkansas,.by.virtue.of.a.resolution.of.the.governing.body.thereof.duly.adopted.on.the.day.
of_______________,.1991,.pursuant.to.the.Constitution.and.laws.of.the.State,.including,.
without.limitation,.Section.28-72-202.of.the.Act .


Date:.._______________,.1991 .
. . . . . . . ______________________________
. . . . . . . Mayor,.City.of.Blytheville
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The.beneficial.interest.in.this.Trust.has.been.accepted.on.behalf.of.the.City.of.Gosnell,.
Arkansas,.by.virtue.of.a.resolution.of.the.governing.body.thereof.duly.adopted.on.the.day.
of_____________,.1991,.pursuant.to.the.Constitution.and.laws.of.the.State,.including,.
without.limitation,.Section.28-72-202.of.the.Act .


Date:__________,.1991 .
. . . . . . . ______________________________
. . . . . . . Mayor,.City.of.Gosnell
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Appendix 7 - Fort Harrison Reuse Authority


IC 36-7-30-1
. Chapter.30 ..Reuse.of.Federal.Military.Bases


IC 36-7-30-1
Applicability of chapter; definitions
.......Sec ..1 ..(a).This.chapter.applies.to.all.units.in.which.all.or.a.part.of.a.military.base.is.
located .
.....(b).As.used.in.sections.18.and.24.of.this.chapter,.“bonds”.means.bonds,.notes,.evidences.
of.indebtedness,.or.other.obligations.issued.by.the.reuse.authority.in.the.name.of.the.unit .
.....(c).As.used.in.this.chapter,.“military.base”.means.a.United.States.government.military.
base.or.other.military.installation.that.is.scheduled.for.closing.or.is.completely.or.partially.
inactive.or.closed .
.....(d).As.used.in.this.chapter,.“military.base.property”.means.real.and.personal.property.that.
is.currently.or.was.formerly.part.of.a.military.base.and.is.subject.to.reuse .
.....(e).As.used.in.this.chapter,.“municipal.utility”.means.a.utility.that.is.owned.by.a.munici-
pality.and.provides.at.least.one.(1).of.the.following:
.........(1).Water.services .
.........(2).Sewer.services .
.........(3).Electric.services .
.........(4).Stormwater.services .
.....(f ).As.used.in.this.chapter,.“reuse.authority”.means.a.military.base.reuse.authority.estab-
lished.under.section.3.of.this.chapter .


IC 36-7-30-2
Preparation for reuse of military bases
.......Sec ..2 ..(a).The.planning,.replanning,.rehabilitation,.development,.redevelopment,.and.
other.preparation.for.reuse.of.military.bases.and.military.base.property.are.public.and.gov-
ernmental.functions.that.cannot.be.accomplished.through.the.ordinary.operations.of.private.
enterprise.because.of.the.following:
.........(1).The.provisions.of.federal.law.that.provide.for.the.expeditious.and.affordable.trans-
fer.of.military.base.property.to.an.entity.established.by.local.government.for.these.purposes .
.........(2).The.necessity.for.requiring.the.proper.use.of.the.land.to.best.serve.the.interests.of.
the.unit.and.its.citizens .
.........(3).The.costs.of.the.projects .
.....(b).The.planning,.replanning,.rehabilitation,.development,.redevelopment,.and.other.
preparation.for.reuse.will.do.the.following:
.........(1).Benefit.the.public.health,.safety,.morals,.and.welfare .
.........(2).Increase.the.economic.well-being.of.the.unit.and.the.state .
.........(3).Serve.to.protect.and.increase.property.values.in.the.unit.and.the.state .
.....(c).The.planning,.replanning,.rehabilitation,.development,.redevelopment,.and.other.
preparation.for.reuse.of.military.bases.and.military.base.property.under.this.chapter.are.
public.uses.and.purposes.for.which.public.money.may.be.spent.and.private.property.may.be.
acquired .
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.....(d).Each.unit.shall,.to.the.extent.feasible.under.this.chapter.and.consistent.with.the.needs.
of.the.unit.as.a.whole,.provide.a.maximum.opportunity.for.reuse.of.federal.military.bases.by.
private.enterprise.or.state.and.local.government .
.....(e).This.section.shall.be.liberally.construed.to.carry.out.the.purposes.of.this.section .


IC 36-7-30-3
Establishment of reuse authority; taxing districts; consolidated city
.......Sec ..3 ..(a).A.unit.may.establish.a.board.of.five.(5).members.to.be.known.as.the.“______
_______________Reuse.Authority”,.designating.the.name.of.the.military.base ..Once.a.unit.
has.established.a.reuse.authority.for.a.military.base,.no.other.unit.may.create.a.reuse.author-
ity.for.that.portion.of.the.military.base.that.lies.within.the.boundaries.of.that.unit .
.....(b).All.of.the.territory.within.the.corporate.boundaries.of.a.municipality.constitutes.a.tax-
ing.district.for.the.purpose.of.levying.and.collecting.special.benefit.taxes.for.reuse.purposes.
as.provided.in.this.chapter ..All.of.the.territory.in.a.county.constitutes.a.taxing.district.for.a.
county .
.....(c).All.of.the.taxable.property.within.a.taxing.district.is.considered.to.be.benefited.by.re-
use.projects.carried.out.under.this.chapter.to.the.extent.of.the.special.taxes.levied.under.this.
chapter .
.....(d).A.county.having.a.consolidated.city.may.not.establish.a.reuse.authority.for.a.military.
base.located.in.an.excluded.city.without.the.approval.of.the.legislative.body.of.the.excluded.
city .


IC 36-7-30-4
Appointment of members to reuse authority
.......Sec ..4 ..(a).Except.as.provided.in.subsection.(c),.the.five.(5).members.of.a.municipal.
military.base.reuse.authority.shall.be.appointed.as.follows:
.........(1).Three.(3).members.shall.be.appointed.by.the.municipal.executive .
.........(2).Two.(2).members.shall.be.appointed.by.the.municipal.legislative.body .
.....(b).The.five.(5).members.of.a.county.military.base.reuse.authority.shall.be.appointed.by.
the.county.executive .
.....(c).The.five.(5).members.of.a.municipal.military.base.reuse.authority.in.an.excluded.city.
that.is.located.in.a.county.with.a.consolidated.city.shall.be.appointed.as.follows:
.........(1).One.(1).member.shall.be.appointed.by.the.executive.of.the.excluded.city .
.........(2).One.(1).member.shall.be.appointed.by.the.legislative.body.of.the.excluded.city .
.........(3).One.(1).member.shall.be.appointed.by.the.consolidated.city.executive .
.........(4).One.(1).member.shall.be.appointed.by.the.consolidated.city.legislative.body .
.........(5).One.(1).member.shall.be.appointed.by.the.board.of.county.commissioners .
.However,.at.least.three.(3).of.the.members.must.be.residents.of.the.excluded.city .


IC 36-7-30-5
Term of members; oath; bond; qualifications; reimbursement for expenses
.......Sec ..5 ..(a).Except.as.provided.in.subsection.(b),.each.member.of.a.military.base.reuse.
authority.shall.serve.the.longer.of.three.(3).years.beginning.with.the.first.day.of.January.after.
the.member’s.appointment.or.until.the.member’s.successor.has.been.appointed.and.qualified ..
If.a.vacancy.occurs,.a.successor.shall.be.appointed.in.the.same.manner.as.the.original.mem-
ber,.and.the.successor.shall.serve.for.the.remainder.of.the.vacated.term .
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.....(b).In.the.case.of.a.municipal.military.base.reuse.authority.in.an.excluded.city.located.in.a.
county.with.a.consolidated.city,.the.original.members.shall.serve.for.the.following.terms:
.........(1).A.member.appointed.by.the.executive.of.the.excluded.city.or.the.consolidated.city.
executive.shall.serve.for.the.longer.of.three.(3).years.beginning.with.the.first.day.of.January.
after.the.member’s.appointment.or.until.the.member’s.successor.is.appointed.and.qualified .
.........(2).A.member.appointed.by.the.legislative.body.of.the.excluded.city.or.the.consolidat-
ed.city.legislative.body.shall.serve.for.the.longer.of.one.(1).year.beginning.with.the.first.day.
of.January.after.the.member’s.appointment.or.until.the.member’s.successor.is.appointed.and.
qualified .
.........(3).A.member.appointed.by.the.board.of.county.commissioners.shall.serve.for.the.lon-
ger.of.two.(2).years.beginning.with.the.first.day.of.January.after.the.member’s.appointment.
or.until.the.member’s.successor.is.appointed.and.qualified .
.....(c).Each.member.of.a.reuse.authority,.before.beginning.the.member’s.duties,.shall.take.
and.subscribe.an.oath.of.office.in.the.usual.form,.to.be.endorsed.on.the.certificate.of.the.
member’s.appointment ..The.endorsed.certificate.must.be.promptly.filed.with.the.clerk.for.
the.unit.that.the.member.serves .
.....(d).Each.member.of.a.reuse.authority,.before.beginning.the.member’s.duties,.shall.execute.
a.bond.payable.to.the.state,.with.surety.to.be.approved.by.the.executive.of.the.unit ..The.
bond.must.be.in.the.penal.sum.of.fifteen.thousand.dollars.($15,000).and.must.be.condi-
tioned.on.the.faithful.performance.of.the.duties.of.the.member’s.office.and.the.accounting.
for.all.money.and.property.that.may.come.into.the.member’s.hands.or.under.the.member’s.
control ..The.cost.of.the.bond.shall.be.paid.by.the.special.taxing.district .
.....(e).A.member.of.a.reuse.authority.must.be.at.least.eighteen.(18).years.of.age.and,.except.
as.provided.in.section.4(c).of.this.chapter,.must.be.a.resident.of.the.unit.responsible.for.the.
member’s.appointment .
.....(f ).If.a.member.ceases.to.be.qualified.under.this.section,.the.member.forfeits.the.mem-
ber’s.office .
.....(g).Members.of.a.reuse.authority.are.not.entitled.to.salaries.but.are.entitled.to.reimburse-
ment.for.expenses.necessarily.incurred.in.the.performance.of.their.duties .


IC 36-7-30-6
Meetings; secretary-treasurer; rules; quorum
.......Sec ..6 ..(a).The.reuse.authority.members.shall.hold.a.meeting.for.the.purpose.of.organi-
zation.not.later.than.thirty.(30).days.after.they.are.appointed.and,.after.that,.each.year.on.the.
first.day.in.January.that.is.not.a.Saturday,.Sunday,.or.legal.holiday ..They.shall.choose.one.(1).
of.their.members.as.president,.another.as.vice.president,.and.another.as.secretary-treasurer ..
These.officers.shall.perform.the.duties.usually.concerning.their.offices.and.shall.serve.from.
the.date.of.their.election.until.their.successors.are.elected.and.qualified .
.....(b).Except.as.otherwise.provided.in.this.chapter,.the.secretary-treasurer.shall.be.respon-
sible.for.the.funds.and.accounts.of.the.reuse.authority ..The.reuse.authority.may.employ.per-
sonnel.for.compensation.to.assist.the.secretary-treasurer.or.may.designate.or.appoint.a.fiscal.
officer.of.the.unit.or.of.another.unit.responsible.for.appointing.one.(1).or.more.reuse.author-
ity.members.to.perform.the.duties.that.are.delegated.by.the.reuse.authority.and.accepted.by.
the.fiscal.officer .
.....(c).The.members.of.a.reuse.authority.may.adopt.rules.and.bylaws.the.members.consider.
necessary.for.the.proper.conduct.of.proceedings,.carrying.out.of.the.members’.duties,.and.
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safeguarding.the.money.and.property.placed.in.the.members’.custody.by.this.chapter ..In.ad-
dition.to.the.annual.meeting,.the.members.may.by.resolution.or.in.accordance.with.the.rules.
and.bylaws.prescribe.the.date.and.manner.of.notice.of.other.regular.or.special.meetings .
.....(d).Three.(3).members.of.the.reuse.authority.constitute.a.quorum,.and.the.concurrence.
of.three.(3).members.is.necessary.to.authorize.an.action .


IC 36-7-30-7
Removal from office
.......Sec ..7 ..A.member.of.a.military.base.reuse.authority.may.be.summarily.removed.from.
office.at.any.time.by.the.government.body.or.officer.that.appointed.the.member .


IC 36-7-30-8
Duties of reuse authority
.......Sec ..8 ..The.military.base.reuse.authority.shall.do.the.following:
.........(1).Investigate,.study,.and.survey.the.area.surrounding.and.the.real.property.and.struc-
tures.that.are.part.of.a.military.base.within.the.corporate.boundaries.of.the.unit .
.........(2).Investigate,.study,.and.determine.the.means.by.which.military.base.property.may.
be.reused.by.private.enterprise.to.promote.economic.development.within.the.unit.or.by.state.
and.local.government.to.otherwise.benefit.the.welfare.of.the.citizens.of.the.unit .
.........(3).Promote.the.reuse.of.military.base.property.in.the.manner.that.best.serves.the.inter-
ests.of.the.unit.and.its.inhabitants .
.........(4).Cooperate.with.the.departments.and.agencies.of.the.unit.and.of.other.governmen-
tal.entities,.including.the.state.and.the.federal.government,.in.the.manner.that.best.serves.the.
purposes.of.this.chapter .
.........(5).Make.findings.and.reports.on.their.activities.under.this.section,.and.keep.the.re-
ports.available.for.inspection.by.the.public .
.........(6).Select.and.acquire.military.base.property.to.be.reused.by.private.enterprise.or.state.
or.local.government.under.this.chapter .
.........(7).Transfer.acquired.military.base.property.and.other.real.and.personal.property.to.
private.enterprise.or.state.or.local.government.in.the.manner.that.best.serves.the.social.and.
economic.interests.of.the.unit.and.the.unit’s.inhabitants .


IC 36-7-30-9
Powers of reuse authority
.......Sec ..9 ..(a).The.military.base.reuse.authority.may.do.the.following:
.........(1).Acquire.by.purchase,.exchange,.gift,.grant,.condemnation,.or.lease,.or.any.combi-
nation.of.methods,.any.personal.military.base.property.or.interest.in.real.military.base.prop-
erty.or.other.real.or.personal.property.located.within.the.corporate.boundaries.of.the.unit .
.........(2).Hold,.use,.sell.(by.conveyance.by.deed,.land.sale.contract,.or.other.instrument),.
exchange,.lease,.rent,.or.otherwise.dispose.of.real.or.personal.military.base.property.or.other.
real.and.personal.property.to.private.enterprise.or.state.or.local.government,.on.the.terms.
and.conditions.that.the.reuse.authority.considers.best.for.the.unit.and.its.inhabitants .
.........(3).Sell,.lease,.or.grant.interests.in.all.or.part.of.the.real.property.acquired.from.a.mili-
tary.base.to.any.other.department.of.the.unit.or.to.any.other.governmental.agency.for.public.
ways,.levees,.sewerage,.parks,.playgrounds,.schools,.and.other.public.purposes.on.any.terms.
that.may.be.agreed.on .
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.........(4).Clear.real.property.acquired.for.the.purposes.of.this.chapter .


.........(5).Repair.and.maintain.structures.acquired.for.the.purposes.of.this.chapter .


.........(6).Remodel,.rebuild,.enlarge,.or.make.major.structural.improvements.on.structures.
acquired.from.a.military.base .
.........(7).Survey.or.examine.any.land.to.determine.whether.it.should.be.acquired.for.the.
purpose.of.this.chapter.and.to.determine.the.value.of.the.land .
.........(8).Appear.before.any.other.department.or.agency.of.the.unit.or.any.other.governmen-
tal.agency.in.respect.to.any.matter.affecting:
.............(A).real.property.acquired.or.being.acquired.for.the.purposes.of.this.chapter;.or
.............(B).any.reuse.area.within.the.jurisdiction.of.the.reuse.authority .
.........(9).Institute.or.defend.in.the.name.of.the.unit.any.civil.action .
.........(10).Use.any.legal.or.equitable.remedy.that.is.necessary.or.considered.proper.to.protect.
and.enforce.the.rights.of.and.perform.the.duties.of.the.reuse.authority .
.........(11).Exercise.the.power.of.eminent.domain.in.the.name.of.and.within.the.corporate.
boundaries.of.the.unit.in.the.manner.prescribed.by.section.16.of.this.chapter .
.........(12).Appoint.an.executive.director,.appraisers,.real.estate.experts,.engineers,.architects,.
surveyors,.attorneys,.accountants,.and.other.consultants.that.are.necessary.or.desired.by.the.
authority.in.exercising.its.powers.or.carrying.out.its.responsibilities.under.this.chapter .
.........(13).Appoint.clerks,.guards,.laborers,.and.other.employees.the.reuse.authority.considers.
advisable ..However,.the.appointments.must.be.made.in.accordance.with.the.merit.system.of.
the.unit.if.the.unit.has.a.merit.system .
.........(14).Prescribe.the.duties.and.regulate.the.compensation.of.employees.of.the.military.
base.reuse.authority .
.........(15).Provide.a.pension.and.retirement.system.for.employees.of.the.military.base.reuse.
authority,.or.use.the.public.employees’.retirement.fund.or.a.retirement.plan.approved.by.the.
United.States.Department.of.Housing.and.Urban.Development .
.........(16).Discharge.and.appoint.successors.to.employees.of.the.military.base.reuse.authority.
subject.to.subdivision.(13) .
.........(17).Rent.offices.for.use.of.the.reuse.authority.or.accept.the.use.of.offices.furnished.by.
the.unit .
.........(18).Equip.the.offices.of.the.reuse.authority.with.the.necessary.furniture,.furnishings,.
equipment,.records,.and.supplies .
.........(19).Expend.on.behalf.of.the.special.taxing.district.all.or.any.part.of.the.money.of.the.
special.taxing.district .
.........(20).Design,.order,.contract.for,.and.construct,.reconstruct,.improve,.or.renovate.the.
following:
.............(A).Local.public.improvements.or.structures.that.are.necessary.for.the.reuse.of.mili-
tary.base.property.within.the.corporate.boundaries.of.the.unit .
.............(B).Any.structure.that.enhances.the.development,.economic.development,.or.reuse.
of.military.base.property .
.........(21).Accept.loans,.grants,.and.other.forms.of.financial.assistance.from.the.federal.gov-
ernment,.the.state.government,.a.municipal.corporation,.a.special.taxing.district,.a.founda-
tion,.or.any.other.source .
.........(22).Provide.financial.assistance,.in.the.manner.that.best.serves.the.purposes.of.this.
chapter,.including.grants.and.loans,.to.enable.private.enterprise.to.develop,.redevelop,.and.
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reuse.military.base.property.or.otherwise.enable.private.enterprise.to.provide.social.and.eco-
nomic.benefits.to.the.citizens.of.the.unit .
.........(23).Enter.into.contracts.for.providing.police,.fire.protection,.and.utility.services.to.the.
military.base.reuse.area .
.........(24).Make.and.enter.into.all.contracts.and.agreements.necessary.or.incidental.to.the.
performance.of.the.duties.of.the.reuse.authority.and.the.execution.of.the.power.of.the.reuse.
authority.under.this.chapter .
.........(25).Take.any.action.necessary.to.implement.the.purposes.of.the.reuse.authority .
.....(b).All.powers.that.may.be.exercised.under.this.chapter.by.the.reuse.authority.may.also.be.
exercised.by.the.reuse.authority.in.carrying.out.its.duties.and.purposes.under.IC.36-7-14 .5.
or.IC.36-7-15 .3 .


IC 36-7-30-10
Plan and declaration of reuse area
.......Sec ..10 ..(a).The.reuse.authority.shall.adopt.a.plan.for.the.rehabilitation,.development,.
redevelopment,.and.reuse.of.military.base.property.to.be.acquired.from.the.federal.govern-
ment.upon.the.closure.of.a.military.base.within.the.boundaries.of.the.unit .
.....(b).In.conjunction.with.the.military.base.reuse.plan,.the.reuse.authority.may.adopt.a.reso-
lution.declaring.that.a.geographic.area.is.a.military.base.reuse.area.and.approving.the.plan.if.
it.makes.the.following.findings:
.........(1).All.or.part.of.a.military.base.is.located.in.the.military.base.reuse.area .
.........(2).The.plan.for.the.military.base.reuse.area.will.accomplish.the.public.purposes.of.this.
chapter,.supported.by.specific.findings.of.fact.to.be.adopted.by.the.reuse.authority .
.........(3).The.public.health.and.welfare.will.be.benefited.by.accomplishment.of.the.plan.for.
the.military.base.reuse.area .
.........(4).The.plan.for.the.military.base.reuse.area.conforms.to.other.development.and.rede-
velopment.plans.for.the.unit .
.....(c).A.military.base.reuse.area.may.include.territory.within.the.corporate.boundaries.of.the.
unit.and.in.the.vicinity.of.the.military.base.that.is.not.on.military.base.property ..However,.a.
military.base.reuse.area.may.not.include.any.area.of.land.that.constitutes.part.of.an.economic.
development.area,.a.redevelopment.project.area,.or.an.urban.renewal.area.under.IC.36-7-14.
or.IC.36-7-15 .1 .
.....(d).The.resolution.must.state.the.general.boundaries.of.the.area,.and.that.the.reuse.au-
thority.proposes.to.acquire.all.of.the.interests.in.the.land.within.the.boundaries,.with.certain.
designated.exceptions,.if.there.are.any .
.....(e).For.the.purpose.of.adopting.a.resolution.under.subsection.(b),.it.is.sufficient.to.
describe.the.boundaries.of.the.area.by.its.location.in.relation.to.public.ways.or.streams,.or.
otherwise,.as.determined.by.the.reuse.authority ..Property.excepted.from.the.acquisition.may.
be.described.by.street.numbers.or.location .


IC 36-7-30-11
Adoption of resolution
.......Sec ..11 ..(a).After.adoption.of.a.resolution.under.section.10.of.this.chapter,.the.reuse.
authority.shall.submit.the.resolution.and.supporting.data.to.the.plan.commission.of.the.unit.
or.other.body.charged.with.the.duty.of.developing.a.general.plan.for.the.unit,.if.there.is.such.
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a.body ..The.plan.commission.may.determine.whether.the.resolution.and.the.reuse.plan.con-
form.to.the.plan.of.development.for.the.unit.and.approve.or.disapprove.the.resolution.and.
plan.proposed ..The.reuse.authority.may.amend.or.modify.the.resolution.and.proposed.plan.
to.conform.to.the.requirements.of.the.plan.commission ..The.plan.commission.shall.issue.a.
written.order.approving.or.disapproving.the.resolution.and.military.base.reuse.plan,.and.may.
with.the.consent.of.the.reuse.authority.rescind.or.modify.the.order .
.....(b).The.determination.that.a.geographic.area.is.a.military.base.reuse.area.must.be.ap-
proved.by.the.unit’s.legislative.body .
.....(c).If.a.military.base.is.located.in.an.excluded.city.that.is.located.in.a.county.having.a.
consolidated.city,.the.determination.that.a.geographic.area.is.a.military.base.reuse.area.must.
be.approved.by.the.excluded.city.legislative.body.and.the.consolidated.city.legislative.body .


IC 36-7-30-12
Notice and hearing on adoption of resolution
.......Sec ..12 ..(a).After.receipt.of.all.orders.and.approvals.required.under.section.11.of.this.
chapter,.the.reuse.authority.shall.publish.notice.of.the.adoption.and.the.substance.of.the.
resolution.in.accordance.with.IC.5-3-1 ..The.notice.must.name.a.date.when.the.reuse.author-
ity.will.receive.and.hear.remonstrances.and.objections.from.persons.interested.in.or.affected.
by.the.proceedings.concerning.the.proposed.project.and.will.determine.the.public.utility.and.
benefit.of.the.proposed.project ..All.persons.affected.in.any.manner.by.the.hearing,.including.
all.taxpayers.of.the.special.taxing.district,.shall.be.considered.notified.of.the.pendency.of.the.
hearing.and.of.subsequent.acts,.hearings,.adjournments,.and.orders.of.the.reuse.authority.by.
the.notice.given.under.this.section .
.....(b).At.the.hearing,.which.may.be.adjourned.from.time.to.time,.the.reuse.authority.shall.
hear.all.persons.interested.in.the.proceedings.and.shall.consider.all.written.remonstrances.
and.objections.that.have.been.filed ..After.considering.the.evidence.presented,.the.reuse.au-
thority.shall.take.final.action.determining.the.public.utility.and.benefit.of.the.proposed.proj-
ect,.and.confirming,.modifying.and.confirming,.or.rescinding.the.resolution ..The.final.action.
taken.by.the.reuse.authority.is.final.and.conclusive,.except.that.an.appeal.may.be.taken.in.the.
manner.prescribed.by.section.14.of.this.chapter .


IC 36-7-30-13
Amendments to resolution or plan
.......Sec ..13 ..(a).The.reuse.authority.must.conduct.a.public.hearing.before.amending.a.
resolution.or.plan.for.a.military.base.reuse.area ..The.reuse.authority.shall.give.notice.of.the.
hearing.in.accordance.with.IC.5-3-1 ..The.notice.must.do.the.following:
.........(1).Set.forth.the.substance.of.the.proposed.amendment .
.........(2).State.the.time.and.place.where.written.remonstrances.against.the.proposed.amend-
ment.may.be.filed .
.........(3).Set.forth.the.time.and.place.of.the.hearing .
.........(4).State.that.the.reuse.authority.will.hear.any.person.who.has.filed.a.written.remon-
strance.during.the.filing.period.set.forth.in.subdivision.(2) .
.....(b).For.the.purposes.of.this.section,.the.consolidation.of.areas.is.not.considered.the.en-
largement.of.the.boundaries.of.an.area .
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.....(c).If.the.reuse.authority.proposes.to.amend.a.resolution.or.plan,.the.military.base.reuse.
authority.is.not.required.to.have.evidence.or.make.findings.that.were.required.for.the.estab-
lishment.of.the.original.military.base.reuse.area ..However,.the.reuse.authority.must.make.the.
following.findings.before.approving.the.amendment:
.........(1).The.amendment.is.reasonable.and.appropriate.when.considered.in.relation.to.the.
original.resolution.or.plan.and.the.purposes.of.this.chapter .
.........(2).The.resolution.or.plan,.with.the.proposed.amendment,.conforms.to.the.compre-
hensive.plan.for.the.unit .
.....(d).Notwithstanding.subsections.(a).and.(c),.if.the.resolution.or.plan.is.proposed.to.be.
amended.in.a.way.that.enlarges.the.original.boundaries.of.the.area.by.more.than.twenty.per-
cent.(20%),.the.reuse.authority.must.use.the.procedure.provided.for.the.original.establish-
ment.of.areas.and.must.comply.with.sections.10.through.12.of.this.chapter .
.....(e).At.the.hearing.on.the.amendments,.the.reuse.authority.shall.consider.written.re-
monstrances.that.are.filed ..The.action.of.the.reuse.authority.on.the.amendment.is.final.and.
conclusive,.except.that.an.appeal.of.the.reuse.authority’s.action.may.be.taken.under.section.
14.of.this.chapter .


IC 36-7-30-14
Appeal from final action of reuse authority
.......Sec ..14 ..(a).A.person.who.filed.a.written.remonstrance.with.the.reuse.authority.under.
section.12.or.13.of.this.chapter.and.is.aggrieved.by.the.final.action.taken.may.not.more.
than.ten.(10).days.after.that.final.action.file.in.the.office.of.the.clerk.of.the.circuit.or.supe-
rior.court.a.copy.of.the.order.of.the.reuse.authority.and.person’s.remonstrances.against.that.
order,.together.with.the.person’s.bond.conditioned.to.pay.the.costs.of.the.person’s.appeal.if.
the.appeal.is.determined.against.the.person ..The.only.ground.of.remonstrance.that.the.court.
may.hear.is.whether.the.proposed.project.will.be.of.public.utility.and.benefit ..The.burden.of.
proof.is.on.the.remonstrator .
.....(b).An.appeal.under.this.section.shall.be.promptly.heard.by.the.court.without.a.jury ..All.
remonstrances.upon.which.an.appeal.has.been.taken.shall.be.consolidated.and.heard.and.
determined.not.more.than.thirty.(30).days.after.the.time.of.the.filing.of.the.appeal ..The.
court.shall.hear.evidence.on.the.remonstrances.and.may.confirm.the.final.action.of.the.reuse.
authority.or.sustain.the.remonstrances ..The.judgment.of.the.court.is.final.and.conclusive,.
unless.an.appeal.is.taken.as.in.other.civil.actions .


IC 36-7-30-15
Purchase of property
.......Sec ..15 ..(a).If.no.appeal.is.taken.or.if.an.appeal.is.taken.but.is.unsuccessful,.the.reuse.
authority.shall.proceed.with.the.plan.to.the.extent.that.money.is.available.for.that.purpose .
.....(b).Negotiations.for.the.purchase.of.property.may.be.carried.on.directly.by.the.reuse.
authority,.by.its.employees,.or.by.expert.negotiators,.but.no.option,.contract,.or.understand-
ing.relative.to.the.purchase.of.real.property.is.binding.on.the.reuse.authority.until.approved.
and.accepted.by.the.reuse.authority.in.writing ..Payment.for.the.property.purchased.shall.be.
made.when.and.as.directed.by.the.reuse.authority.but.only.on.delivery.of.proper.instruments.
conveying.the.title.or.interest.of.the.owner.to.the.reuse.authority.or.its.designee .
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.....(c).The.acquisition.of.real.and.personal.property.by.the.reuse.authority.under.this.chapter.
is.not.subject.to.the.provisions.of.IC.5-22,.IC.36-1-10 .5,.or.any.other.statutes.governing.the.
purchase.of.property.by.public.bodies.or.their.agencies .


IC 36-7-30-16
Acquisition of property by eminent domain
.......Sec ..16 ..(a).If.the.reuse.authority.considers.it.necessary.to.acquire.real.property.in.or.
serving.a.reuse.area.by.the.exercise.of.the.power.of.eminent.domain,.it.shall.adopt.a.resolu-
tion.setting.out.its.determination.to.exercise.that.power.and.directing.its.attorney.to.file.a.
petition.in.the.name.of.the.unit.on.behalf.of.the.reuse.authority,.in.the.circuit.or.superior.
court.of.the.county.in.which.the.property.is.situated ..The.resolution.must.contain.a.finding.
by.the.reuse.authority.that.the.property.to.be.acquired.is.in.an.area.needing.redevelopment.
(as.defined.in.IC.36-7-1-3) ..The.resolution.must.be.approved.by.the.legislative.body.of.the.
unit.before.the.petition.is.filed .
.....(b).Eminent.domain.proceedings.under.this.section.are.governed.by.IC.32-24.and.other.
applicable.statutory.provisions.for.the.exercise.of.the.power.of.eminent.domain ..Property.
already.devoted.to.a.public.use.may.be.acquired.under.this.section,.but.property.belonging.
to.the.state.or.a.political.subdivision.may.not.be.acquired.without.the.consent.of.the.state.or.
the.political.subdivision .
.....(c).The.court.having.jurisdiction.shall.direct.the.clerk.of.the.circuit.court.to.execute.a.
deed.conveying.the.title.of.real.property.acquired.under.this.section.to.the.unit.for.the.use.
and.benefit.of.the.reuse.authority .


IC 36-7-30-17
Clearing, maintenance, and replanning of area
.......Sec ..17 ..(a).The.reuse.authority.may.proceed.with.the.clearing.and.replanning.of.the.
area.described.in.the.resolution.before.the.acquisition.of.all.of.the.area ..The.reuse.authority.
may.also.proceed.with.the.repair.and.maintenance.of.buildings.that.have.been.acquired.and.
are.not.to.be.cleared ..This.clearance,.repair,.and.maintenance.may.be.carried.out.by.labor.
employed.directly.by.the.reuse.authority.or.by.contract ..Contracts.for.clearance.may.pro-
vide.that.the.contractor.is.entitled.to.retain.and.dispose.of.salvaged.material,.as.a.part.of.the.
contract.price.or.on.the.basis.of.stated.prices.for.the.amounts.of.the.various.materials.actually.
salvaged .
.....(b).All.contracts.for.material.or.labor.under.this.section.shall.be.let.under.IC.36-1 .
.....(c).To.the.extent.the.reuse.authority.undertakes.to.engage.in.the.planning.and.rezoning.of.
the.real.property.acquired,.the.opening,.closing,.relocation,.and.improvement.of.public.ways,.
and.the.construction,.relocation,.and.improvement.of.levees,.sewers,.parking.facilities,.and.
utility.services,.the.reuse.authority.shall.proceed.in.the.same.manner.as.private.owners.of.the.
property ..The.reuse.authority.may.negotiate.with.the.proper.officers.and.agencies.of.the.unit.
to.secure.the.proper.orders,.approvals,.and.consents .
.....(d).Construction.work.required.in.connection.with.improvements.in.the.area.described.in.
the.resolution.may.be.carried.out.by.the.following:
.........(1).The.appropriate.municipal.or.county.department.or.agency .
.........(2).The.reuse.authority,.if:
.............(A).all.plans,.specifications,.and.drawings.are.approved.by.the.appropriate.depart-
ment.or.agency;.and
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.............(B).the.statutory.procedures.for.the.letting.of.contracts.by.the.appropriate.depart-
ment.or.agency.are.followed.by.the.reuse.authority .
.....(e).The.reuse.authority.may.pay.any.charges.or.assessments.made.on.account.of.orders,.
approvals,.consents,.and.construction.work.under.this.section,.or.may.agree.to.pay.the.assess-
ments.in.installments.as.provided.by.statute.in.the.case.of.private.owners ..The.reuse.author-
ity.may.do.the.following:
.........(1).By.special.waiver.filed.with.the.municipal.works.board.or.county.executive,.waive.
the.statutory.procedure.and.notices.required.by.law.in.order.to.create.valid.liens.on.private.
property .
.........(2).Cause.any.assessments.to.be.spread.on.a.different.basis.than.that.provided.by.stat-
ute .
.....(f ).The.real.property.acquired.under.this.chapter.may.not.be.set.aside.and.dedicated.for.
public.ways,.parking.facilities,.sewers,.levees,.parks,.or.other.public.purposes.until.the.reuse.
authority.has.obtained.the.consent.and.approval.of.the.department.or.agency.under.whose.
jurisdiction.the.property.will.be.placed .
.....(g).The.reuse.authority.may.negotiate.for.the.sale,.lease,.or.other.disposition.of.real.and.
personal.property.without.complying.with.the.provisions.of.IC.36-1-11.or.any.other.statute.
governing.the.disposition.of.public.property ..A.conveyance.under.this.section.may.not.be.
made.until.the.agreed.consideration.has.been.paid,.unless.the.reuse.authority.passes.a.resolu-
tion.expressly.providing.that.the.consideration.does.not.have.to.be.paid.before.the.convey-
ance.is.made ..The.resolution.may.provide.for.a.mortgage.or.other.security ..All.deeds,.leases,.
land.sale.contracts,.or.other.conveyances.shall.be.executed.in.the.name.of.the.reuse.authority.
and.shall.be.signed.by.the.president.or.vice.president.of.the.reuse.authority.and.attested.by.
the.secretary-treasurer ..A.seal.is.not.required.on.these.instruments.or.any.other.instruments.
executed.in.the.name.of.the.reuse.authority ..Proceeds.from.the.sale,.lease,.or.other.disposi-
tion.of.property.may.be.deposited.in.any.fund.and.used.for.any.purpose.permitted.under.
this.chapter,.as.directed.by.the.reuse.authority .


IC 36-7-30-18
Issuance of bonds
.......Sec ..18 ..(a).In.addition.to.other.methods.of.raising.money.for.property.acquisition,.
redevelopment,.or.economic.development.activities.in.or.directly.serving.or.benefiting.a.
military.base.reuse.area,.and.in.anticipation.of.the.taxes.allocated.under.section.25.of.this.
chapter,.other.revenues.of.the.district,.or.any.combination.of.these.sources,.the.reuse.author-
ity.may.by.resolution.issue.the.bonds.of.the.special.taxing.district.in.the.name.of.the.unit .
.....(b).The.reuse.authority.shall.certify.a.copy.of.the.resolution.authorizing.the.bonds.to.
the.municipal.or.county.fiscal.officer,.who.shall.then.prepare.the.bonds ..The.seal.of.the.unit.
must.be.impressed.on.the.bonds.or.a.facsimile.of.the.seal.must.be.printed.on.the.bonds .
.....(c).The.bonds.must.be.executed.by.the.appropriate.officer.of.the.unit,.and.attested.by.the.
unit’s.fiscal.officer .
.....(d).The.bonds.are.exempt.from.taxation.for.all.purposes .
.....(e).Bonds.issued.under.this.section.may.be.sold.at.public.sale.in.accordance.with.IC.5-1-
11.or.at.a.negotiated.sale .
.....(f ).The.bonds.are.not.a.corporate.obligation.of.the.unit.but.are.an.indebtedness.of.the.
taxing.district ..The.bonds.and.interest.are.payable,.as.set.forth.in.the.bond.resolution.of.the.
reuse.authority,.from.any.of.the.following:
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.........(1).The.tax.proceeds.allocated.under.section.25.of.this.chapter .


.........(2).Other.revenues.available.to.the.reuse.authority .


.........(3).A.combination.of.the.methods.stated.in.subdivisions.(1).through.(2) .


.If.the.bonds.are.payable.solely.from.the.tax.proceeds.allocated.under.section.25.of.this.chap-
ter,.other.revenues.of.the.reuse.authority,.or.any.combination.of.these.sources,.the.bonds.may.
be.issued.in.any.amount.without.limitation .
.....(g).Proceeds.from.the.sale.of.bonds.may.be.used.to.pay.the.cost.of.interest.on.the.bonds.
for.a.period.not.to.exceed.five.(5).years.after.the.date.of.issuance .
.....(h).All.laws.relating.to.the.filing.of.petitions.requesting.the.issuance.of.bonds.and.the.
right.of.taxpayers.to.remonstrate.against.the.issuance.of.bonds.do.not.apply.to.bonds.issued.
under.this.chapter .
.....(i).If.a.debt.service.reserve.is.created.from.the.proceeds.of.bonds,.the.debt.service.reserve.
may.be.used.to.pay.principal.and.interest.on.the.bonds.as.provided.in.the.bond.resolution .
.....(j).If.bonds.are.issued.under.this.chapter.that.are.payable.solely.or.in.part.from.revenues.
of.the.reuse.authority,.the.reuse.authority.may.adopt.a.resolution.or.trust.indenture.or.enter.
into.covenants.as.is.customary.in.the.issuance.of.revenue.bonds ..The.resolution.or.trust.
indenture.may.pledge.or.assign.revenues.of.the.reuse.authority.and.properties.becoming.
available.to.the.reuse.authority.under.this.chapter ..The.resolution.or.trust.indenture.may.also.
contain.provisions.for.protecting.and.enforcing.the.rights.and.remedies.of.the.bond.owners.
as.may.be.reasonable.and.proper.and.not.in.violation.of.law,.including.a.covenant.setting.
forth.the.duties.of.the.reuse.authority ..The.reuse.authority.may.establish.fees.and.charges.for.
the.use.of.any.project.and.covenant.with.the.owners.of.any.bonds.to.set.the.fees.and.charges.
at.a.rate.sufficient.to.protect.the.interest.of.the.owners.of.the.bonds ..Revenue.bonds.issued.
by.the.reuse.authority.that.are.payable.solely.from.revenues.of.the.reuse.authority.shall.con-
tain.a.statement.to.that.effect.in.the.form.of.the.bond .


IC 36-7-30-19
Lease of property
.......Sec ..19 ..(a).A.reuse.authority.may.enter.into.a.lease.of.any.property.that.could.be.
financed.with.the.proceeds.of.bonds.issued.under.this.chapter.with.a.lessor.for.a.term.not.
to.exceed.fifty.(50).years.and.the.lease.may.provide.for.payments.to.be.made.by.the.reuse.
authority.from.taxes.allocated.under.section.25.of.this.chapter,.any.other.revenues.available.
to.the.reuse.authority,.or.any.combination.of.these.sources .
.....(b).A.lease.may.provide.that.payments.by.the.reuse.authority.to.the.lessor.are.required.
only.to.the.extent.and.only.for.the.period.that.the.lessor.is.able.to.provide.the.leased.facili-
ties.in.accordance.with.the.lease ..The.terms.of.each.lease.must.be.based.upon.the.value.of.the.
facilities.leased.and.may.not.create.a.debt.of.the.unit.or.thedistrict.for.purposes.of.the.Con-
stitution.of.the.State.of.Indiana .
.....(c).A.lease.may.be.entered.into.by.the.reuse.authority.only.after.a.public.hearing.by.the.
reuse.authority.at.which.all.interested.parties.are.provided.the.opportunity.to.be.heard ..After.
the.public.hearing,.the.reuse.authority.may.adopt.a.resolution.authorizing.the.execution.
of.the.lease.on.behalf.of.the.unit.if.the.reuse.authority.finds.that.the.service.to.be.provided.
throughout.the.term.of.the.lease.will.serve.the.public.purpose.of.the.unit.and.is.in.the.best.
interests.of.its.residents ..Any.lease.approved.by.a.resolution.of.the.reuse.authority.must.be.
approved.by.the.fiscal.body.of.the.unit .
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.....(d).A.reuse.authority.entering.into.a.lease.payable.from.allocated.taxes.under.section.25.of.
this.chapter.or.other.available.funds.of.the.reuse.authority.may.do.the.following:
.........(1).Pledge.the.revenue.to.make.payments.under.the.lease.under.IC.5-1-14-4 .
.........(2).Establish.a.special.fund.to.make.the.payments .
.....(e).Lease.payments.may.be.limited.to.money.in.the.special.fund.so.that.the.obligations.of.
the.reuse.authority.to.make.the.lease.rental.payments.are.not.considered.a.debt.of.the.unit.or.
the.district.for.purposes.of.the.Constitution.of.the.State.of.Indiana .
.....(f ).Except.as.provided.in.this.section,.approvals.of.any.governmental.body.or.agency.are.
not.required.before.the.reuse.authority.may.enter.into.a.lease.under.this.section .
.....(g).If.a.reuse.authority.exercises.an.option.to.buy.a.leased.facility.from.a.lessor,.the.re-
use.authority.may.subsequently.sell.the.leased.facility,.without.regard.to.any.other.statute,.
to.the.lessor.at.the.end.of.the.lease.term.at.a.price.set.forth.in.the.lease.or.at.fair.market.
value.established.at.the.time.of.the.sale.by.the.reuse.authority.through.auction,.appraisal,.or.
negotiation ..If.the.facility.is.sold.at.auction,.after.appraisal.or.through.negotiation,.the.reuse.
authority.shall.conduct.a.hearing.after.public.notice.in.accordance.with.IC.5-3-1.before.the.
sale ..Any.action.to.contest.the.sale.must.be.brought.not.more.than.fifteen.(15).days.after.the.
hearing .
.....(h).Notwithstanding.this.section,.a.reuse.authority.may.negotiate.and.enter.into.leases.of.
property.from.the.United.States.or.any.department.or.agency.of.the.United.States.without.
complying.with.the.requirements.of.this.section .


IC 36-7-30-20
Lessor of property
.......Sec ..20 ..(a).Any.of.the.following.persons.may.lease.facilities.referred.to.in.section.19.of.
this.chapter.to.a.military.base.reuse.authority.under.this.chapter:
.........(1).A.for-profit.or.nonprofit.corporation.organized.under.Indiana.law.or.admitted.to.
do.business.in.Indiana .
.........(2).A.partnership,.an.association,.a.limited.liability.company,.or.a.firm .
.........(3).An.individual .
.........(4).With.respect.to.all.reuse.authorities.located.in.a.county.that.does.not.have.a.con-
solidated.city,.a.redevelopment.authority.established.under.IC.36-7-14 .5 .
.........(5).With.respect.to.all.reuse.authorities.located.in.a.county.with.a.consolidated.city,.an.
authority.established.under.IC.36-7-15 .3 .
.....(b).Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.a.lessor.under.this.section.and.section.19.of.this.chap-
ter.is.a.qualified.entity.for.purposes.of.IC.5-1 .4 .
.....(c).Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.a.military.base.reuse.facility.leased.by.the.reuse.au-
thority.under.this.chapter.from.a.lessor.borrowing.bond.proceeds.from.a.unit.under.IC.36-
7-12.is.an.economic.development.facility.for.purposes.of.IC.36-7-11 .9-3.and.IC.36-7-12 .
.....(d).Notwithstanding.IC.36-7-12-25.and.IC.36-7-12-26,.payments.by.a.reuse.authority.
to.a.lessor.described.in.subsection.(c).may.be.made.from.sources.set.forth.in.section.19.of.
this.chapter.if.the.payments.and.the.lease.are.structured.to.prevent.the.lease.obligation.from.
constituting.a.debt.of.the.unit.or.the.district.for.purposes.of.the.Constitution.of.the.State.of.
Indiana .
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IC 36-7-30-21
Covenant and pledge of revenues
.......Sec ..21 ..(a).Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.the.legislative.body.may.pledge.revenues.
received.or.to.be.received.by.the.unit.from:
.........(1).the.unit’s.distributive.share.of.the.county.option.income.tax.under.IC.6-3 .5-6;
.........(2).the.unit’s.distributive.share.of.the.county.economic.development.income.tax.under.
IC.6-3 .5-7;
.........(3).any.other.source.legally.available.to.the.unit.for.the.purposes.of.this.chapter;.or
.........(4).any.combination.of.revenues.under.subdivisions.(1).through.(3);
.in.any.amount.to.pay.amounts.payable.under.section.18.or.19.of.this.chapter .
.....(b).The.legislative.body.may.covenant.to.adopt.an.ordinance.to.increase.its.tax.rate.under.
the.county.option.income.tax,.county.economic.development.income.tax,.or.any.other.rev-
enues.at.the.time.it.is.necessary.to.raise.funds.to.pay.any.amounts.payable.under.section.18.
or.19.of.this.chapter .
.....(c).The.reuse.authority.may.pledge.revenues.received.or.to.be.received.from.any.source.
legally.available.to.the.reuse.authority.for.the.purposes.of.this.chapter.in.any.amount.to.pay.
amounts.payable.under.section.18.or.19.of.this.chapter .
.....(d).The.pledge.or.covenant.under.this.section.may.be.for.the.term.of.the.bonds.issued.
under.section.18.of.this.chapter,.the.term.of.a.lease.entered.into.under.section.19.of.this.
chapter,.or.for.a.shorter.period.as.determined.by.the.legislative.body ..Money.pledged.by.the.
legislative.body.under.this.section.shall.be.considered.revenues.or.other.money.available.to.
the.reuse.authority.under.sections.18.through.19.of.this.chapter .
.....(e).The.general.assembly.covenants.not.to.impair.this.pledge.or.covenant.as.long.as.any.
bonds.issued.under.section.18.of.this.chapter.are.outstanding.or.as.long.as.any.lease.entered.
into.under.section.19.of.this.chapter.is.still.in.effect ..The.pledge.or.covenant.shall.be.en-
forced.as.provided.in.IC.5-1-14-4 .


IC 36-7-30-22
Deposits to military base reuse district capital fund and general fund
.......Sec ..22 ..(a).All.proceeds.from.the.sale.of.bonds.under.section.18.of.this.chapter.shall.
be.kept.as.a.separate.and.specific.fund.to.pay.the.expenses.incurred.in.connection.with.the.
property.acquisition,.redevelopment,.and.economic.development.of.the.military.base.reuse.
area ..The.fund.shall.be.known.as.the.military.base.reuse.district.capital.fund .
.....(b).All.gifts.or.donations.that.are.given.or.paid.to.the.reuse.authority.or.to.the.unit.for.
military.base.reuse.purposes.shall.be.promptly.deposited.to.the.credit.of.the.military.base.
reuse.district.general.fund.unless.otherwise.directed.by.the.grantor ..The.reuse.authority.may.
use.these.gifts.and.donations.for.the.purposes.of.this.chapter .


IC 36-7-30-23
Payments from funds
.......Sec ..23 ..(a).All.payments.from.any.of.the.funds.established.by.this.chapter.shall.be.made.
by.warrants.drawn.by.the.secretary-treasurer.or.the.secretary-treasurer’s.agent.under.section.
6.of.this.chapter.on.vouchers.of.the.reuse.authority.signed.by.the.president.or.vice.president.
and.the.secretary-treasurer.or.executive.director ..An.appropriation.is.not.necessary,.but.all.
money.raised.under.this.chapter.is.considered.appropriated.to.the.respective.purposes.stated.
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and.is.under.the.control.of.the.reuse.authority ..The.reuse.authority.has.complete.and.exclu-
sive.authority.to.expend.the.money.for.the.purposes.provided .
.....(b).Each.fund.established.by.this.chapter.is.a.continuing.fund.and.does.not.revert.to.the.
general.fund.of.the.unit.at.the.end.of.the.calendar.year .


IC 36-7-30-24
Activities financed by bonds, notes, or warrants
.......Sec ..24 ..(a).In.order.to.finance.activities.authorized.under.this.chapter,.the.reuse.author-
ity.may.apply.for.and.accept.advances,.short.term.and.long.term.loans,.grants,.contributions,.
and.any.other.form.of.financial.assistance.from.the.federal.government,.or.from.any.of.its.
agencies ..The.reuse.authority.may.also.enter.into.and.carry.out.contracts.and.agreements.
in.connection.with.that.financial.assistance.upon.the.terms.and.conditions.that.the.reuse.
authority.considers.reasonable.and.appropriate,.if.those.terms.and.conditions.are.not.incon-
sistent.with.the.purposes.of.this.chapter ..The.provisions.of.such.a.contract.or.an.agreement.
in.regard.to.the.handling,.deposit,.and.application.of.project.funds,.as.well.as.all.other.provi-
sions,.are.valid.and.binding.on.the.unit.or.its.executive.departments.and.officers,.as.well.as.
the.reuse.authority,.notwithstanding.any.other.provision.of.this.chapter .
.....(b).The.reuse.authority.may.issue.and.sell.bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.to.the.federal.govern-
ment.to.evidence.short.term.or.long.term.loans.made.under.this.section,.without.notice.of.
sale.being.given.or.a.public.offering.being.made .
.....(c).Notwithstanding.the.provisions.of.this.chapter.or.any.other.law,.the.bonds,.notes,.or.
warrants.issued.by.the.reuse.authority.under.this.section.may:
.........(1).be.in.the.amounts,.form,.or.denomination;
.........(2).be.either.coupon.or.registered;
.........(3).carry.conversion.or.other.privileges;
.........(4).have.a.rank.or.priority;
.........(5).be.of.such.description;
.........(6).be.secured,.subject.to.other.provisions.of.this.section,.in.such.manner;
.........(7).bear.interest.at.a.rate.or.rates;
.........(8).be.payable.as.to.both.principal.and.interest.in.a.medium.of.payment,.at.time.or.
times,.which.may.be.upon.demand,.and.at.a.place.or.places;
.........(9).be.subject.to.terms.of.redemption,.with.or.without.premium;
.........(10).contain.or.be.subject.to.any.covenants,.conditions,.and.provisions;.and
.........(11).have.any.other.characteristics;
.that.the.reuse.authority.considers.reasonable.and.appropriate .
.....(d).Bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.issued.under.this.section.are.not.an.indebtedness.of.the.unit.
or.taxing.district.within.the.meaning.of.any.constitutional.or.statutory.limitation.of.indebt-
edness ..The.bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.are.not.payable.from.or.secured.by.a.levy.of.taxes,.but.
are.payable.only.from.and.secured.only.by.any.combination.of:
.........(1).income.funds;
.........(2).properties.of.the.project.becoming.available.to.the.reuse.authority.under.this.chap-
ter;.or
.........(3).any.other.legally.available.revenues.of.the.reuse.authority;
.as.the.reuse.authority.specifies.in.the.resolution.authorizing.their.issuance .
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.....(e).Bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.issued.under.this.section.are.exempt.from.taxation.for.all.
purposes .
.....(f ).Bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.issued.under.this.section.must.be.executed.by.the.appropri-
ate.officers.of.the.unit.and.must.be.attested.by.the.appropriate.officers.of.the.unit .
.....(g).Following.the.adoption.of.the.resolution.authorizing.the.issuance.of.bonds,.notes,.or.
warrants.under.this.section,.the.reuse.authority.shall.certify.a.copy.of.that.resolution.to.the.
officers.of.the.unit.who.have.duties.with.respect.to.bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.of.the.unit ..At.
the.proper.time,.the.reuse.authority.shall.deliver.to.the.officers.the.unexecuted.bonds,.notes,.
or.warrants.prepared.for.execution.in.accordance.with.the.resolution .
.....(h).All.bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.issued.under.this.section.shall.be.sold.by.the.officers.of.
the.unit.who.have.duties.with.respect.to.the.sale.of.bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.of.the.unit ..If.
an.officer.whose.signature.appears.on.any.bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.issued.under.this.section.
leaves.office.before.their.delivery,.the.signature.remains.valid.and.sufficient.for.all.purposes.as.
if.the.officer.had.remained.in.office.until.the.delivery .
.....(i).If.at.any.time.during.the.life.of.a.loan.contract.or.agreement.under.this.section.the.
reuse.authority.can.obtain.loans.for.the.purposes.of.this.section.from.sources.other.than.the.
federal.government.at.interest.rates.not.less.favorable.than.provided.in.the.loan.contract.or.
agreement,.and.if.the.loan.contract.or.agreement.so.permits,.the.reuse.authority.may.do.
so.and.may.pledge.the.loan.contract.and.any.rights.under.the.contract.as.security.for.the.
repayment.of.the.loans.obtained.from.other.sources ..A.loan.under.this.subsection.may.be.
evidenced.by.bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.issued.and.secured.in.the.same.manner.as.provided.
in.this.section.for.loans.from.the.federal.government ..The.bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.may.be.
sold.at.either.public.or.private.sale,.as.the.reuse.authority.considers.appropriate .
.....(j).Money.obtained.from.the.federal.government.or.from.other.sources.under.this.section,.
and.money.that.is.required.by.a.contract.or.an.agreement.under.this.section.to.be.used.for.
project.expenditure.purposes,.repayment.of.survey.and.planning.advances,.or.repayment.of.
temporary.or.definitive.loans.may.be.expended.by.the.reuse.authority.without.regard.to.any.
law.concerning.the.making.and.approval.of.budgets,.appropriations,.and.expenditures .
.....(k).Bonds,.notes,.or.warrants.issued.under.this.section.are.declared.to.be.issued.for.an.es-
sential.public.and.governmental.purpose .


IC 36-7-30-25
Allocation areas; allocation and distribution of property taxes
.......Sec ..25 ..(a).The.following.definitions.apply.throughout.this.section:
.........(1).“Allocation.area”.means.that.part.of.a.military.base.reuse.area.to.which.an.alloca-
tion.provision.of.a.declaratory.resolution.adopted.under.section.10.of.this.chapter.refers.for.
purposes.of.distribution.and.allocation.of.property.taxes .
.........(2).“Base.assessed.value”.means:
.............(A).the.net.assessed.value.of.all.the.property.as.finally.determined.for.the.assessment.
date.immediately.preceding.the.adoption.date.of.the.allocation.provision.of.the.declaratory.
resolution,.as.adjusted.under.subsection.(h);.plus
.............(B).to.the.extent.that.it.is.not.included.in.clause.(A).or.(C),
the.net.assessed.value.of.any.and.all.parcels.or.classes.of.parcels.identified.as.part.of.the.base.
assessed.value.in.the.declaratory.resolution.or.an.amendment.thereto,.as.finally.determined.
for.any.subsequent.assessment.date;.plus







Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
98


Back to TOC


.............(C).to.the.extent.that.it.is.not.included.in.clause.(A).or.(B),.the.net.assessed.value.
of.property.that.is.assessed.as.residential.property.under.the.rules.of.the.department.of.local.
government.finance,.as.finally.determined.for.any.assessment.date.after.the.effective.date.of.
the.allocation.provision .
.........Clause.(C).applies.only.to.allocation.areas.established.in.a.military.reuse.area.after.June.
30,.1997,.and.to.the.part.of.an.allocation.area.that.was.established.before.June.30,.1997,.and.
that.is.added.to.an.existing.allocation.area.after.June.30,.1997 .
.........(3).“Property.taxes”.means.taxes.imposed.under.IC.6-1 .1.on.real.property .
.....(b).A.declaratory.resolution.adopted.under.section.10.of.this.chapter.before.the.date.set.
forth.in.IC.36-7-14-39(b).pertaining.to.declaratory.resolutions.adopted.under.IC.36-7-
14-15.may.include.a.provision.with.respect.to.the.allocation.and.distribution.of.property.
taxes.for.the.purposes.and.in.the.manner.provided.in.this.section ..A.declaratory.resolution.
previously.adopted.may.include.an.allocation.provision.by.the.amendment.of.that.declara-
tory.resolution.in.accordance.with.the.procedures.set.forth.in.section.13.of.this.chapter ..The.
allocation.provision.may.apply.to.all.or.part.of.the.military.base.reuse.area ..The.allocation.
provision.must.require.that.any.property.taxes.subsequently.levied.by.or.for.the.benefit.of.
any.public.body.entitled.to.a.distribution.of.property.taxes.on.taxable.property.in.the.alloca-
tion.area.be.allocated.and.distributed.as.follows:
.........(1).Except.as.otherwise.provided.in.this.section,.the.proceeds.of.the.taxes.attributable.
to.the.lesser.of:
.............(A).the.assessed.value.of.the.property.for.the.assessment.date.with.respect.to.which.
the.allocation.and.distribution.is.made;.or
.............(B).the.base.assessed.value;
.........shall.be.allocated.to.and,.when.collected,.paid.into.the.funds.of.the.respective.taxing.
units .
.........(2).Except.as.otherwise.provided.in.this.section,.property.tax.proceeds.in.excess.of.
those.described.in.subdivision.(1).shall.be.allocated.to.the.military.base.reuse.district.and,.
when.collected,.paid.into.an.allocation.fund.for.that.allocation.area.that.may.be.used.by.the.
military.base.reuse.district.and.only.to.do.one.(1).or.more.of.the.following:
.............(A).Pay.the.principal.of.and.interest.and.redemption.premium.on.any.obligations.
incurred.by.the.military.base.reuse.district.or.any.other.entity.for.the.purpose.of.financing.
or.refinancing.military.base.reuse.activities.in.or.directly.serving.or.benefiting.that.allocation.
area .
.............(B).Establish,.augment,.or.restore.the.debt.service.reserve.for.bonds.payable.solely.or.
in.part.from.allocated.tax.proceeds.in.that.allocation.area.or.from.other.revenues.of.the.reuse.
authority,.including.lease.rental.revenues .
.............(C).Make.payments.on.leases.payable.solely.or.in.part.from.allocated.tax.proceeds.in.
that.allocation.area .
.............(D).Reimburse.any.other.governmental.body.for.expenditures.made.for.local.public.
improvements.(or.structures).in.or.directly.serving.or.benefiting.that.allocation.area .
.............(E).Pay.all.or.a.part.of.a.property.tax.replacement.credit.to.taxpayers.in.an.allocation.
area.as.determined.by.the.reuse.authority ..This.credit.equals.the.amount.determined.under.
the.following.STEPS.for.each.taxpayer.in.a.taxing.district.(as.defined.in.IC.6-1 .1-1-20).that.
contains.all.or.part.of.the.allocation.area:
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.............STEP.ONE:.Determine.that.part.of.the.sum.of.the.amounts.under.IC.6-1 .1-21-
2(g)(1)(A),.IC.6-1 .1-21-2(g)(2),.IC.6-1 .1-21-2(g)(3),.IC.6-1 .1-21-2(g)(4),.and.IC.6-1 .1-21-
2(g)(5).that.is.attributable.to.the.taxing.district .
.............STEP.TWO:.Divide:
.................(i).that.part.of.each.county’s.eligible.property.tax.replacement.amount.(as.defined.
in.IC.6-1 .1-21-2).for.that.year.as.determined.under.IC.6-1 .1-21-4.that.is.attributable.to.the.
taxing.district;.by
.................(ii).the.STEP.ONE.sum .
.............STEP.THREE:.Multiply:
.................(i).the.STEP.TWO.quotient;.times
.................(ii).the.total.amount.of.the.taxpayer’s.taxes.(as.defined.in.IC.6-1 .1-21-2).levied.in.
the.taxing.district.that.have.been.allocated.during.that.year.to.an.allocation.fund.under.this.
section .
.............If.not.all.the.taxpayers.in.an.allocation.area.receive.the.credit.in.full,.each.taxpayer.in.
the.allocation.area.is.entitled.to.receive.the.same.proportion.of.the.credit ..A.taxpayer.may.not.
receive.a.credit.under.this.section.and.a.credit.under.section.27.of.this.chapter.in.the.same.
year .
.............(F).Pay.expenses.incurred.by.the.reuse.authority.for.local.public.improvements.or.
structures.that.were.in.the.allocation.area.or.directly.serving.or.benefiting.the.allocation.area .
.............(G).Reimburse.public.and.private.entities.for.expenses.incurred.in.training.employ-
ees.of.industrial.facilities.that.are.located:
.................(i).in.the.allocation.area;.and
.................(ii).on.a.parcel.of.real.property.that.has.been.classified.as.industrial.property.under.
the.rules.of.the.department.of.local.government.finance .
.............However,.the.total.amount.of.money.spent.for.this.purpose.in.any.year.may.not.
exceed.the.total.amount.of.money.in.the.allocation.fund.that.is.attributable.to.property.taxes.
paid.by.the.industrial.facilities.described.in.this.clause ..The.reimbursements.under.this.clause.
must.be.made.not.more.than.three.(3).years.after.the.date.on.which.the.investments.that.are.
the.basis.for.the.increment.financing.are.made .
.........The.allocation.fund.may.not.be.used.for.operating.expenses.of.the.reuse.authority .
.........(3).Except.as.provided.in.subsection.(g),.before.July.15.of.each.year.the.reuse.authority.
shall.do.the.following:
.............(A).Determine.the.amount,.if.any,.by.which.property.taxes.payable.to.the.allocation.
fund.in.the.following.year.will.exceed.the.amount.of.property.taxes.necessary.to.make,.when.
due,.principal.and.interest.payments.on.bonds.described.in.subdivision.(2).plus.the.amount.
necessary.for.other.purposes.described.in.subdivision.(2) .
.............(B).Notify.the.county.auditor.of.the.amount,.if.any,.of.the.amount.of.excess.proper-
ty.taxes.that.the.reuse.authority.has.determined.may.be.paid.to.the.respective.taxing.units.in.
the.manner.prescribed.in.subdivision.(1) ..The.reuse.authority.may.not.authorize.a.payment.
to.the.respective.taxing.units.under.this.subdivision.if.to.do.so.would.endanger.the.interest.of.
the.holders.of.bonds.described.in.subdivision.(2).or.lessors.under.section.19.of.this.chapter ..
Property.taxes.received.by.a.taxing.unit.under.this.subdivision.are.eligible.for.the.property.
tax.replacement.credit.provided.under.IC.6-1 .1-21 .
.....(c).For.the.purpose.of.allocating.taxes.levied.by.or.for.any.taxing.unit.or.units,.the.as-
sessed.value.of.taxable.property.in.a.territory.in.the.allocation.area.that.is.annexed.by.a.taxing.
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unit.after.the.effective.date.of.the.allocation.provision.of.the.declaratory.resolution.is.the.
lesser.of:
.........(1).the.assessed.value.of.the.property.for.the.assessment.date.with.respect.to.which.the.
allocation.and.distribution.is.made;.or
.........(2).the.base.assessed.value .
.....(d).Property.tax.proceeds.allocable.to.the.military.base.reuse.district.under.subsection.
(b)(2).may,.subject.to.subsection.(b)(3),.be.irrevocably.pledged.by.the.military.base.reuse.
district.for.payment.as.set.forth.in.subsection.(b)(2) .
.....(e).Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.each.assessor.shall,.upon.petition.of.the.reuse.author-
ity,.reassess.the.taxable.property.situated.upon.or.in.or.added.to.the.allocation.area,.effective.
on.the.next.assessment.date.after.the.petition .
.....(f ).Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.the.assessed.value.of.all.taxable.property.in.the.alloca-
tion.area,.for.purposes.of.tax.limitation,.property.tax.replacement,.and.the.making.of.the.
budget,.tax.rate,.and.tax.levy.for.each.political.subdivision.in.which.the.property.is.located.is.
the.lesser.of:
.........(1).the.assessed.value.of.the.property.as.valued.without.regard.to.this.section;.or
.........(2).the.base.assessed.value .
.....(g).If.any.part.of.the.allocation.area.is.located.in.an.enterprise.zone.created.under.IC.
5-28-15,.the.unit.that.designated.the.allocation.area.shall.create.funds.as.specified.in.this.
subsection ..A.unit.that.has.obligations,.bonds,.or.leases.payable.from.allocated.tax.proceeds.
under.subsection.(b)(2).shall.establish.an.allocation.fund.for.the.purposes.specified.in.sub-
section.(b)(2).and.a.special.zone.fund ..Such.a.unit.shall,.until.the.end.of.the.enterprise.zone.
phase.out.period,.deposit.each.year.in.the.special.zone.fund.any.amount.in.the.allocation.
fund.derived.from.property.tax.proceeds.in.excess.of.those.described.in.subsection.(b)(1).
from.property.located.in.the.enterprise.zone.that.exceeds.the.amount.sufficient.for.the.pur-
poses.specified.in.subsection.(b)(2).for.the.year ..The.amount.sufficient.for.purposes.specified.
in.subsection.(b)(2).for.the.year.shall.be.determined.based.on.the.pro.rata.part.of.such.cur-
rent.property.tax.proceeds.from.the.part.of.the.enterprise.zone.that.is.within.the.allocation.
area.as.compared.to.all.such.current.property.tax.proceeds.derived.from.the.allocation.area ..
A.unit.that.does.not.have.obligations,.bonds,.or.leases.payable.from.allocated.tax.proceeds.
under.subsection.(b)(2).shall.establish.a.special.zone.fund.and.deposit.all.the.property.tax.
proceeds.in.excess.of.those.described.in.subsection.(b)(1).that.are.derived.from.property.in.
the.enterprise.zone.in.the.fund ..The.unit.that.creates.the.special.zone.fund.shall.use.the.fund.
(based.on.the.recommendations.of.the.urban.enterprise.association).for.programs.in.job.
training,.job.enrichment,.and.basic.skill.development.that.are.designed.to.benefit.residents.
and.employers.in.the.enterprise.zone.or.other.purposes.specified.in.subsection.(b)(2),.except.
that.where.reference.is.made.in.subsection.(b)(2).to.allocation.area.it.shall.refer.for.purposes.
of.payments.from.the.special.zone.fund.only.to.that.part.of.the.allocation.area.that.is.also.lo-
cated.in.the.enterprise.zone ..The.programs.shall.reserve.at.least.one-half.(1/2).of.their.enroll-
ment.in.any.session.for.residents.of.the.enterprise.zone .
.....(h).After.each.general.reassessment.under.IC.6-1 .1-4,.the.department.of.local.government.
finance.shall.adjust.the.base.assessed.value.one.(1).time.to.neutralize.any.effect.of.the.general.
reassessment.on.the.property.tax.proceeds.allocated.to.the.military.base.reuse.district.under.
this.section ..However,.the.adjustment.may.not.include.the.effect.of.property.tax.abatements.
under.IC.6-1 .1-12 .1,.and.the.adjustment.may.not.produce.less.property.tax.proceeds.al-
locable.to.the.military.base.reuse.district.under.subsection.(b)(2).than.would.otherwise.have.
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been.received.if.the.general.reassessment.had.not.occurred ..The.department.of.local.govern-
ment.finance.may.prescribe.procedures.for.county.and.township.officials.to.follow.to.assist.
the.department.in.making.the.adjustments .


IC 36-7-30-26
Resolution to modify definition of property taxes
.......Sec ..26 ..(a).As.used.in.this.section,.“depreciable.personal.property”.refers.to:
.........(1).all.or.any.part.of.the.designated.taxpayer’s.depreciable.personal.property.that.is.
located.in.the.allocation.area;.and
.........(2).all.or.any.part.of.the.other.depreciable.property.located.and.taxable.on.the.desig-
nated.taxpayer’s.site.of.operations.within.the.allocation.area;
and.that.is.designated.as.depreciable.personal.property.for.purposes.of.this.section.by.the.
reuse.authority.in.a.declaratory.resolution.adopted.or.amended.under.section.10.or.13.of.this.
chapter .
.....(b).As.used.in.this.section,.“designated.taxpayer”.means.a.taxpayer.designated.by.the.reuse.
authority.in.a.declaratory.resolution.adopted.or.amended.under.section.10.or.13.of.this.
chapter,.and.with.respect.to.which.the.reuse.authority.finds.that.taxes.to.be.derived.from.the.
depreciable.personal.property.in.the.allocation.area,.in.excess.of.the.taxes.attributable.to.the.
base.assessed.value.of.the.personal.property,.are.needed.to.pay.debt.service.or.provide.security.
for.bonds.issued.or.to.be.issued.under.section.18.of.this.chapter.or.make.payments.or.pro-
vide.security.on.leases.payable.or.to.be.payable.under.section.19.of.this.chapter.in.order.to.
provide.local.public.improvements.or.structures.for.a.particular.allocation.area .
.....(c).The.allocation.provision.of.a.declaratory.resolution.may.modify.the.definition.of.
“property.taxes”.under.section.25(a).of.this.chapter.to.include.taxes.imposed.under.IC.6-1 .1.
on.the.depreciable.personal.property.located.and.taxable.on.the.site.of.operations.of.the.des-
ignated.taxpayers.in.accordance.with.the.procedures.and.limitations.set.forth.in.this.section.
and.section.25.of.this.chapter ..If.such.a.modification.is.included.in.the.resolution,.for.pur-
poses.of.section.25.of.this.chapter,.the.term.“base.assessed.value”.with.respect.to.the.depre-
ciable.personal.property.means.the.net.assessed.value.of.all.the.depreciable.personal.property.
as.finally.determined.for.the.assessment.date.immediately.preceding.the.adoption.date.of.the.
modification,.as.adjusted.under.section.25(b).of.this.chapter .


IC 36-7-30-27
Additional credit for property taxes
.......Sec ..27 ..(a).As.used.in.this.section,.“allocation.area”.has.the.meaning.set.forth.in.section.
25.of.this.chapter .
.....(b).As.used.in.this.section,.“taxing.district”.has.the.meaning.set.forth.in.IC.6-1 .1-1-20 .
.....(c).Subject.to.subsection.(e).and.except.as.provided.in.subsection.(h),.each.taxpayer.in.
an.allocation.area.is.entitled.to.an.additional.credit.for.taxes.(as.defined.in.IC.6-1 .1-21-2).
that.under.IC.6-1 .1-22-9.are.due.and.payable.in.May.and.November.of.that.year ..Except.as.
provided.in.subsection.(h),.one-half.(1/2).of.the.credit.shall.be.applied.to.each.installment.of.
taxes.(as.defined.in.IC.6-1 .1-21-2) ..This.credit.equals.the.amount.determined.under.the.fol-
lowing.STEPS.for.each.taxpayer.in.a.taxing.district.that.contains.all.or.part.of.the.allocation.
area:
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.........STEP.ONE:.Determine.that.part.of.the.sum.of.the.amounts.under.IC.6-1 .1-21-
2(g)(1)(A),.IC.6-1 .1-21-2(g)(2),.IC.6-1 .1-21-2(g)(3),.IC.6-1 .1-21-2(g)(4),.and.IC.6-1 .1-21-
2(g)(5).that.is.attributable.to.the.taxing.district .
.........STEP.TWO:.Divide:
.............(A).that.part.of.each.county’s.eligible.property.tax.replacement.amount.(as.defined.
in.IC.6-1 .1-21-2).for.that.year.as.determined.under.IC.6-1 .1-21-4.that.is.attributable.to.the.
taxing.district;.by
.............(B).the.STEP.ONE.sum .
.........STEP.THREE:.Multiply:
.............(A).the.STEP.TWO.quotient;.times
.............(B).the.total.amount.of.the.taxpayer’s.taxes.(as.defined.in.IC.6-1 .1-21-2).levied.in.
the.taxing.district.that.would.have.been.allocated.to.an.allocation.fund.under.section.25.of.
this.chapter.had.the.additional.credit.described.in.this.section.not.been.given .
.The.additional.credit.reduces.the.amount.of.proceeds.allocated.to.the.military.base.reuse.
district.and.paid.into.an.allocation.fund.under.section.25(b)(2).of.this.chapter .
.....(d).If.the.additional.credit.under.subsection.(c).is.not.reduced.under.subsection.(e).or.(f ),.
the.credit.for.property.tax.replacement.under.IC.6-1 .1-21-5.and.the.additional.credit.under.
subsection.(c).shall.be.computed.on.an.aggregate.basis.for.all.taxpayers.in.a.taxing.district.
that.contains.all.or.part.of.an.allocation.area ..The.credit.for.property.tax.replacement.under.
IC.6-1 .1-21-5.and.the.additional.credit.under.subsection.(c).shall.be.combined.on.the.tax.
statements.sent.to.each.taxpayer .
.....(e).Upon.the.recommendation.of.the.reuse.authority,.the.municipal.legislative.body.(in.
the.case.of.a.reuse.authority.established.by.a.municipality).or.the.county.executive.(in.the.
case.of.a.reuse.authority.established.by.a.county).may.by.resolution.provide.that.the.addi-
tional.credit.described.in.subsection.(c):
.........(1).does.not.apply.in.a.specified.allocation.area;.or
.........(2).is.to.be.reduced.by.a.uniform.percentage.for.all.taxpayers.in.a.specified.allocation.
area .
.....(f ).If.the.municipal.legislative.body.or.county.executive.determines.that.granting.the.
full.additional.credit.under.subsection.(c).would.adversely.affect.the.interests.of.the.hold-
ers.of.bonds.or.other.contractual.obligations.that.are.payable.from.allocated.tax.proceeds.in.
that.allocation.area.in.a.way.that.would.create.a.reasonable.expectation.that.those.bonds.or.
other.contractual.obligations.would.not.be.paid.when.due,.the.municipal.legislative.body.
or.county.executive.must.adopt.a.resolution.under.subsection.(e).to.deny.the.additional.
credit.or.reduce.the.credit.to.a.level.that.creates.a.reasonable.expectation.that.the.bonds.or.
other.obligations.will.be.paid.when.due ..A.resolution.adopted.under.subsection.(e).denies.or.
reduces.the.additional.credit.for.property.taxes.first.due.and.payable.in.the.allocation.area.in.
any.year.following.the.year.in.which.the.resolution.is.adopted .
.....(g).A.resolution.adopted.under.subsection.(e).remains.in.effect.until.rescinded.by.the.
body.that.originally.adopted.the.resolution ..However,.a.resolution.may.not.be.rescinded.if.
the.rescission.would.adversely.affect.the.interests.of.the.holders.of.bonds.or.other.obligations.
that.are.payable.from.allocated.tax.proceeds.in.that.allocation.area.in.a.way.that.would.create.
a.reasonable.expectation.that.the.principal.of.or.interest.on.the.bonds.or.other.obligations.
would.not.be.paid.when.due ..If.a.resolution.is.rescinded.and.no.other.resolution.is.adopted,.
the.additional.credit.described.in.subsection.(c).applies.to.property.taxes.first.due.and.pay-
able.in.the.allocation.area.in.each.year.following.the.year.in.which.the.resolution.is.rescinded .
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.....(h).This.subsection.applies.to.an.allocation.area.only.to.the.extent.that.the.net.assessed.
value.of.property.that.is.assessed.as.residential.property.under.the.rules.of.the.department.of.
local.government.finance.is.not.included.in.the.base.assessed.value ..If.property.tax.install-
ments.with.respect.to.a.homestead.(as.defined.in.IC.6-1 .1-20 .9-1).are.due.in.installments.
established.by.the.department.of.local.government.finance.under.IC.6-1 .1-22-9 .5,.each.
taxpayer.subject.to.those.installments.in.an.allocation.area.is.entitled.to.an.additional.credit.
under.subsection.(c).for.the.taxes.(as.defined.in.IC.6-1 .1-21-2).due.in.installments ..The.
credit.shall.be.applied.in.the.same.proportion.to.each.installment.of.taxes.(as.defined.in.IC.
6-1 .1-21-2) .


IC 36-7-30-28
Violations
.......Sec ..28 ..A.person.who.knowingly:
.........(1).applies.any.money.raised.under.this.chapter.to.any.purpose.other.than.those.per-
mitted.by.this.chapter;.or
.........(2).fails.to.follow.the.voucher.and.warrant.procedure.prescribed.by.this.chapter.in.
expending.any.money.raised.under.this.chapter;.commits.a.Class.C.felony .


IC 36-7-30-29
Joint projects
.......Sec ..29 ..Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.two.(2).or.more.units.may.jointly.undertake.
military.base.reuse.projects.in.contiguous.areas.in.the.units’.respective.jurisdictions.that.ben-
efit.or.serve.the.units’.jurisdictions.by.following.the.procedures.set.forth.in.IC.36-1-7 ..The.
legislative.body.of.a.unit.may.do.the.following:
.........(1).Assign.an.area.within.the.unit’s.jurisdiction.to.the.reuse.authority.of.another.unit.
to.allow.the.creation.of.an.allocation.area.for.the.purpose.of.the.allocation.of.property.tax.
proceeds.even.though.part.of.the.allocation.area.will.be.outside.the.jurisdiction.of.the.reuse.
authority.to.which.the.new.area.is.assigned .
.........(2).Pledge.property.tax.proceeds.that.would.be.allocated.to.the.unit’s.allocation.fund.to.
the.reuse.authority.of.another.unit.for.the.projects .
.The.reuse.authority.to.which.an.area.is.assigned.or.allocated.proceeds.are.pledged.may.then.
take.all.action.in.the.area.or.with.respect.to.the.pledged.proceeds.that.could.be.taken.by.a.re-
use.authority.in.an.allocation.area.or.with.respect.to.the.reuse.authority’s.own.revenues.until.
the.later.of.the.time.when.an.ordinance.rescinding.this.assignment.or.pledge.is.adopted.by.
the.legislative.body.of.the.assigning.or.pledging.unit.or.the.date.on.which.outstanding.bonds.
or.lease.rentals.payable.from.allocated.property.tax.proceeds.are.finally.retired ..The.assign-
ing.unit.shall.continue.to.tax.the.taxpayers.in.the.assigned.part.of.the.allocation.area.at.the.
assigning.unit’s.tax.rates .


IC 36-7-30-30
Utility services
.......Sec ..30 ..Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.utility.services.provided.within.the.military.
base.reuse.district.are.subject.to.regulation.by.the.appropriate.regulatory.agencies.unless.the.
utility.service.is.provided.by.a.utility.that.provides.utility.service.solely.within.the.geographic.
boundaries.of.an.existing.or.a.closed.military.installation.by.a.utility.facility.in.existence.and.
operating.on.July.1,.1995,.in.which.case.the.utility.service.is.not.subject.to.regulation.for.
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purposes.of.rate.making,.regulation,.service.delivery,.or.issuance.of.bonds.or.other.forms.of.
indebtedness ..However,.this.exemption.from.regulation.does.not.apply.to.utility.service.if.
the.service.is.generated,.treated,.or.produced.outside.the.boundaries.of.the.existing.or.closed.
military.installation .


IC 36-7-30-31
PILOTS
.......Sec ..31 ..(a).As.used.in.this.section,.the.following.terms.have.the.meanings.set.forth.in.
IC.6-1 .1-1:
.........(1).Assessed.value .
.........(2).Owner .
.........(3).Person .
.........(4).Personal.property .
.........(5).Property.taxation .
.........(6).Tangible.property .
.........(7).Township.assessor .
.....(b).As.used.in.this.section,.“PILOTS”.means.payments.in.lieu.of.taxes .
.....(c).The.general.assembly.finds.the.following:
.........(1).That.the.closing.of.a.military.base.in.a.unit.results.in.an.increased.cost.to.the.unit.
of.providing.governmental.services.to.the.area.formerly.occupied.by.the.military.base .
.........(2).That.military.base.property.held.by.a.reuse.authority.is.exempt.from.property.
taxation,.resulting.in.the.lack.of.an.adequate.tax.base.to.support.the.increased.governmental.
services .
.........(3).That.to.restore.this.tax.base.and.provide.a.proper.allocation.of.the.cost.of.provid-
ing.governmental.services.the.fiscal.body.of.the.unit.should.be.authorized.to.collect.PILOTS.
from.the.reuse.authority .
.........(4).That.the.appropriate.maximum.PILOTS.would.be.the.amount.of.the.property.
taxes.that.would.be.paid.if.the.tangible.property.were.not.exempt .
.....(d).The.fiscal.body.of.the.unit.may.adopt.an.ordinance.to.require.a.reuse.authority.to.pay.
PILOTS.at.times.set.forth.in.the.ordinance.with.respect.to.tangible.property.of.which.the.
reuse.authority.is.the.owner.or.the.lessee.and.that.is.exempt.from.property.taxes ..The.ordi-
nance.remains.in.full.force.and.effect.until.repealed.or.modified.by.the.fiscal.body .
.....(e).The.PILOTS.must.be.calculated.so.that.the.PILOTS.do.not.exceed.the.amount.of.
property.taxes.that.would.have.been.levied.by.the.fiscal.body.for.the.unit.upon.the.tangible.
property.described.in.subsection.(d).if.the.property.were.not.exempt.from.property.taxation .
.....(f ).PILOTS.shall.be.imposed.as.are.property.taxes.and.shall.be.based.on.the.assessed.value.
of.the.tangible.property.described.in.subsection.(d) ..The.township.assessors.shall.assess.the.
tangible.property.described.in.subsection.(d).as.though.the.property.were.not.exempt ..The.
reuse.authority.shall.report.the.value.of.personal.property.in.a.manner.consistent.with.IC.
6-1 .1-3 .
.....(g).Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.a.reuse.authority.is.authorized.to.pay.PILOTS.im-
posed.under.this.section.from.any.legally.available.source.of.revenues ..The.reuse.authority.
may.consider.these.payments.to.be.operating.expenses.for.all.purposes .
.....(h).PILOTS.shall.be.deposited.in.the.general.fund.of.the.unit.and.used.for.any.purpose.
for.which.the.general.fund.may.be.used .
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.....(i).PILOTS.shall.be.due.as.set.forth.in.the.ordinance.and.bear.interest,.if.unpaid,.as.in.
the.case.of.other.taxes.on.property ..PILOTS.shall.be.treated.in.the.same.manner.as.property.
taxes.for.purposes.of.all.procedural.and.substantive.provisions.of.law .


IC 36-7-30-32
Conditions on property development; development fees
.......Sec ..32 ..(a).Notwithstanding.any.other.law,.a.reuse.authority.may:
.........(1).impose.conditions.on.the.development.of.any.property.in.a.reuse.area;.and
.........(2).require.the.payment.of.development.fees.or.other.fees.by.private.persons.to.pay,.
defray,.or.mitigate.the.costs.of.the.construction,.operation,.and.maintenance.of.infrastructure.
that.is.required.or.needed.to.serve.the.development,.redevelopment,.and.reuse.of.property.
within.the.reuse.area .
.....(b).Before.a.reuse.authority.may.impose.conditions.under.subsection.(a)(1),.the.reuse.
authority.shall.adopt.a.written.resolution.finding.that.the.conditions.to.be.imposed.are:
.........(1).necessary.to.carry.out.at.least.one.(1).of.the.purposes.of.this.chapter;.and
.........(2).reasonably.related.in.nature.and.extent.to.the.impact.upon.the.development,.rede-
velopment,.and.reuse.of.the.property.upon.which.the.conditions.are.imposed .
.....(c).Before.a.reuse.authority.may.impose.fees.under.subsection.(a)(2),.the.reuse.authority.
shall.adopt.a.written.resolution.finding.that:
.........(1).the.infrastructure.for.which.the.fees.are.to.be.imposed.is.necessary.to.carry.out.at.
least.one.(1).of.the.purposes.of.this.chapter.and.is.required.or.needed.to.serve.the.develop-
ment,.redevelopment,.and.reuse.of.the.property.within.the.reuse.area;.and
.........(2).the.fees.to.be.imposed.are.reasonably.related.in.nature.and.extent.to.the.impact.
upon.the.infrastructure.attributable.to.the.development,.redevelopment,.and.reuse.of.the.
property.within.the.reuse.area.upon.which.the.fees.are.imposed .
.....(d).Conditions.imposed.under.subsection.(a)(1).must.be.approved.by.the.plan.com-
mission.of.the.unit.or.other.body.responsible.for.developing.a.general.plan.for.the.unit ..To.
approve.the.conditions,.the.plan.commission.or.other.body.shall.adopt.a.written.resolution.
making.the.same.findings.required.to.be.made.by.the.reuse.authority.under.subsection.(b) .
.....(e).Fees.imposed.under.subsection.(a)(2).must.be.deposited.in.the.appropriate.fund.of.the.
unit.responsible.for.constructing,.operating,.and.maintaining.the.particular.infrastructure.for.
which.the.fee.has.been.imposed .


IC 36-7-30-33
Provision of utility services on current or former air force base property
.......Sec ..33 ..(a).This.section.applies.to.a.military.base.or.military.base.property.that.is.or.was.
operated.by.the.United.States.Air.Force.as.an.air.force.base .
.....(b).Notwithstanding.any.other.provision.of.this.chapter.or.any.other.law,.a.municipal.
utility.may.through.any.means.provide.and.acquire.without.appraisal.water,.sewer,.electric,.
and.stormwater.services.to.a.military.base.or.military.base.property.under.a.negotiated.agree-
ment.with:
.........(1).the.state;
.........(2).the.federal.government;
.........(3).agencies.or.departments.of.the.state.or.federal.government;
.........(4).a.reuse.authority;
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.........(5).an.authority.operating.under.IC.36-7-14 .5-12 .5;.or


.........(6).any.other.legal.entity;
without.regard.to.territorial.or.geographical.restrictions.except.for.territorial.or.geographical.
restrictions.on.electric.services.under.IC.8-1-2 .3.and.without.approvals.by.any.entity.or.body.
other.than.the.municipal.legislative.body.or.the.board.that.oversees.the.municipal.utility .
.....(c).An.agreement.entered.into.under.subsection.(b).and.the.provision.of.services.under.
the.agreement.are.not.subject.to.regulatory.approval ..Rates.and.charges.for.the.provision.of.
services.and.financing.of.improvements.to.provide.the.services.are.not.subject.to.regulatory.
approval .
.....(d).A.municipal.utility.may.fund.improvements.serving.a.military.base.or.military.base.
property.with:
.........(1).bonds.payable.from.revenues.or.sources.of.funds.permitted.by.statute;.or
.........(2).a.separate.series.of.bonds.payable.solely.from.revenues.of.improvements.serving.the.
military.base.or.military.base.property .
.....(e).A.municipal.utility.may.hire.employees.or.set.up.departments.it.considers.necessary.to.
serve.a.military.base.or.military.base.property.under.this.section .
.....(f ).The.municipal.legislative.body.or.the.board.that.oversees.the.municipal.utility.may.set.
rates.and.charges.for.the.services.provided.on.the.military.base.or.military.base.property.that.
are.separate.from.rates.and.charges.for.other.ratepayers.for.the.same.services.after.conducting.
a.public.hearing.with.notice.given.under.IC.5-3-1 .
.....(g).Rates.charged.by.a.municipal.utility.providing.services.to.a.military.base.under.this.
section.must.be.established.using.the.criteria.set.forth.in:
.........(1).IC.8-1 .5-3.with.respect.to.water.services.and.electric.services;
.........(2).IC.36-9-23.with.respect.to.sewer.services;.and
.........(3).IC.8-1 .5-5.with.respect.to.storm.water.services .
.....(h).Nothing.in.this.section.shall.be.construed.to.prohibit.a.rural.electric.membership.
corporation.established.under.IC.8-1-13.that.has.entered.into.an.agreement.with.any.entity.
to.provide.electric.services.to.a.portion.of.a.military.base.or.military.base.property.from.con-
tinuing.to.provide.electric.services.under.the.agreement .
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Appendix 8 - England Economic and Industrial 
Development District


SUBPART.B-13 ...ENGLAND.ECONOMIC.AND
INDUSTRIAL.DEVELOPMENT.DISTRICT


§130 .351 ...England.Economic.and.Industrial.Development.District;.creation;.territorial.
jurisdiction
. There.is.hereby.created.a.body.politic.and.corporate.of.the.state.which.shall.exist.in.
perpetuity.and.be.known.as.England.Economic.and.Industrial.Development.District,.herein-
after.referred.to.as.the.“district” ...The.district.shall.be.composed.of.all.of.the.territory.located.
within.Rapides.Parish ...The.district.shall.be.a.political.subdivision.of.the.state.as.defined.in.
Article.VI,.Section.44(2).of.the.Constitution.of.Louisiana ...Pursuant.to.Article.VI,.Sections.
19.and.20.of.the.Constitution.of.Louisiana,.the.district,.acting.through.its.board.of.commis-
sioners,.the.governing.authority.of.the.said.district,.is.hereby.granted.all.of.the.rights,.powers,.
privileges,.and.immunities.accorded.by.law.and.the.Constitution.of.Louisiana.to.political.
subdivisions.of.the.state,.including.but.not.limited.to.the.power.of.taxation,.the.power.to.in-
cur.debt.and.issue.revenue.and.general.obligation.bonds,.certificates.of.indebtedness,.bonds.
and.certificate.anticipation.notes,.refunding.bonds,.and.the.power.of.taxation,.subject.to.the.
limitations.hereinafter.provided .
. Acts.1991,.No ..142,.§1,.eff ..June.30,.1991 .


130 .352 ...Object.and.purposes
. The.district.is.created.for.the.object.and.purposes.of.accepting.title.from.the.United.
States.of.America.to.any.or.all.real.and.personal.property.and.improvements.included.in.
England.Air.Force.Base.and.utilizing.that.and.other.property,.and.all.assistance.available.
from.the.United.States.government.and.all.other.sources,.to.replace.and.enhance.the.eco-
nomic.benefits.generated.by.the.former.air.base.with.diversified.activities,.including,.but.not.
limited.to,.activities.and.planned.land.uses.to.foster.creation.of.new.jobs,.economic.develop-
ment,.industry,.health.care,.commerce,.manufacturing,.tourism,.relocation.of.people.and.
businesses.to.the.area,.aviation,.military,.warehousing,.transportation,.offices,.recreation,.
housing,.and.conservation,.the.acquisition.of.land.and.improvements,.and.the.construction,.
operation,.and.maintenance.of.facilities,.improvements.and.infrastructure,.including.build-
ings,.runways,.roads,.bridges,.drainage,.and.utilities .
. Acts.1991,.No ..142,.§1,.eff ..June.30,.1991 .


130 .353 ...Board.of.commissioners;.members;.officers;.employees
. A ...The.district.shall.be.governed.by.a.board.of.commissioners,.hereinafter.referred.to.
as.the.“board”,.consisting.of.ten.members.appointed.as.follows:
. (1)..Three.members.appointed.by.the.Rapides.Parish.Police.Jury .
. (2)..Three.members.appointed.by.the.mayor.of.the.city.of.Alexandria,.and.confirmed.
by.the.city.council .
. (3)..One.member.appointed.by.the.mayor.of.the.city.of.Pineville,.and.confirmed.by.
the.board.of.aldermen .
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. (4)..One.member.appointed.by.a.majority.of.the.remaining.incorporated.municipali-
ties.in.Rapides.Parish,.based.upon.resolutions.approved.by.the.respective.boards.of.aldermen .
. (5)..Two.members.nominated.by.the.board.of.directors.of.the.Chamber.of.Com-
merce.of.Central.Louisiana,.and.appointed.by.resolutions.duly.adopted.by.majority.votes.of.
the.Rapides.Parish.Police.Jury.and.Alexandria.City.Council .
. B ...Each.member.appointed.to.the.board.shall.be.a.citizen.of.the.United.States.and.
domiciliary.and.qualified.voter.in.Rapides.Parish.for.at.least.one.year.preceding.the.date.of.
his.appointment,.and.during.the.entirety.of.his.term.of.office ...Preferably.such.appointees.
shall.be.individuals.with.at.least.five.years.experience.in.one.or.more.of.the.following.areas:
. (1)..Economic.development .
. (2)..Public.finance.or.administration .
. (3)..Senior.level.management .
. (4)..Urban.planning .
. (5)..Banking.or.finance .
. (6)..Public.relations .
. (7)..Education .
. (8)..Practice.of.law,.medicine,.or.other.licensed.profession .
. (9)..Construction .
. (10)..Realtor,.appraiser,.or.commercial.developer .
. (11)..Aviation .
. (12)..Labor .
. C ...Except.as.hereinafter.provided,.the.term.of.office.of.members.of.the.board.shall.
be.four.years ...All.initial.appointees.shall.serve.four.year.terms,.except.the.following,.who.
shall.serve.initial.two.year.terms:
. (1)..One.nominee.of.the.Chamber.of.Commerce.of.Central.Louisiana .
. (2)..Two.appointees.of.the.Rapides.Parish.Police.Jury,.other.than.the.second.chamber.
of.commerce.nominee .
. (3)..Two.appointees.of.the.city.of.Alexandria,.other.than.the.second.chamber.of.com-
merce.nominee .
. D ...Any.member.who.misses.fifty.percent.of.the.board’s.meetings,.regular.and.spe-
cial,.in.any.calendar.year.shall.be.disqualified.and.removed.automatically.from.office.and.
that.person’s.position.shall.be.vacant,.as.of.the.first.day.of.the.succeeding.calendar.year ...Such.
vacated.position.shall.be.filled.by.the.respective.nominating.entity.for.the.balance.of.the.
vacated.term ...The.former.member.shall.not.be.eligible.for.reappointment.until.expiration.of.
the.balance.of.the.vacated.term .
. E ...Any.vacancy.in.the.membership.of.the.board.occurring.by.reason.of.the.expira-
tion.of.the.term.of.office,.or.by.reason.of.death,.resignation,.disqualification,.or.otherwise,.
shall.be.filled.by.the.respective.nominating.entity.within.thirty.days.after.receipt.by.such.par-
ty.of.written.notification.of.the.vacancy ...In.the.event.that.the.respective.nominating.entity.
fails.to.fill.the.vacancy.within.thirty.days.after.receipt.of.written.notification.of.the.vacancy,.
the.board.shall.appoint.an.interim.successor.to.serve.on.the.board.until.the.position.is.filled.
by.the.respective.nominating.entity.responsible.for.the.appointment.of.such.member ...If.the.
board.fails.to.fill.a.vacancy.in.its.membership.within.such.thirty.day.period,.the.Rapides.Par-
ish.Police.Jury,.city.of.Alexandria.and.city.of.Pineville,.by.resolutions.adopted.by.a.majority.
thereof,.shall.appoint.an.interim.successor.to.serve.on.the.board.until.the.position.is.filled.by.
the.respective.nominating.entity.responsible.for.the.appointment.of.such.member .
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. F ...Members.of.the.board.shall.serve.without.compensation,.shall.have.the.power.
to.organize.and.reorganize.the.executive,.administrative,.clerical.and.other.departments.
and.forces.of.the.district,.and.to.fix.the.duties,.powers,.and.compensation.of.all.employees,.
agents,.and.consultants.of.the.district ...The.board.may.reimburse.any.member.for.expenses.
actually.incurred.with.the.authorization.of.the.board.in.the.performance.of.his.duties.on.
behalf.of.the.district .
. G ...The.board.shall.elect.yearly.from.its.number,.a.chairman,.vice-chairman,.sec-
retary,.and.treasurer.and.establish.their.duties.as.may.be.regulated.by.laws.adopted.by.the.
board ...The.offices.of.secretary.and.treasurer.may.be.held.by.the.same.person ...The.board.
shall.meet.in.regular.session.once.each.month,.and.also.shall.meet.in.special.session.as.con-
vened.by.the.president,.or.upon.written.notice.of.six.members ...A.majority.of.the.commis-
sion.members,.not.including.vacancies,.shall.constitute.a.quorum ...All.actions.of.the.board.
shall.be.approved.by.the.affirmative.vote.of.a.majority.of.the.members.present.and.voting ...
However,.no.action.of.the.board.shall.be.authorized.on.the.following.matters.unless.ap-
proved.by.a.majority.of.the.total.board.membership:
. (1)..Adoption.of.bylaws,.and.other.rules.and.regulations.for.conduct.of.the.district’s.
business .
. (2)..Hiring.or.firing.of.the.district’s.administrator .
. (3)..The.incurring.of.funded,.general,.or.bonded.debt,.levy.of.taxes,.and.call.for.any.
tax.or.other.election .
. (4)..Adoption.or.amendment.of.the.annual.budget .
. (5)..Sale,.lease,.or.alienation.of.real.property.or.improvements .
. H ...Vote.by.proxy.shall.not.be.permitted ...Any.member.may.request.a.recorded.vote.
on.any.resolution.or.action.of.the.district .
. I ...The.board.shall.cause.minutes.and.a.record.to.be.kept.of.all.its.proceedings,.and.
it.shall.select.a.newspaper.of.general.circulation.within.its.territorial.jurisdiction.as.its.of-
ficial.journal.in.which.it.shall.publish.its.minutes,.and.in.which.it.shall.publish.such.official.
notices.as.are.required.by.law .


§130 .354 ...Governmental.functions
. The.exercise.by.the.board.of.the.powers.conferred.by.this.Subpart.shall.be.deemed.
and.held.to.be.essential.governmental.functions.of.the.state ...As.the.exercise.of.the.powers.
granted.hereby.will.be.in.all.respects.for.the.benefit.of.the.people.of.the.state,.for.the.increase.
of.their.commerce.and.prosperity,.and.for.the.improvement.of.their.health.and.living.condi-
tions,.the.district.shall.not.be.required.to.pay.any.taxes,.including,.but.not.limited.to,.sales.
and.use.taxes,.ad.valorem,.occupational.licensing,.income,.or.any.other.taxes.of.any.kind.or.
nature,.or.assessments.upon.any.property.acquired.or.used.by.the.district.under.the.provi-
sions.of.this.Subpart,.or.upon.the.income.therefrom,.and.any.property.acquired.or.used.by.
the.district.under.the.provisions.of.this.Subpart.and.the.income.therefrom,.and.any.bonds.is-
sued.hereunder.and.the.income.therefrom.shall.be.exempt.from.taxation.by.the.state.and.by.
any.parish,.municipality,.or.other.political.subdivision.of.the.state ...The.district.shall.not.be.
deemed.to.be.a.public.utility.and.shall.not.be.subject.in.any.respect.to.the.authority,.control,.
regulation,.or.supervision.of.the.Louisiana.Public.Service.Commission.or.any.other.regula-
tory.body.of.the.state,.or.any.political.subdivision.thereof .
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§130 .355 ...Powers
. In.addition.to.the.powers.and.duties.elsewhere.granted.in.this.Subpart,.the.board.is.
hereby.granted.and.shall.have.and.may.exercise.all.powers.necessary.or.convenient.for.the.
carrying.out.of.its.objects.and.purposes,.including,.but.without.limiting.the.generality.of.the.
foregoing,.the.following:
. (1)..To.sue.and.be.sued,.and.as.such.to.stand.in.judgment .
. (2)..To.adopt,.use,.and.alter.at.will.a.corporate.seal .
. (3)..To.acquire.by.gift,.grant,.purchase,.lease,.expropriation.or.otherwise,.and.to.hold.
and.use.any.property,.real,.personal,.or.mixed,.tangible.or.intangible,.or.any.interest.therein.
necessary.or.desirable.for.carrying.out.the.objects.and.purposes.of.the.district .
. (4)..To.sell,.transfer,.and.convey.any.property.acquired.by.it,.or.any.interest.therein.at.
any.time,.to.accomplish.the.objects.and.purposes.of.the.district .
. (5)..To.lease.or.sublease.all.or.any.portion.of.any.property.for.a.term.not.exceeding.
ninety-nine.years.at.a.fixed.or.variable.rental.without.advertisement.for.public.bids .
. (6)..To.donate.by.fee.simple.title,.or.otherwise.to.convey.to.the.United.States,.the.
state,.or.to.any.political.subdivision.of.the.state,.any.lands,.property,.right-of-way,.easement,.
servitude,.or.other.thing.of.value,.which.the.district.may.own.or.acquire,.for.use.by.said.gov-
ernmental.entity.to.accomplish.the.objects.and.purposes.of.the.district .
. (7)..To.make.and.collect.reasonable.charges.for.the.use.of.property.of.the.district.
and.for.services.rendered.by.the.district,.and.to.regulate.reasonably.the.fees.and.charges.to.
be.made.by.privately.owned,.leased,.or.otherwise.authorized.uses.of.property.owned.by.the.
district,.or.sold.or.leased.by.the.district,.when.same.are.offered.for.the.use.of.the.public .
. (8)..To.enter.into.contracts.to.achieve.the.district’s.object.and.purposes.including,.but.
not.limited.to,.contracts.for.professional.and.other.services.and.for.the.purchase,.lease,.acqui-
sition,.sale,.construction,.operation,.maintenance,.and.improvements.of.land,.public.works,.
and.facilities,.as.the.district.may.deem.necessary.or.convenient.to.accomplish.the.object.and.
purposes.of.the.district .
. (9)..To.plan,.develop,.regulate,.operate,.and.maintain.activities.and.planned.land.
uses.to.foster.creation.of.new.jobs,.economic.development,.industry,.health.care,.commerce,.
manufacturing,.tourism,.relocation.of.people.and.businesses.to.the.area,.aviation,.military.
warehousing,.transportation,.offices,.recreation,.housing,.and.conservation,.the.acquisition.
of.land.and.improvements,.and.the.construction,.operation,.and.maintenance.of.facilities,.
improvements,.and.infrastructure,.including.buildings,.runways,.roads,.bridges,.drainage,.
and.utilities,.and.other.functions.and.activities.on.property.owned.or.leased.by.the.district.
to.accomplish.the.object.and.purposes.of.the.district.and.to.protect.the.public.health.and.
welfare .
. (10)(a)..In.its.own.name.and.behalf,.to.incur.debt,.and.issue.general.obligation.bonds.
under.the.authority.of.and.subject.to.the.provisions.of.Article.VI,.Section.33.of.the.Consti-
tution.of.Louisiana,.and.Subpart.A.of.Part.III.of.Chapter.4.of.Subtitle.II.of.Title.39.of.the.
Louisiana.Revised.Statutes.of.1950,.for.the.establishment,.operation,.and.maintenance.of.
district.property.as.an.industrial.park.or.to.carry.out.the.other.public.purposes.of.this.Sub-
part,.without.election,.to.issue.revenue.bonds,.borrow.money,.and.issue.certificates.of.indebt-
edness,.notes,.and.other.debt.obligations.as.evidence.thereof.and.provide.for.the.manner.and.
method.of.repayment;.to.require.and.issue.licenses,.to.regulate.the.imposition.of.fees.and.
rentals.charged.by.the.district.for.services.rendered.by.it.or.fees.or.rentals.charged.for.use.of.
privately-owned.facilities.located.on.district.property.when.such.facilities.are.offered.for.use.
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by.the.public.or.by.a.private.industrial,.commercial,.research,.or.other.economic.develop-
ment.entity.or.activity .
. (b)..To.levy.annually.and.cause.to.be.collected.an.ad.valorem.tax,.provided.that.the.
amount,.term,.and.purpose.of.said.tax,.as.set.out.in.a.proposition.submitted.to.a.vote.in.ac-
cordance.with.the.Louisiana.Election.Code,.shall.be.approved.by.a.majority.of.the.qualified.
electors.voting.in.an.election.held.for.that.purpose .
. (c)(i)..To.levy.and.collect.a.sales.and.use.tax.within.the.boundaries.of.the.district.
for.such.purposes.and.at.such.rate.as.provided.by.the.proposition.authorizing.its.levy,.not.
exceeding.one.percent,.which.tax.may.exceed.the.limitation.set.forth.in.Article.VI,.Section.
29(A).of.the.Constitution.of.Louisiana,.provided.the.proposition.submitted.to.a.vote.in.ac-
cordance.with.the.Louisiana.Election.Code,.shall.be.approved.by.a.majority.of.the.qualified.
electors.voting.in.an.election.held.for.that.purpose .
. (ii)..The.tax.shall.be.levied.upon.the.sale.at.retail,.the.use,.the.lease.or.rental,.the.con-
sumption,.the.distribution,.and.storage.for.use.or.consumption.of.tangible.personal.prop-
erty,.and.upon.the.sales.of.services.within.the.district,.all.as.presently.defined.in.R .S ..47:301.
through.317 .
. (iii)..Except.where.inapplicable,.the.procedure.established.by.R .S ..47:301.through.
317.shall.be.followed.in.the.imposition,.collection,.and.enforcement.of.the.tax,.and.proce-
dural.details.necessary.to.supplement.those.Sections.and.to.make.them.applicable.to.the.tax.
herein.authorized.shall.be.fixed.in.the.resolution.imposing.the.tax .
. (iv)..The.tax.shall.be.imposed.and.collected.uniformly.throughout.the.district .
. (v)..Any.tax.levied.under.this.Section.shall.be.in.addition.to.all.other.taxes.which.the.
parish.or.any.other.political.subdivision.within.Rapides.Parish.are.now.or.hereafter.autho-
rized.to.levy.and.collect .
. (11)..To.develop,.activate,.construct,.exchange,.acquire,.expropriate,.improve,.re-
pair,.operate,.maintain,.lease,.mortgage,.sell,.subject.to.the.provision.of.this.Subsection,.and.
pledge.movable.and.immovable.property,.servitudes,.facilities,.and.works.under.such.terms.
and.conditions.as.the.district.may.deem.necessary.or.appropriate.for.any.public.purpose,.
including.industrial.and.commercial.development,.notwithstanding.the.limitations.of.R .S ..
2:131 .1,.R .S ..2:135,.R .S ..2:135 .1,.and.Chapter.4.of.Title.2,.Chapter.13.of.Title.33,.and.
Chapter.10.of.Title.41,.all.of.the.Louisiana.Revised.Statutes.of.1950 .
. (12)..After.notice.and.public.hearing.to.designate.one.or.more.project.areas.within.
the.boundaries.of.the.district,.each.of.which.designated.project.areas.shall.constitute.a.
political.subdivision.of.the.state,.governed.by.the.board.with.the.power.to.incur.debt,.issue.
certificates,.revenue.and.general.obligation.bonds,.as.well.as.refunding.bonds,.and.levy.sales.
and.use.taxes.within.its.boundaries,.in.the.same.manner.and.on.the.same.conditions.as.the.
district.is.authorized.to.do.with.the.boundaries.of.the.district ...Each.designated.area.shall.be.
given.a.name.and.designated.as.“England.District.Subdistrict.No ..___” .
. (13)..To.borrow.money.and.pledge.all.or.part.of.its.revenues,.leases,.rents,.and.other.
advantages.as.security.for.such.loans .
. (14)..To.appoint.officers,.agents,.and.employees,.prescribe.their.duties,.and.fix.their.
compensation .
. (15)..To.sell.by.written.public.bid,.after.due.advertisement,.to.the.highest.bidder.any.
property,.movable.or.immovable,.or.portions.thereof,.acquired.by.the.district.subsequent.
to.the.effective.date.of.this.Subpart ...However,.if.such.property.has.previously.been.taken.
by.expropriation,.then.the.previous.property.owner.shall.first.be.given.a.prior.opportunity.
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to.repurchase.the.property.at.the.current.appraised.market.value ...Notice.of.the.proposed.
sale.including.advertisement.for.bids.and.the.minimum.price.and.terms.of.the.sale,.shall.be.
advertised.in.the.official.journal ...The.advertisement.shall.be.published.three.times.within.
ten.days.before.the.day.that.bids.will.be.received ...If,.after.the.advertisement.for.bids,.there.
are.no.bids.received.or.the.bids.received.are.unreasonably.low,.as.determined.by.a.major-
ity.vote.of.the.board,.then.the.board.may.negotiate.the.sale.of.such.property.at.fair.market.
value.to.be.agreed.upon.by.majority.vote.of.the.board ...In.no.instance.may.the.property.be.
transferred.by.donation.or.sold.for.less.than.the.highest.bid,.if.unreasonably.low.bids.were.
received .
. (16)..No.bonds,.other.debt.obligations,.or.contracts.of.the.district.shall.be.a.charge.
upon.the.income,.property,.or.revenue.of.Rapides.Parish,.the.city.of.Alexandria,.the.city.of.
Pineville,.nor.any.other.municipality.in.the.parish;.nor.shall.any.obligations.of.the.district.be.
obligations.of.said.governmental.entities .
. (17)..The.board.shall.be.the.appropriate.governing.body.for.all.purposes.provided.in.
the.Louisiana.Enterprise.Zone.Act,.R .S ..51:1781,.et seq.,.within.the.area.comprised.of.prop-
erty.owned.and.formerly.owned.by.the.district,.and.shall.have.the.power.to.perform.all.acts.
specified.by.applicable.laws.and.regulations.to.achieve.such.purpose .
. (18)..To.use.or.allow.the.use.of.any.facilities,.land.and.improvements.within.the.area.
comprised.of.property.formerly.a.part.of.England.Air.Force.Base.or.ever.owned.or.leased.by.
the.district.for.any.lawful.purpose .


§130 .356 ...Annexation
. A ...In.the.event.of.annexation.of.all.or.any.part.of.the.property.now.or.previously.a.
portion.of.England.Air.Force.Base,.then.in.that.event.the.following.functions.and.usages.of.
that.property.shall.not.be.regulated.by.the.annexing.municipality:
. (1)..Zoning .
. (2)..Land.use.planning .
. (3)..Building.codes,.restrictions,.and.standards .
. (4)..Subdivision.requirements.for.land.and.other.regulations.of.property .
. B ...All.land.use,.development,.and.regulation.powers,.in.addition.to.the.foregoing,.
with.respect.to.land.formerly.a.part.of.England.Air.Force.Base.or.ever.owned.or.leased.by.the.
district.shall.be.vested.in.the.district .
. Acts.1991,.No ..142,.§1,.eff ..June.30,.1991 .


§130 .357 ...Revenue.bonds
. A ...In.addition.to.the.authority.contained.herein,.the.district.and.any.subdistrict.of.
the.district.created.pursuant.to.R .S ..33:130 .355(A)(12).may,.in.order.to.encourage.the.loca-
tion.or.addition.to.commercial,.research,.or.industrial.or.other.enterprises.authorized.by.this.
Subpart.within.the.jurisdiction.of.the.district,.or.respective.subdistrict,.issue.revenue.bonds.
to.acquire,.purchase,.lease,.construct,.or.improve.commercial,.research,.industrial,.or.other.
plant.sites.and.buildings,.or.other.capital.improvements.authorized.in.this.Subpart,.including.
energy.and.pollution.abatement.and.control.facilities.and.necessary.property.and.appurte-
nances.thereto.and.may.sell,.lease,.sublease,.or.otherwise.dispose.of.by.suitable.and.appropri-
ate.contract.to.any.enterprise.locating.or.existing.within.the.jurisdiction.of.the.district,.or.
the.respective.subdistrict,.such.sites,.buildings,.or.facilities.and.appurtenances.thereto,.all.
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or.severally ...The.funds.derived.from.the.sale.of.such.bonds.may.be.disbursed.in.whole.or.
in.part.upon.delivery.of.the.bonds.as.shall.be.provided.in.the.contract.between.the.district,.
or.respective.subdistrict,.and.the.commercial,.research,.industrial,.or.other.enterprise.to.be.
aided,.encouraged,.or.benefitted .
. B ...Bonds.issued.under.this.Section.shall.be.authorized.by.resolution.of.the.district,.
or.the.respective.subdistrict,.and.shall.be.limited.obligations.of.the.district,.or.respective.
subdistrict,.the.principal.of.and.interest.on.which.shall.be.payable.solely.from.the.income.
and.revenue.derived.from.the.sale,.lease,.or.other.disposition.of.the.project.or.facility.to.be.
financed.by.the.bonds.issued.hereunder,.or.from.the.income.and.revenue.derived.from.the.
sale,.lease.or.other.disposition.of.any.existing.project.or.facility.acquired,.constructed,.and.
improved.under.the.provision.of.this.Subpart ...However,.in.the.discretion.of.the.district,.or.
respective.subdistrict,.the.bonds.may.be.additionally.secured.by.mortgage.covering.all.or.part.
of.the.project.from.which.the.revenues.so.pledged.may.be.derived ...Any.refunding.bonds.
issued.pursuant.to.this.Section.shall.be.payable.from.any.source.described.above.or.from.the.
investment.of.any.of.the.proceeds.of.the.refunding.bonds.authorized.under.this.Section.shall.
not.constitute.an.indebtedness.or.pledge.of.the.general.credit.of.the.district,.or.respective.
subdistrict,.within.the.meaning.of.any.constitutional.or.statutory.limitation.of.indebtedness.
and.shall.contain.a.recital.to.that.effect ...Bonds.of.the.district,.or.respective.subdistrict,.shall.
be.issued.in.such.form,.shall.be.in.such.denominations,.shall.bear.interest,.shall.mature.in.
such.manner.and.be.executed.by.one.or.more.members.of.the.board.of.the.body.as.provided.
in.the.resolutions.authorizing.the.issuance.thereof ...Such.bonds.may.be.subject.to.redemp-
tion.at.the.option.of.and.in.the.manner.determined.by.the.board.in.the.resolution.authoriz-
ing.the.issuance.thereof .
. C ...No.bonds.or.other.evidences.of.indebtedness.may.be.issued.under.this.Sec-
tion.without.the.prior.approval.of.the.State.Bond.Commission.of.the.terms.and.provisions.
thereof .
. D ...Bonds.issued.under.this.Section.shall.be.issued,.sold,.and.delivered.in.accordance.
with.the.terms.and.provisions.of.a.resolution.to.be.adopted.by.the.board ...The.resolution.
shall.be.published.in.a.newspaper.of.general.circulation.within.the.jurisdiction.of.the.district,.
or.respective.subdistrict,.and.for.a.period.of.thirty.days.after.said.publication,.any.interested.
citizen.may.bring.an.action.to.contest.the.bonds.and.the.security.therefor,.as.provided.in.
Article.VI,.Section.35(B).of.the.Constitution.of.Louisiana ...If,.after.the.expiration.of.thirty.
days,.no.suit.has.been.filed,.the.issuance,.sale,.and.security.of.the.bonds.shall.be.incontest-
able,.and.no.court.shall.have.authority.to.entertain.any.action.questioning.or.contesting.such.
matters .


§130 .358 ...Securities
. Bonds,.certificates,.or.other.evidences.of.indebtedness.issued.by.the.district.or.any.
subdistrict.of.the.district,.under.this.Subpart.are.deemed.to.be.securities.of.public.entities.
within.the.meaning.of.Chapters.13.and.13-A.of.Title.39.of.the.Louisiana.Revised.Statutes.of.
1950,.and.shall.be.subject.to.defeasance.in.accordance.with.the.provisions.of.Chapter.14.of.
Title.39.of.the.Louisiana.Revised.Statutes.of.1950,.and.may.be.refunded.in.accordance.with.
the.provisions.of.Chapter.14-A.and.15.of.Title.39.of.the.Louisiana.Revised.Statutes.of.1950,.
and.may.also.be.issued.as.short.term.revenue.notes.of.a.public.entity.under.Chapter.15-A.of.
Title.39.of.the.Louisiana.Revised.Statutes.of.1950 .
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§130 .359 ...Exemption.from.taxation
. The.district.and.all.properties.at.any.time.owned.by.the.district.and.the.income.
therefrom.and.all.bonds,.certificates,.and.other.evidence.of.indebtedness.issued.by.the.district.
under.this.Subpart.and.the.interest.or.income.therefrom.shall.be.exempt.from.all.taxation.by.
the.state.of.Louisiana .
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Appendix 9 - Loring Development Authority of Maine
Article.1-B:..LORING.DEVELOPMENT.AUTHORITY.OF.MAINE


§13080. Loring Development Authority of Maine established


. The.Loring.Development.Authority.of.Maine.is.established.as.a.body.corporate.and.
politic.and.a.public.instrumentality.of.the.State.to.carry.out.the.provisions.of.this.article.and.
shall.take.title,.acquire.and.manage.the.properties.within.the.geographical.boundaries.of.Lor-
ing.Air.Force.Base.in.the.name.of.the.State ...


§13080-A. Definitions


. As.used.in.this.article,.unless.the.context.otherwise.indicates,.the.following.terms.
have.the.following.meanings ...
. 1.  Authority..“Authority”.means.the.Loring.Development.Authority.of.Maine ..
.. 2.  Base area..“Base.area”.means.the.area.within.the.geographic.boundaries.of.Loring.
Air.Force.Base ....
. 3.  Bond. “Bond”.means.a.bond.or.note.or.other.evidence.of.indebtedness.autho-
rized.under.this.article,.whether.issued.under.or.pursuant.to.a.bond.resolution,.trust.inden-
ture,.loan.or.other.security.agreement ...
. 4.  Department. “Department”.means.the.Department.of.Economic.and.Commu-
nity.Development.or.its.successor ...
. 5.  Governing body..“Governing.body”.means,.for.a.municipality,.the.municipal.
legislative.body.as.defined.by.Title.30-A,.section.2001.or,.for.a.county,.the.board.of.county.
commissioners ....
. 6.  Loring Air Force Base..“Loring.Air.Force.Base”.or.“base”.means.those.properties.
and.facilities.within.the.geographic.boundaries.of.the.United.States.Department.of.Defense.
air.force.base.at.Limestone.existing.on.July.13,.1993 ..“Base”.also.includes.the.Madawaska.
dam.site,.the.Loring.Water.System,.the.Loring.#3.communications.site.in.Limestone,.the.
pipeline.from.Searsport.to.Limestone.and.other.geographically.separate.property.that.the.
authority.determines.should.be.considered.part.of.the.base,.if.the.municipality.in.which.the.
property.is.located.has.chosen.not.to.accept.the.property.and.utilize.it.for.other.purposes.
. 7.  Operating revenues..“Operating.revenues”.means.funds.available.to.the.authority.
from.fees,.fares,.rental.or.sale.of.property.and.miscellaneous.revenue.and.interest.generated.
by.the.airport.and.collected.in.accordance.with.the.provisions.of.the.Surplus.Property.Act,.49.
United.States.Code.App ..Section.2210.and.Federal.Aviation.Administration.Order.5190 .6A ...
. 8.  Primary impact community. “Primary.impact.community”.means.the.mu-
nicipalities.of.Caribou,.Caswell,.Fort.Fairfield,.Limestone,.Presque.Isle.and.Van.Buren.and.
Aroostook.County .
. 9.  Readjustment or reuse. “Readjustment”.or.“reuse”.means.an.alternative.use.of.
the.base.facility.from.its.use.as.a.military.installation ...
. 10.  Real or personal property. “Real.or.personal.property”.means.those.properties.
and.assets.transferred.by.the.United.States.Government.or.the.United.States.Air.Force.pursu-
ant.to.the.closure.of.Loring.Air.Force.Base ...
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. 11.  Reconstruct or reconstruction..“Reconstruct”.or.“reconstruction”.means.any.
activities.undertaken.to.maintain.the.properties.of.Loring.Air.Force.Base,.or.any.part.of.those.
properties,.as.a.modern,.safe.and.efficient.facility.and.includes,.but.is.not.limited.to,.any.
rebuilding,.redesign,.improvement ..


§13080-B. Loring Development Authority of Maine; powers; membership; obligations


. 1 ...Powers..The.authority.is.a.public.municipal.corporation.and.may:...


. A ..Sue.and.be.sued;


. B ..Adopt.bylaws.or.regulations.consistent.with.this.article.for.the.governance.of.its.
affairs;
. C ..Exercise.all.of.the.general.powers.of.corporations.under.Title.13-C,.section.302;
. D ..Exercise.the.power.of.eminent.domain;
. E ..Provide.for.the.public.safety.by.imposing.appropriate.regulations,.regulating.ap-
propriate.use.of.the.base.facilities.and.enforcing.laws.and.regulations.as.they.apply.to.the.use.
of.the.base.facilities;
. F ..Charge.and.collect.fees,.charges.and.rents.for.the.use.of.the.properties.and.other.
services.and.use.the.proceeds.of.those.fees,.charges.and.rents.for.the.purposes.provided.in.this.
article,.both.subject.to.and.in.accordance.with.any.agreement.with.bondholders.that.may.be.
made.as.provided.in.this.article ..Fees,.charges.and.rents.collected.from.properties.contained.
in.the.public.benefit.transfer.or.otherwise.generated.by.the.airport.must.be.used.to.support.
the.development,.maintenance.and.operation.of.aeronautical.facilities.and.in.accordance.
with.Federal.Aviation.Administration.Order.5190 .6A;
. G ..Contract.with.the.Federal.Government.or.its.instrumentalities.or.agencies,.this.
State.or.its.agencies,.instrumentalities.or.municipalities,.public.bodies,.private.corporations,.
partnerships,.associations,.individuals.and.other.persons.to.carry.out.the.purposes.of.this.
article;
. H ..Accept.the.cooperation.of.the.Federal.Government.or.its.agencies.in.the.construc-
tion,.maintenance,.reconstruction,.operation.and.financing.of.the.readjustment.of.the.base.
and.take.necessary.actions.to.
. I ..Borrow.money.and.apply.for.and.accept.advances,.loans,.grants,.contributions.and.
other.forms.of.financial.assistance.from.the.Federal.Government,.the.State,.a.municipality.
or.other.public.body.or.from.other.sources,.public.or.private,.for.the.purposes.of.this.article,.
give.any.security.that.is.required.and.enter.into.and.carry.out.contracts.in.connection.with.
that.financial.assistance;
. J ..Borrow.money,.make,.issue.and.sell.at.public.or.private.sale.negotiable.notes,.
bonds.and.other.evidences.of.indebtedness.or.obligation.of.the.authority.for.the.purposes.
under.this.article.and.secure.the.payment.of.that.obligation.or.any.part.of.that.obligation.
by.pledge.of.all.or.any.part.of.the.operating.revenues.or.other.revenues.or.property.of.the.
authority;
. K ..Enter.into.loan.or.security.agreements.with.borrowers.or.one.or.more.lending.
institutions,.including,.but.not.limited.to,.banks,.insurance.companies.and.pension.funds,.
or.trustees.for.those.institutions.for.the.purposes.for.which.bonds.may.be.issued.and.exercise.
with.respect.to.those.loan.or.security.agreements.all.of.the.powers.delineated.in.this.article.
for.the.issuance.of.bonds;
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. L ..Provide.from.operating.revenues.for.the.maintenance,.construction.or.reconstruc-
tion.of.facilities.to.ensure.the.public.safety.for.which.the.authority.has.not.otherwise.pro-
vided.and.in.keeping.with.limitations.set.forth.in.paragraph.F;
. M ..Use.operating.revenues.to.provide.payment.of.obligations,.if.any,.due.to.the.
United.States.to.implement.the.readjustment.or.reuse.of.the.facility ..Use.of.operating.rev-
enues.for.this.purpose.must.be.in.accordance.with.the.provisions.of.the.Surplus.Property.Act,.
50.United.States.Code.App ..Section.1622.et seq..and.Federal.Aviation.Administration.Order.
5190 .6A;
. N ..Adopt.rules.pursuant.to.the.Maine.Administrative.Procedure.Act;.and
. O ..Take.all.other.lawful.action.necessary.and.incidental.to.these.powers .
. 2 ...Membership; appointment..The.authority.is.governed.by.a.board.of.trustees.
composed.of.13.voting.members.appointed.by.the.Governor.and.subject.to.review.by.the.
joint.standing.committee.of.the.Legislature.having.jurisdiction.over.economic.development.
matters.and.to.confirmation.by.the.Senate ...
. A ..Trustees.are.appointed.for.4-year.terms.except.that,.for.initial.appointments,.
3.trustees.are.appointed.to.one-year.terms,.3.trustees.to.2-year.terms,.2.trustees.to.3-year.
terms,.4.trustees.to.4-year.terms.and.the.commissioner.designated.pursuant.to.paragraph.D.
serves.at.the.pleasure.of.the.Governor .
. B ..A.trustee.continues.to.hold.office.until.a.successor.is.appointed.and.qualified,.
but.the.term.of.the.successor.is.not.altered.from.the.original.expiration.date.of.the.holdover.
trustee’s.term .
. C ..The.Governor.shall.make.12.appointments,.of.which.no.less.than.7.must.be.from.
candidates.who.are.residents.of.Aroostook.County.and.are.nominated.by.the.primary.impact.
communities ..The.Governor.shall.appoint.members.who.reflect.the.diversity.of.interests.
represented.by.these.communities ..At.least.4.of.the.remaining.appointments.must.be.from.
candidates.who.are.not.residents.of.Aroostook.County .
. D ..The.Governor.shall.designate.a.commissioner.of.a.department.of.State.Govern-
ment.to.be.a.voting,.ex.officio.member.of.the.board.of.trustees .
. 3.  Quorum..Seven.members.constitute.a.quorum ..Seven.affirmative.votes.are.re-
quired.for.the.board.to.take.action ...
. 4.  Liability..The.liability.of.the.authority.is.governed.by.the.Maine.Tort.Claims.Act,.
Title.14,.chapter.741 ..A.member.of.the.authority,.a.member.of.a.board.of.the.authority.and.
an.employee.of.the.authority.may.not.be.subject.to.any.personal.liability.for.having.acted.in.
the.service.of.their.duty.as.board.members.of.the.authority.within.the.course.and.scope.of.
membership.or.employment.to.carry.out.a.power.or.duty.under.this.chapter ..The.authority.
shall.indemnify.a.member.of.the.authority,.a.member.of.a.board.of.the.authority.and.an.em-
ployee.of.the.authority.against.expenses.actually.and.necessarily.incurred.in.connection.with.
the.defense.of.an.action.or.proceeding.in.which.the.member.or.employee.is.made.a.party.by.
reason.of.past.or.present.association.with.the.authority ...
. .5.  Expenses..A.trustee.is.not.entitled.to.receive.compensation.for.services.to.the.
authority.but.is.entitled.to.receive.reimbursement.for.necessary.expenditures,.including.travel.
expenses,.incurred.in.carrying.out.those.services ...
. .6.  Officers; employees. The.trustees.shall.elect.a.chair.and.vice-chair.from.among.
their.members ..The.authority.may.employ.an.executive.director,.technical.experts.and.other.
agents.and.employees,.permanent.and.temporary,.that.it.requires.and.may.determine.their.







Organizing for BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment
118


Back to TOC


qualifications,.duties.and.compensation ..Permanent.employees.of.the.authority.are.eligible.to.
elect.to.participate.in.the.Maine.State.Retirement.System,.any.state-deferred.compensation.
plan.or.any.other.plan.or.program.adopted.by.the.trustees.to.the.extent.the.trustees.may.de-
termine ..For.required.legal.services,.the.authority.may.employ.or.retain.its.own.counsel.and.
legal.staff ...
.. 7.  Term limits..A.person.may.not.serve.more.than.2.consecutive.4-year.terms.as.a.
trustee ...


§13080-C. Use of operating revenues


. 1.  Use of revenue..Operating.revenue.generated.from.property.transferred.in.the.
Federal.Aviation.Administration.public.benefit.transfer.or.otherwise.generated.by.the.air-
port.must.be.used.to.support.the.development,.maintenance.and.operation.of.aeronautical.
facilities,.operating.costs.of.the.airport.and.costs.substantially.related.to.the.actual.air.trans-
portation.of.passengers.or.property ..Revenues.generated.from.other.properties.granted.to.
the.authority.in.subsequent.or.different.transfers.must.be.used.as.the.authority.determines.
appropriate.within.the.powers.established.by.this.article ...
. 2.  Permitted liability limited..All.expenses.incurred.in.carrying.out.this.article.
must.be.paid.solely.from.funds.provided.under.the.authority.of.this.article,.and.liability.or.
obligation.may.not.be.incurred.under.this.article.beyond.the.extent.to.which.money.has.
been.provided.under.the.authority.of.this.article ...
. 3.  Equal opportunity employers..Contractors.and.subcontractors.on.authority.
construction.and.reconstruction.projects.must.be.equal.opportunity.employers.and,.for.con-
tracts.in.excess.of.$250,000,.shall.pursue.in.good.faith.affirmative.action.programs.as.defined.
in.section.782 ..The.authority.may.by.rule.provide.for.the.enforcement.of.this.requirement ...


§13080-D. Property of authority.


. The.authority.shall.hold.and.acquire.property.as.follows ...


. 1.  Lease or sale..Properties.may.be.leased.or.sold.to.accomplish.the.readjustment.or.
reuse.of.the.facilities.as.determined.appropriate.by.the.authority ..Resources.acquired.as.a.re-
sult.of.the.lease.or.sale.of.these.properties.become.operating.revenues.or.assets.of.the.author-
ity ..
. 2.  Entry upon lands..The.authority.and.its.authorized.agents.and.employees.may.
enter.upon.lands,.waters.and.premises.in.the.State.for.the.purpose.of.making.surveys,.sound-
ings,.drillings.and.examinations.it.determines.necessary.or.convenient.for.the.purposes.of.
this.article ..The.entry.is.not.a.trespass,.but.the.authority.is.liable.for.damages.its.entry.cre-
ates ...
. 3. .Authority for transfers of interest in land to the authority..Notwithstanding.
any.contrary.provisions.of.law,.upon.the.authority’s.request,.on.reasonable.and.fair.terms.and.
conditions.and.without.the.necessity.for.advertisement,.order.of.court.or.action.or.formality.
other.than.the.regular.and.formal.action.of.the.authorities.concerned,.counties,.municipali-
ties,.public.agencies.or.instrumentalities.of.the.State,.public.service.corporations.and.special.
districts.may.lease,.lend,.grant.or.convey.to.the.authority.real.or.personal.property.or.rights.
in.that.property.that.may.be.necessary.or.convenient.for.the.effectuation.of.the.authorized.
purposes.of.the.authority,.including.real.and.personal.property.or.rights.in.that.property.al-
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ready.devoted.to.public.use ..As.used.in.this.subsection,.the.term.“public.service.corporation”.
includes.a.public.utility.as.defined.in.Title.35-A,.section.102,.subsection.13.and.a.corpora-
tion.referred.to.in.Title.13-C ...


§13080-E. Special utility districts


. The.authority.may.form.special.utility.districts.and.provide.municipal.utility.services.
within.its.jurisdiction ..The.board.of.trustees.of.the.authority.has.the.authority.of.a.municipal.
legislative.body.for.these.purposes ...
. 1.  Sewer services..The.authority.may.provide.sewer.services.as.a.sanitary.district.
under.Title.38,.chapter.11,.subchapters.III.and.IV ..The.authority.may.establish.a.board.of.
trustees.for.the.district.and.appoint.the.members.of.the.board.or.may.act.as.the.trustees.of.
the.district ...
. 2.  Solid waste disposal..The.authority.may.provide.solid.waste.disposal.services.as.
a.refuse.disposal.district.under.Title.38,.chapter.17 ..The.authority.may.establish.a.board.of.
trustees.for.the.district.and.appoint.the.members.of.the.board.or.may.act.as.the.trustees.of.
the.district ...
. 3.  Water..The.authority.may.provide.water.as.a.water.district.under.Title.35-A,.Part.
6 ..The.authority.may.establish.a.board.of.trustees.for.the.district.and.appoint.the.members.of.
the.board.or.may.act.as.the.trustees.of.the.district ...
. 4.  Revenue-producing services..The.authority.has.all.the.powers.of.a.municipality.
to.provide.services.under.Title.30-A,.chapter.213 ..


§13080-F. Other municipal powers


. 1.  Traffic ordinances..The.authority.has.the.power.to.enact.traffic.ordinances.and.
regulate.the.operation.of.motor.vehicles.under.Title.30-A,.section.3009,.to.the.extent.that.
power.is.not.inconsistent.with.other.validly.enacted.municipal.ordinances ...
. 2.  Operating expenses..The.authority.has.all.the.powers.of.a.municipality.to.raise.
and.appropriate.money.under.Title.30-A,.sections.5722.and.5723 ...
. 3.  Zoning..The.authority.may.adopt.and.enforce.zoning.and.other.land.use.ordi-
nances.for.all.Loring.Air.Force.Base.property ..The.authority.shall.comply.with.the.manda-
tory.shoreland.zoning.provisions.of.Title.38,.sections.435.to.449 ..The.ordinances.preempt.
any.municipal.or.local.ordinances.affecting.the.property ..The.authority.shall.secure.rights-of-
way,.easements.and.zoning.rules.needed.to.adequately.clear.and.protect.the.aerial.approaches.
to.the.airport.by.removing,.lowering,.relocating,.marking,.lighting.or.otherwise.mitigating.
existing.airport.hazards ..The.authority.shall.endeavor,.to.the.extent.reasonable,.to.ensure.
compatible.use.of.land.adjacent.to.or.in.the.immediate.vicinity.area.of.the.airport.as.pro-
vided.in.the.Maine.Aeronautics.Act,.Title.6,.section.122 ...


. 3-A.  Loring Development Authority Planning Board..The.Loring.Development.
Authority.Planning.Board.is.established.as.follows ..
. A ..The.Loring.Development.Authority.Planning.Board.consists.of.6.members ..One..
. member.must.be.a.nonvoting.member.appointed.by.the.authority’s.board.of.trust-.
. ees ..The.municipal.officers.of.Caswell.and.Caribou.shall.each.appoint.one.member..
. and.the.municipal.officers.of.Limestone.shall.appoint.3.members .
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. B ..The.Loring.Development.Authority.Planning.Board.shall:


. . (1).Develop.and.recommend.land.use.and.zoning.ordinances.for.Loring.Air..


. . Force.Base.for.approval.by.the.authority;


. . (2).Hold.public.hearings.as.necessary.and.appropriate.in.the.member.com-.


. . munities.during.the.development.of.and.changes.to.the.ordinances;.and


. . (3).Upon.adoption.by.the.authority.of.any.land.use.and.zoning.ordinances,..


. . review.proposed.projects.at.Loring.Air.Force.Base.under.the.ordinances.and..


. . submit.its.decisions.with.respect.to.the.projects.to.the.authority.for.its..


. . approval .


. 4.  Highway maintenance..The.authority.may.maintain,.repair,.plow.and.control.
public.ways.as.a.municipality.under.Title.23,.Part.3 ..The.authority.shall.consult.and.coordi-
nate.with.the.appropriate.primary.impact.community.in.appointing.a.road.commissioner ...


§13080-G. Bonds


. 1.  Hearing required..The.authority.may.issue.bonds.to.finance.its.activities.only.
after.giving.notice.of.the.proposed.issuance.at.least.twice.in.a.newspaper.of.general.circula-
tion.in.the.county.and.holding.a.duly.advertised.public.hearing.on.the.issuance ...
. 1-A.  Credit of State pledged..The.authority.may.ask.the.State.to.issue.bonds.to.
finance.the.undertaking.of.any.authorized.activity.under.this.article,.those.bonds.to.have.the.
full.faith.and.credit.of.the.State ..Before.any.such.bonds.are.issued.they.must.be.authorized.
by.the.Legislature.and.ratified.by.the.electors.in.accordance.with.the.Constitution.of.Maine,.
Article.IX,.Section.14 ..Subsections.1.and.2.and.subsection.7,.the.2nd.2.sentences,.do.not.
apply.to.bonds.issued.under.this.subsection ...
. 2.  Authority..In.addition.to.the.authority.provided.in.subsection.1-A,.the.authority.
may.issue.bonds.from.time.to.time.in.its.discretion.to.finance.the.undertaking.of.an.autho-
rized.activity.under.this.article,.including.but.not.limited.to.the.payment.of.costs.of.acquisi-
tion,.construction,.reconstruction,.renovation,.equipping,.start-up,.testing,.capitalized.inter-
est,.reserves,.reuse.or.improvement.within.the.base.undertaken.by.a.person.and.the.payment.
of.principal.and.interest.upon.advances.for.surveys.and.plans,.and.may.issue.refunding.bonds.
for.the.payment.or.retirement.of.bonds.previously.issued ...
. A ..The.principal,.interest.and.all.other.amounts.that.may.at.any.time.become.due.
and.payable.under.the.bonds.must.be.made.payable.solely.from.the.income,.proceeds,.reve-
nues.and.funds.of.the.authority.derived.from.or.held.for.activities.under.this.article ..Payment.
of.the.principal.and.interest.of.bonds.may.be.further.secured.by.a.pledge.of.a.loan,.grant.or.
contribution.from.the.Federal.Government.or.other.source.in.aid.of.activities.of.the.author-
ity.under.this.article.or.solely.from.income,.proceeds,.revenues,.loan.repayments,.funds.and.
other.property,.real.or.personal,.pledged,.assigned.or.mortgaged.by.or.to.the.authority.in.
connection.with.the.provision.of.financial.assistance.by.the.authority.to.any.person.or.any.
combination.of.the.foregoing.and.by.a.mortgage.of.an.urban.activity.or.a.project.or.part.of.a.
project,.title.to.which.is.in.the.authority .
. B ..Bonds.issued.under.this.section.and.paragraph.do.not.constitute.an.indebtedness.
within.the.meaning.of.any.constitutional.or.statutory.debt.limitation.or.restriction.and.are.
not.subject.to.other.laws.or.charters.relating.to.the.authorization,.issuance.or.sale.of.bonds ..
Notwithstanding.this.paragraph,.the.authority.may.issue.bonds.in.an.original.principal.
amount.not.to.exceed.$100,000,000.to.which.the.authority.may.designate.section.13080-N.
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to.apply ..Bonds.issued.under.this.article.are.declared.to.be.issued.for.an.essential.public.and.
governmental.purpose.and,.together.with.interest.on.and.income.from.the.bonds,.are.exempt.
from.all.taxes .
. C ..Bonds.may.not.be.issued.by.the.authority.until.the.authority.has.received.a.certifi-
cate.of.approval.from.the.Finance.Authority.of.Maine.authorizing.issuance.of.bonds ..Before.
issuing.a.certificate.of.approval.under.this.section,.the.Finance.Authority.of.Maine.shall.
determine.that.there.is.a.reasonable.likelihood.that.the.income,.proceeds,.revenues.and.funds.
of.the.authority.derived.from.or.held.for.activities.under.this.article.or.otherwise.pledged.to.
payment.of.the.bonds.will.be.sufficient.to.pay.principal,.interest.and.all.other.amounts.that.
may.at.any.time.become.due.and.payable.under.the.bonds ..In.making.this.determination,.
the.Finance.Authority.of.Maine.must.consider.the.authority’s.analysis.of.the.proposed.bond.
issue.and.the.revenues.to.make.payments.on.the.bond.and.may.require.such.information,.
projections,.studies.and.independent.analyses.as.it.considers.necessary.or.desirable.and.may.
charge.the.authority.reasonable.fees.and.expenses ..The.issuance.by.the.Finance.Authority.of.
Maine.of.a.certificate.of.approval.under.this.section.does.not.constitute.an.endorsement.of.
the.bonds.or.the.projects.or.purposes.for.which.those.bonds.are.issued.and.neither.the.au-
thority.nor.any.other.person.or.entity,.including,.without.limitation,.any.holders.of.bonds.of.
the.authority,.have.any.cause.of.action.against.the.Finance.Authority.of.Maine.with.respect.
to.any.such.certificate.of.approval ..The.Finance.Authority.of.Maine.may.require.that.it.be.
indemnified,.defended.and.held.harmless.by.the.authority.for.any.liability.or.cause.of.action.
arising.out.of.or.with.respect.to.the.bonds .
. D ..Bonds.may.be.issued.by.the.authority.only.to.finance.projects.that.are.substan-
tially.located.within.Aroostook.County .
. 3.  General characteristics..Bonds.authorized.under.this.section.may.be.issued.in.
one.or.more.series ..The.resolution,.trust.indenture.or.mortgage.under.which.the.bonds.are.
issued.may.include.the.following:..
. A ..The.date.or.dates.borne.by.the.bonds;
. B ..Whether.the.bonds.are.payable.upon.demand.or.mature.at.a.certain.time.or.times;
. C ..The.interest.rate.or.rates.of.the.bonds;
. D ..The.denomination.or.denominations.of.the.bonds;
. E ..The.form.of.the.bonds,.whether.coupon.or.registered;
. F ..The.conversion.or.registration.privileges.carried.by.the.bonds;
. G ..The.rank.or.priority.of.the.bonds;
. H ..The.manner.of.execution.of.the.bonds;
. I ..The.medium.and.place.or.places.of.payment;
. J ..The.terms.of.redemption.of.the.bonds,.with.or.without.premium;
. K ..The.manner.secured;.and
. L ..Any.other.characteristics.of.the.bonds .
. 4.  Price sold. The.bonds.may.be:..
. A ..Sold.to.any.person.on.such.terms.as.the.authority.may.negotiate;
. B ..Exchanged.for.other.bonds.on.the.basis.of.par;.or
. C ..Sold.to.the.Federal.Government.at.private.sale.at.not.less.than.par ..If.less.than.
all.of.the.authorized.principal.amount.of.the.bonds.is.sold.to.the.Federal.Government,.the.
balance.may.be.sold.at.private.sale.at.not.less.than.par.at.an.interest.cost.to.the.municipality.
that.does.not.exceed.the.interest.cost.to.the.municipality.of.the.portion.of.the.bonds.sold.to.
the.Federal.Government .
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. 5.  Signatures of outgoing officers; negotiability..If.an.official.of.the.authority.
whose.signature.appears.on.a.bond.or.coupon.issued.under.this.article.ceases.to.be.an.of-
ficial.before.the.bond.is.delivered,.the.signature.is.nevertheless.valid.for.all.purposes,.as.if.the.
official.had.remained.in.office.until.the.delivery ..Notwithstanding.contrary.provisions.of.law,.
bonds.issued.under.this.article.are.fully.negotiable ...
.. 6.  Bond recitation; conclusive presumptions..In.actions.or.proceedings.involv-
ing.the.validity.or.enforceability.of.a.bond.issued.under.this.article.or.the.security.for.that.
bond,.a.bond.reciting.in.substance.that.it.has.been.issued.by.the.authority.in.connection.
with.an.activity.is.conclusively.deemed.to.have.been.issued.for.that.purpose.and.the.activity.
is.conclusively.deemed.to.have.been.planned,.located.and.carried.out.in.accordance.with.this.
article ...
. 7.  No personal liability; not debt of State or municipality..Neither.the.trustees.of.
the.authority.nor.the.person.executing.the.bonds.is.liable.personally.on.the.bonds.by.reason.
of.the.issuance.of.the.bonds ..The.bonds.and.other.obligations.of.the.authority.must.have.
stated.on.their.face.that.they.are.not.a.debt.of.the.State.and.that.the.State.is.not.liable.on.the.
bonds ..The.bonds.or.obligations.may.not.be.payable.out.of.funds.or.properties.other.than.
those.of.the.authority.acquired.for.the.purposes.of.this.article.or.otherwise.pledged.therefor ...
. 8.  Bonds as legal investments..Public.officers,.municipal.corporations,.political.
subdivisions.and.public.bodies;.banks,.trust.companies,.bankers,.savings.banks.and.institu-
tions,.building.and.loan.associations,.savings.and.loan.associations,.investment.companies.
and.other.persons.carrying.on.a.banking.business;.insurance.companies,.insurance.associa-
tions.and.other.persons.carrying.on.an.insurance.business;.and.executors,.administrators,.
curators,.trustees.and.other.fiduciaries.may.legally.invest.sinking.funds,.money.or.other.
funds.belonging.to.them.or.within.their.control.in.bonds.or.other.obligations.issued.by.the.
authority.under.this.article ..These.bonds.or.other.obligations.are.authorized.security.for.all.
public.deposits ..It.is.the.purpose.of.this.section.to.authorize.persons,.political.subdivisions.
and.officers,.public.or.private,.to.use.funds.owned.or.controlled.by.them.for.the.purchase.
of.these.bonds.or.other.obligations ..This.section.does.not.relieve.a.person.of.any.duty.or.of.
exercising.reasonable.care.in.selecting.securities ...
. 9.  Investment of funds; redemption of bonds..The.authority.may:...
. A ..Invest,.in.property.or.securities.in.which.savings.banks.may.legally.invest.funds.
subject.to.their.control,.funds.held.in.reserves,.sinking.funds.or.funds.not.required.for.im-
mediate.disbursement;
. B ..Cancel.its.bonds.by.redeeming.them.at.the.redemption.price.established.in.the.
bonds.or.by.purchasing.them.at.less.than.redemption.price;.and
. C ..Invest.funds.in.accordance.with.Title.30-A,.chapter.223,.subchapter.3-A .
. 10.  Issue of bonds. With.respect.to.all.or.any.portion.of.any.issue.of.any.bonds.or.
any.series.of.bonds.that.the.authority.may.issue.in.accordance.with.this.article,.the.authority.
may.convenant.and.consent.that.the.interest.on.the.bonds.is.includable,.under.the.United.
States.Internal.Revenue.Code.of.1986.or.any.subsequent.corresponding.internal.revenue.law.
of.the.United.States,.in.the.gross.income.of.the.holders.of.the.bonds.to.the.same.extent.and.
in.the.same.manner.that.the.interest.on.the.bills,.bonds,.notes.or.other.obligations.of.the.
United.States.is.includable.in.the.gross.income.of.the.holders.under.the.United.States.Inter-
nal.Revenue.Code.of.1986.or.any.subsequent.law ...
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. 11.  Pledge of security interests..Any.pledge.or.assignment.of.revenue.or.collateral.
or.other.security.interests.under.this.article.is.valid.and.binding.and.perfected.from.the.time.
when.the.pledge.is.made ..All.the.revenues.or.collateral.pledged.by.the.authority.is.subject.
immediately.to.the.lien.of.the.pledge.or.assignment.without.any.physical.delivery.or.further.
action.under.the.Uniform.Commercial.Code.or.otherwise ..The.lien.of.any.pledge.or.assign-
ment.and.perfection.is.valid.and.binding.against.all.parties.having.claims.of.any.kind.in.tort,.
contract.or.otherwise.against.the.authority,.whether.the.parties.have.notice.of.the.pledge.or.
assignment ...


§13080-H. Interest of public officials, trustees or employees


. 1.  Acquisition of interest..An.official,.trustee.or.employee.of.the.authority.may.not.
acquire.or.hold.a.direct.or.an.indirect.financial.or.personal.interest.in:..
. A ..An.authority.activity;
. B ..Property.included.or.planned.to.be.included.in.the.base.area;.or
. C ..A.contract.or.proposed.contract.in.connection.with.an.authority.activity .
. When.an.acquisition.is.involuntary,.the.interest.acquired.must.be.disclosed.imme-
diately.in.writing.to.the.authority.trustees.and.the.disclosure.must.be.entered.in.the.board’s.
minutes ..
. 2.  Present or past interest in property..If.an.official,.trustee.or.employee.presently.
owns.or.controls,.or.owned.or.controlled.within.the.preceding.2.years,.a.direct.or.an.indirect.
interest.in.property.known.to.be.included.or.planned.to.be.included.in.an.authority.activity,.
that.official,.trustee.or.employee.must.disclose.this.fact.immediately.in.writing.to.the.author-
ity.and.the.disclosure.must.be.entered.in.the.authority’s.minutes ...
. 3.  Recusal..The.official,.trustee.or.employee.with.an.interest.may.not.participate.in.
an.action.by.the.authority.affecting.that.property ...
. 4.  Incompatible offices..A.trustee.or.other.officer.of.the.authority.may.not.hold.
elected.office.in.a.municipality.in.Aroostook.County.or.in.Aroostook.County.government ...
. 5.  Violation..A.violation.of.this.section.is.a.Class.E.crime ..
.
§13080-I. Exemption from execution


. 1.  Property exempt from execution..The.property,.including.funds,.of.the.author-
ity.is.exempt.from.levy.and.sale.by.virtue.of.an.execution ..An.execution.or.other.judicial.
process.may.not.be.issued.against.the.authority’s.property.and.a.judgment.against.the.author-
ity.may.not.be.a.charge.or.lien.upon.its.property ...
. 2.  Construction; limitation of application..This.section.does.not:...
. A ..Prohibit.the.authority.from.making.payments.in.lieu.of.taxes.to.the.municipality;.
or
. B ..Apply.to.or.limit.the.right.of.an.obligee.to.foreclose.or.otherwise.enforce.a.mort-
gage.of.the.authority.or.to.pursue.remedies.for.the.enforcement.of.a.pledge.or.lien.given.by.
the.authority.on.its.rents,.fees,.grants.or.revenues.or.any.other.sources.pledged.by.the.author-
ity.to.the.payment.of.its.bonds .
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§13080-J. Designation as port of entry, international airport, foreign trade zone and 
free port area


. 1.  Port of entry..The.authority.may.apply.to.the.Secretary.of.the.Treasury.of.the.
United.States.for.the.purpose.of.having.Loring.Air.Force.Base.or.a.portion.of.the.base.des-
ignated,.established.or.constituted.as.a.port.of.entry.or.an.international.airport.pursuant.to.
the.Customs.Reorganization.Act,.19.United.States.Code,.Section.1,.as.amended,.and.Section.
58b,.as.amended,.and.regulations.of.the.United.States.Customs.Service,.including.19.Code.
of.Federal.Regulations,.Sections.101 .0.and.122 .1,.as.amended ...
. 2.  Foreign trade zone..The.authority.may.apply.to.the.Secretary.of.Commerce.of.
the.United.States.for.the.purpose.of.establishing,.operating.and.maintaining.foreign.trade.
zones.at.Loring.Air.Force.Base.pursuant.to.the.federal.Free.Trade.Zone.Act,.19.United.States.
Code,.Section.81,.as.amended,.providing.for.the.establishment,.operation.and.maintenance.
of.foreign.trade.zones.in.or.adjacent.to.ports.of.entry.of.the.United.States.for.expediting.and.
encouraging.foreign.commerce.and.for.other.purposes ...
. A ..The.authority.may.select.and.describe.the.location.of.the.zone,.make.regulations.
and.take.other.actions.concerning.the.operation,.maintenance.and.policing.of.the.zone.as.
necessary.to.comply.with.the.Free.Trade.Zone.Act.and.the.regulations.promulgated.under.
that.Act .
. B ..The.authority.may.lease.or.may.erect,.maintain.and.operate.structures,.buildings.
or.enclosures.necessary.for.the.establishment.and.operation.of.foreign.trade.zones .
. 3.  Other tax-free provisions..The.authority.may.establish.an.area.at.Loring.Air.
Force.Base.in.which.personal.property.in.transit.is.exempt.from.the.provisions.of.the.stock-
in-trade.tax.and.other.taxes.and.customs.normally.levied.in.a.port.of.entry ..For.the.purposes.
of.this.section,.personal.property.in.transit.through.the.area.established.by.the.port.authority.
includes.goods,.wares.and.merchandise.that.
. A ..Are.moving.in.interstate.or.international.commerce.through.or.over.the.areas.
established;
. B ..Are.consigned.from.outside.the.State.to.a.public.or.private.warehouse.within.the.
State,.whether.that.consignment.is.specified.before.or.after.transportation;.or
. C ..Do.not.lose.their.exempt.status.because,.while.in.a.warehouse,.they.are.assembled,.
bound,.joined,.processed,.disassembled,.divided,.cut,.broken.in.bulk,.relabeled.or.repack-
aged ..The.warehouse.in.which.the.goods,.wares.and.merchandise.are.stored.may.not.be.
owned.in.whole.or.in.part.by.either.the.consignee.or.the.consignor ..The.exemption.granted.
may.be.liberally.construed.to.effect.the.purposes.of.this.article .


§13080-K. Termination of the authority


The.authority.is.not.dissolved.until:..
. 1.  Legislature provides for termination. It.is.terminated.by.the.Legislature;.and..
. 2.  Payment of bonds, premiums and interest..The.bonds,.premium,.if.any,.and.
interest.have.been.paid.or.a.sufficient.amount.for.the.payment.of.the.bonds.and.interest.to.
maturity.or.a.prior.redemption.date.have.been.irrevocably.set.aside.in.trust.for.the.benefit.of.
the.bondholders.in.accordance.with.agreements.with.the.bondholders ...
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§13080-L. Annual report


. 1.  Annual financial report..The.authority.shall.submit.to.the.Governor,.the.Execu-
tive.Director.of.the.Legislative.Council.and.the.joint.standing.committee.of.the.Legislature.
having.jurisdiction.over.housing.and.economic.development.matters,.not.later.than.120.days.
after.the.close.of.the.authority’s.fiscal.year,.a.complete.report.on.the.activities.of.the.author-
ity ..The.report.may.also.be.provided.to.any.other.member.of.the.Legislature.and.to.any.other.
person ..The.report.must.include.all.of.the.following.for.the.previous.year.
. A ..A.description.of.the.authority’s.operations;
. B ..An.accounting.of.the.authority’s.receipts.and.expenditures,.assets.and.liabilities.at.
the.end.of.its.fiscal.year;
. C ..A.listing.of.all.property.transactions.pursuant.to.section.13080-D;
. D ..An.accounting.of.all.activities.of.any.special.utility.district.formed.under.section.
13080-E;
. E ..A.listing.of.any.property.acquired.by.eminent.domain.under.section.13080-G;
. F ..A.listing.of.any.bonds.issued.during.the.fiscal.year;
. G ..A.statement.of.the.authority’s.proposed.and.projected.activities.for.the.ensuing.
year;.and
. H ..Recommendations.regarding.further.actions.that.may.be.suitable.for.achieving.the.
purposes.of.this.article .


§13080-M. Relationship to other laws


. The.activities.of.the.authority.must.be.conducted.in.accordance.with.the.terms.and.
conditions.of.the.Federal.Surplus.Property.Act,.50.Appendix.United.States.Code,.Section.
1622.et seq.;.the.federal.Airport.and.Airway.Improvement.Act.of.1982,.49.United.States.
Code.App ..Section.2201.et seq.;.and.Federal.Aviation.Administration.Order.5190 .6A ..If.a.
conflict.exists.between.this.article.and.those.federal.laws.and.rules,.the.federal.requirements.
control ...


§13080-N. Capital reserve funds; obligation of State


. 1.  Capital reserve fund..The.authority.may.create.and.establish.one.or.more.capital.
reserve.funds.and.may.pay.into.any.such.capital.reserve.fund.money.appropriated.and.made.
available.by.the.State.for.the.purposes.of.any.such.fund,.any.proceeds.of.sale.by.the.author-
ity.of.bonds.to.the.extent.determined.by.the.authority.and.any.other.money.available.to.the.
authority ..For.purposes.of.this.section,.the.amount.of.any.letter.of.credit,.insurance.contract,.
surety.bond.or.similar.financial.undertaking.available.to.be.drawn.on.and.applied.to.obliga-
tions.to.which.money.in.any.such.fund.may.be.applied.is.considered.and.counted.as.money.
in.the.capital.reserve.fund ...


. 2.  Application..Money.held.in.any.capital.reserve.fund,.except.as.provided.in.this.
section,.must.be.used.solely.with.respect.to.bonds,.repayment.of.which.is.secured.by.any.
such.fund.and.solely.for.the.payment.of.principal.of.the.securities,.the.purchase.or.redemp-
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tion.of.the.securities,.including.any.fees.or.premiums,.or.the.payment.of.interest.on.the.secu-
rities ..In.addition,.if.the.authority.obtains.a.letter.of.credit,.insurance.contract,.surety.bond.
or.similar.financial.undertaking.to.establish.and.fund.a.capital.reserve.fund.under.subsection.
1,.money.in.the.fund.may.be.used.to.pay,.when.due,.whether.by.acceleration.or.otherwise,.
all.reimbursement.obligations.of.the.authority.established.in.connection.with.that.letter.of.
credit,.insurance.contract,.surety.bond.or.similar.financial.undertaking,.including,.but.not.
limited.to,.all.fees,.expenses,.indemnities.and.commissions ..Money.in.excess.of.the.reserve.
requirement.established.as.provided.in.subsection.3.may.be.transferred.to.other.funds.and.
accounts.of.the.authority ...
. 3.  Reserve requirement..The.authority.may.provide.that.money.in.a.capital.reserve.
fund.under.subsection.2.may.not.be.withdrawn.at.any.time.in.an.amount.that.would.reduce.
the.amount.of.that.fund.below.an.amount,.referred.to.in.this.section.as.the.“capital.reserve.
requirement,”.established.by.the.authority,.except.for.the.purpose.of.paying.the.amount.due.
and.payable.with.respect.to.bonds,.repayment.of.which.is.secured.by.that.fund,.or.reim-
bursement.obligations.of.the.authority.with.respect.to.any.letter.of.credit,.insurance.contract,.
surety.bond.or.similar.financial.undertaking.pertaining.to.that.fund ...
. 4.  Issuance limit..The.authority.may.provide.that.it.will.not.issue.bonds.if.the.
capital.reserve.requirement.established.by.the.authority.with.respect.to.securities.outstanding.
and.then.to.be.issued.and.secured.by.a.capital.reserve.fund.will.exceed.the.amount.of.that.
fund,.including.the.amount.available.under.any.letter.of.credit,.insurance.contract,.surety.
bond.or.other.similar.financial.undertaking.given.to.secure.the.capital.reserve.requirement,.
at.the.time.of.issuance,.unless.the.authority,.at.the.time.of.issuance.of.the.securities,.deposits.
in.that.fund.from.proceeds.of.the.securities.to.be.issued,.or.from.other.sources,.an.amount.
that,.together.with.the.amounts.then.in.that.fund.and.amounts.available.under.any.letter.of.
credit,.insurance.contract,.surety.bond.or.other.similar.financial.undertaking.will.not.be.less.
than.the.capital.reserve.requirement ...
.. 5.  Appropriation. On.or.before.December.1st,.annually,.the.authority.shall.certify.
to.the.Governor.the.amount,.if.any,.necessary.to.restore.the.amount.in.any.capital.reserve.
fund ..In.trust.agreements.or.other.pertinent.documents,.it.must.be.clearly.stated.that.this.
subsection.applies.to.the.capital.reserve.requirement ..The.Governor.shall.pay.from.the.
Contingent.Account.to.that.fund.as.much.of.the.amount.as.is.available.in.the.Contingent.
Account.and.shall.transmit.to.the.Legislature.a.certification.and.a.statement.of.the.amount,.
if.any,.remaining.to.be.paid.and.the.amount.certified.must.be.appropriated.and.paid.to.the.
authority.during.the.then.current.state.fiscal.year ...
.. 6.  Securities outstanding..The.authority.may.not.have.at.any.one.time.outstanding.
bonds,.which,.in.the.trust.agreement.or.other.document,.subsection.5.is.stated.to.apply.to,.
in.principal.amount.exceeding.an.amount.equal.to.$100,000,000 ..The.amount.of.bonds.is-
sued.to.refund.securities.previously.issued.may.not.be.taken.into.account.in.determining.the.
principal.amount.of.securities.outstanding,.provided.that.proceeds.of.the.refunding.securi-
ties.are.applied.as.promptly.as.possible.to.the.refunding.of.the.previously.issued.securities ..In.
computing.the.total.amount.of.bonds.of.the.authority.that.may.at.any.time.be.outstanding.
for.any.purpose,.the.amounts.of.outstanding.bonds.that.have.been.issued.as.capital.appre-
ciation.bonds.or.as.similar.instruments.are.valued.as.of.any.date.of.calculation.at.their.then.
current.accreted.value.rather.than.their.face.value ...
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. 7.  Other capital reserve funds..This.section,.including.subsection.5,.may.not.be.
construed.to.require.that.each.capital.reserve.fund.established.under.this.section.have.the.
benefit.described.in.subsection.5 ...
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CHANGES AT MILITARY BASES 
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Department of Defense 


 
Between 1988 and 1995, the military base 
structure shrank by 21 percent, while personnel 
levels shrank by 36 percent, leaving net excess 
capacity.  To effect DoD transformation, effi-
ciency, and modernization goals, more base clo-
sures and realignments will be announced in 
May 2005.  With a goal of joint-Service basing 
for common activities, some installations will be 
closure, while others may expand to accommo-
date new missions, causing an influx of new 
residents (primarily military personnel and their 
families) in other communities. 
 
These changes create both challenges and new 
opportunities.  For Federal Agencies, unneeded 
military base land and facilities can be used to 
fulfill program objectives.  For communities af-
fected, they provide a means to meet public fa-
cilities, services and economic development ob-
jectives.  Where there is an influx of population, 
new economic opportunities may be stimulated, 
but communities will also need to provide ser-
vices for these new residents. 
 
The process for achieving successful 
adjustment is adaptable.  It can be used in many 
similar circumstances where disruption is 
caused by actions at any level of government.  
Communities all over the United States that 
have faced up to economic change, immersed 
themselves into an adjustment process, and 
emerged stronger, healthier and better off than 
when they started.  The job is not an easy one.  
It takes the concerted effort of the community 
leadership (public and private), volunteer time, 
imagination, dedication and support from all 
levels of government. 
 
Fortunately, there is a support mechanism at the 
Federal level, the President's Economic Adjust-
ment Committee (EAC).  The Committee is com-
prised of 23 major Departments and Agencies 
that have technical and financial resources to 
apply.  Historically, these resources have given 
a considerable boost to local efforts.  The Secre-
tary of Defense is the chairman of the EAC, and 


the Defense Office of Economic Adjustment 
(OEA) serves as the staff.  The OEA also oper-
ates the Defense Economic Adjustment Pro-
gram.  In its role as a catalyst, the OEA "Helps 
Communities Help Themselves" by providing 
overall guidance, expertise, coordination of Fed-
eral support, and base reuse planning assis-
tance and organization support. 
 
Executive Branch and Congressional commit-
ments to help affected communities has resulted 
several legislative provisions that help empower 
community organizations.  These initiatives also 
prescribed a process for satisfying homeless 
interests while recognizing the need for local 
economic development activities to offset job 
losses.  Community-level advocates (Base Tran-
sition Coordinators) were required to assist the 
OEA and facilitate interim use, cleanup, and dis-
posal of former base property. 
 
With the decline of Federal categorical program 
resources, and greater control of Federal block 
grant funds by states, the states play a bigger 
role in the development and implementation of 
local economic adjustment programs.  Greater 
involvement and reliance on private sector re-
sources is also vitally important to success. 
 
To most communities, base closure or major 
realignment means crisis.  The reaction is that 
the population will decline, jobs and income will 
be lost, and tax revenues will dwindle.  Aside 
from the feared economic impact on affected 
communities, the closure and realignment of 
missions, personnel and equipment deployment 
pose planning problems for these communities.  
In most cases, a large parcel of land, often with 
facilities, like airfields that were previously un-
available in the community, must be integrated 
with existing comprehensive plans and zoning 
ordinances.  In some locations there will be ad-
ditional missions and new populations to be ac-
commodated.  Public facilities and services 
need to be provided at a rapid pace.  In short, 
either situation requires a fundamental, 
introspective reexamination of community goals 
and objectives. 
 


Catharsis Is 
Likely 


 
An orderly adjustment process is required to 
avoid chaos.  This process, recommended by 







the Defense Economic Adjustment Program, 
has three simple steps--Organize, Plan, 
Implement.  It has worked successfully in nearly 
400 communities since 1961 when the program 
was launched.  The principal objective where 
there is a closure is community economic 
stability.  This can be realized by using the 
military base property and facilities to create 
replacement job opportunities.  When there is a 
buildup of military and support personnel, the 
main objective is to have the necessary com-
munity facilities and services in place when the 
people arrive, often all at once. 


 
BASE CLOSURE 
 
Following is an illustrative, generic timeline 
showing the major actions that need to be ac-
complished by Defense and the community to 
close and reutilize a military base and how they 
relate to each other. 
 
 
 
 


ILLUSTRATIVE  BASE  CLOSURE  &  REUSE  ACTIONS


Closure List
May Congressional


Action


MILITARY DEPARTMENT ACTIONS
CLOSURE


Budget, Design & Construct Receiving Base Facilities


Closure Activities
Disestablish/Relocate Mission Close Base


ENVIRONMENTAL CLEANUP
Investigation R e s t o r a t i o n


ECP Clean Parcels BCP FOST/FOSL/FOSET
(CERFA)


PROPERTY DISPOSAL June


Special Surveys Property Disposal NEPA Requirement
Pers Prop Scoping Draft Final ROD
Inventory PROPERTY DISPOSAL STAGES


Excess/Surplus Determinations Caretaker Status


DOD/Federal Lease/Sell/Convey
Screening


Surplus Notice


COMMUNITY ACTIONS
Planning Organization Implementation Organization (s)


Sept Reuse Planning
June Adjustment Draft HUD Adopt


Strategy Reuse Plan Review Reuse Plan
60-180 days


Detailed Planning


REUSE Local Zoning


Capital Facility Programming


Interim Lease Market Property Lease/Sell


Interim Use


Caretaker Agreement Acquire Property


Acronym Key
BCP Base Cleanup Plan
BTC Base Transition Coordinator
ECP Environmental Conditions of Property
FOST/FOSL/FOSET Finding of Suitability to Transfer/Lease/Envir Trans
ROD Record of Decision


Office of Economic Adjustment March 2004


2009 2010


June


2005 2006 2007 2008


State/local Screening
3-6 mos (July-Dec)


BTC


Homeless
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Each base closure or realignment scenario will 
be different, depending on the relative 
magnitude of the action with respect to local 
economic conditions, the date of closure or 
realignment (and thus the amount of lead time 
available), and the degree of contamination 
present that may limit reasonable reuse options 
and need to be remedied so the property can be 
converted to civilian use. 
 


 
The critical key to success is proper 
organization for overall coordination, planning 
and economic adjustment implementation.  
Furthermore, a single local organization is 
required for interaction with the DoD and other 
Federal Agencies.  This requirement is not only 
Economic Adjustment Program policy, but is 
mandated by legislation (a single Local 
Redevelopment Authority or LRA).  OEA must 
formally recognize the LRA and publish LRA 
information in the Federal Register and a local 
newspaper.  The organization model described 
next is adaptable to all Defense impact 
situations, with minor modifications in structure 
and focus. 
 
ORGANIZATION 
 
Urban communities usually have organizational 
mechanisms to deal with economic develop-
ment.  Sometimes the responsibility for adjust-
ment coordination, planning and implementation 
can readily be assigned to an existing agency or 
authority.  However, most communities need to 
establish a task force or council of stakeholders 
to coordinate activities and address the special-
ized issues a base closure or expansion 
creates.  Often these organizations have to be 
multi-jurisdictional in nature, as a military base 
can lie in several jurisdictions. 
 
WHO SHOULD BE INVOLVED? 
 
The organization should reflect a cross section 
of public and private sector leadership.  It is not 
a "blue ribbon" committee created to give visibil-
ity to certain persons, or narrow objectives, with 
no commitment to action.  It must be a core of 
dedicated, strong, knowledgeable, capable indi-


viduals that know how to get a job done quickly, 
that have the community's future uppermost in 
their minds, and that have a track record of ac-
complishment.  Clearly it must be structured to 
suit the magnitude and time frame of the prob-
lem and include the major stakeholders (both 
those affected by the DoD action and having an 
interest in base property reuse where a base 
closes).  Ideally about seven to nine members 
should be sufficient.  The organization should 
have membership that is multi-jurisdictional to 
represent the affected area and be non-partisan 
in nature.  If a larger number of people need to 
be involved, a small executive committee should 
be established of key members that are empow-
ered to make policy decisions. 


The Critical Key to Success 
is Proper Organization 


 
Sometimes a temporary or transitional, LRA is 
created for base closures  This could also be a 
special purpose authority or commission, like 
the Pease Air Force Base Redevelopment 
Commission that was created by the State of 
New Hampshire to plan for the reuse of Pease 
AFB, or the joint powers authorities created in 
California to address the numerous base 
closures in that state. 
 
Where suitable, existing organizations can take 
the lead role.  A chamber of commerce, area-
wide planning/development council, local eco-
nomic development organization, or special au-
thority (airport, port, etc.) are examples. 
 
ORGANIZATION PURPOSE 
 
The major function of the organization is to be 
the focal point for community adjustment activi-
ties and for Federal Government interaction with 
the community (Office of Economic Adjustment, 
Base Transition Coordinators, Military Depart-
ment and other Federal Agencies of the EAC).  
It also serves as a forum for community issues 
and concerns, provides policy guidance on local 
economic adjustment efforts, and coordinates 
state and local adjustment activities.  It usually 
develops the economic recovery strategy and 
base reuse plan.  The provisions of the Base 
Closure Community Redevelopment and Home-
less Assistance Act (P.L.103-421), which be-
came law in October 1994, empowered the 
planning LRA with the critical responsibility for 
integration of homeless needs with base reuse 
planning, and to make recommendations on 
what state and local (including non-profit 
eligible) interests will be accommodated in the 
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plan.  This needs to be accomplished within nine 
months after the closure is final (approximately 
fall 2006).  A final reuse plan must be completed 
by fall 2007 so it may be used in the property 
disposal environmental assessment prepared by 
a Military Department. 
 
GOALS & OBJECTIVES 
 
The organization must provide leadership and 
build consensus within the community to coa-
lesce diverse interests and address stakeholder 
claims to property where there is a base closure.  
As a forum, it is a place to express all ideas.  
The organization needs to develop a strategy 
that sets the future development direction and 
provides vision.  This adjustment strategy needs 
to focus on new job creation, economic diversifi-
cation, and where a base closes, through a bal-
anced base redevelopment plan that provides a 
reasonable mix of complementary public and 
private uses.  In such cases, a property acquisi-
tion plan and scheme for operation of the base 
must also be prepared.  Vitally important is 
keeping up momentum and interest by ensuring 
public awareness about recovery efforts.  This 
can be done through relations with the media, 
and perhaps with a newsletter that describes 
activities of the organization. 
 
LEGAL AUTHORITY 
 
Typically authority is advisory only.  However, it 
could have specific purposes, prescribed by 
local, ordinance or state law.  These might be 
economic expansion and diversification, base 
reuse planning, base redevelopment, and/or 
base management and operations.  If the recov-
ery responsibilities have been vested in legally 
established entities, like an airport, port or eco-
nomic development authority, and agencies of 
local or state government, the mandates and 
authorities are already established.  These 
might need augmentation to undertake 
economic adjustment. 
 
Sometimes a private sector entity, like a cham-
ber of commerce or industrial/economic devel-
opment foundation is responsible.  Then the lim-
its afforded under state incorporation laws de-
termines the extent of its authority. 
 
OPERATION 
 


To maximize stakeholder participation, a struc-
ture of subcommittees in functional areas should 
be formed.  Likely areas of concern would be: 


 
• Transportation 
• Base Reuse Planning 
• Human Resources (Placement/Training) 
• Finance 
• Health 
• Tourism 
• Recreation 
• Environmental Quality 
• Economic/Business Development 
• Housing 
• Public Works (Utilities) 


 
The number and titles of the subcommittees 
should be determined according to the magni-
tude of the job losses, base closure impact and 
extent of need.  Their purpose is to expand the 
scope and capabilities of the organization, 
broaden community participation and stake-
holders in the economic adjustment process, 
explore, deliberate, and make recommendations 
on strategies and base reuse options.  Sub-
committees can focus energies and resources 
on specific issues. 
 
STAFF 
 
To function efficiently and be effective, the eco-
nomic adjustment organization needs a small 
staff.  A director or coordinator with one or two 
supporting staff should be sufficient to do the 
job.  However, its capabilities can be expanded 
by using or allying with existing organizations 
that have special skills, like planning 
commissions, economic development agencies, 
airport and port authorities, or other local, county 
or state agencies.  Professional help may also 
be sought for studies, economic adjustment 
strategies and base reuse plans. 
 
Funding for the operation of the organization 
can come from many sources.  These include 
appropriations at state and local levels of gov-
ernment, private sector contributions 
(organizations or individuals), Federal or state 
grants, or a combination of some or all sources. 
 
Once the organization is in place, the planning 
phase begins.  Decisions must be made to de-
termine what is to be done and by which indi-
viduals and organizations. 
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The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) is pleased to present Base Redevelopment 
Planning for BRAC Sites to assist communities and states with planning the civilian 
use of former military property.  Reflecting over 45 years of OEA experience with 
community planning and base redevelopment, this publication highlights the keys to a 
successful planning effort, including the necessary public- and private-sector leadership, 
vision, dedication, and partnership between the Military Departments and the affected 
communities.


A military base closure, while initially a source of significant local economic impacts, also 
represents the single most important opportunity for a community to make a dramatic, 
positive change in the local economy, especially in response to the loss of jobs.  For 
some communities, former military property is ideally situated with strong prospects for 
redevelopment due to a location near, or in the midst of, rapidly growing, prosperous 
communities.  For other communities, the presence of a less robust local economy, an 
isolated location, or limited redevelopment opportunities and resources makes the planning 
effort more challenging.


The redevelopment plan is the catalyst for a successful local response to base realignment 
or closure impacts.  While no two communities are alike, and the redevelopment planning 
process is never routine, successful communities typically provide for a broad-based public 
planning effort to build consensus for redevelopment, and take actions to ensure the 
uses recommended in the redevelopment plan are formally incorporated into the local 
government’s ongoing planning and economic development initiatives. 


I invite you to visit our website at www.oea.gov to obtain more information about 
community economic adjustment and responding to BRAC.


      


     


  
      Patrick J. O’Brien 
      Director 
      Office of Economic Adjustment


 


Office of the Secretary of Defense 
office of Economic Adjustment 
400 Army Navy Drive, Suite 200 


Arlington, Va 22202-4704
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Introduction
The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA), through the Defense Economic Adjust-


ment Program, helps alleviate the adverse effects of military base realignments and closures 
(BRAC) by providing planning assistance to communities. Regardless of whether a BRAC 
action results in the loss of local jobs, availability of property for civilian redevelopment, or 
an influx of military personnel and their dependents, community leaders will confront several 
challenges and opportunities. 


OEA has been “helping communities help themselves” for more than 45 years. From this 
experience an orderly economic adjustment transition process has evolved, along with the 
realization that meeting this challenge requires energy, vision, and community leadership 
through an effective local organization. For communities experiencing the possible avail-
ability of property as a result of a base closure or realignment, the Local Redevelopment 
Authority (LRA) serves as the local organization focusing on all economic adjustment activi-
ties, including preparation of a base redevelopment plan. How well an affected community 
organizes itself to solicit broad-based, inclusive public participation in preparing the base 
redevelopment plan is a major factor in the success of the community’s economic transition. 


Preparing and implementing a base redevelopment plan can be a challenge for many com-
munities. Most military installations were designed to be self-sustaining, with separate utili-
ties, fire, police, and health and human services, and with facilities that may not readily be 
used for other purposes. Upon closure, former installation properties must be woven into the 
fabric of the community amid an abundance of diverse interests. Yet the redevelopment of 
a former military installation gives the community a tremendous opportunity to create new 
jobs, diversify the local and regional economy, satisfy public facility and services needs, and 
add once-exempt Federal real property to the tax base.
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Section 1 
Overview of Base Redevelopment Planning


The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, as amended (BRAC law), pre-
scribes the organization, procedures, and timing for local activities that deal with the public 
and private reuse of property that the Department of Defense (DoD) has determined surplus 
to the needs of the Federal Government. OEA is the DoD organization that is authorized [by 
Title 10 U.S.C. §2391, Executive order (E.O. 12788), and the BRAC law] to provide both 
technical and financial support to help communities plan and carry out their local economic 
adjustment activities. These activities may include preparation of an overall economic ad-
justment plan to assist impacted workers and businesses and a base redevelopment plan for 
surplus Federal property.


Redevelopment of a former military installation is often the single most important oppor-
tunity for a community to overcome the adverse impacts of a closure or realignment. Plan-
ning for base redevelopment is intended to bring about an orderly and lasting change in the 
local economy that is consistent with community interests and needs. The planning process 
should foster an awareness of the redevelopment options and highlight the cost of these 
options in comparison with the benefits. The process should be conducted with maximum 
public participation to help the participants see the tradeoffs necessary for the best long-term 
community interests. Competing interests among those participating in the planning process 
should be identified, discussed, and reconciled. The process should be conducted with broad 
public participation and support by key decision makers from both the public and private 
sectors to ensure successful redevelopment that is consistent with community interests and 
needs.


 


Keys to Effective Base Redevelopment Planning


Through experience from prior BRAC rounds, OEA has found that effective base redevel-
opment and overall economic adjustment initiatives follow three broad phases: 


• Organization


• Planning


• Implementation


Organization


During the organization phase, the economically affected communities in the vicinity of 
a closing or realigning installation, and possibly the State, are expected to initiate the or-
ganizational process. Success in overcoming the impacts of the closure or realignment and 
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transitioning the former installation to civilian use is often determined by how well commu-
nities organize their response. The affected communities need to work together to designate 
an LRA to serve as the focal point of their interaction with all interests in the BRAC action, 
including the Military Department, Federal and State officials, affected workers and busi-
nesses, and other community interests. The OEA publication Organizing for BRAC provides 
specific guidance to communities seeking to establish an LRA in response to the planning 
and implementation demands of BRAC.


The LRA, which is an entity established by State or local government, is recognized by 
OEA, on behalf of the Secretary of Defense, as the entity responsible for preparation of a 
base redevelopment plan and the overall economic adjustment program. As part of this plan-
ning process, the LRA is required to conduct outreach and solicit Notices of Interest (NOIs) 
in surplus Federal property from State and local governments, representatives of the home-
less, and other interested parties, and consider these NOIs in preparation of the base rede-
velopment plan. As the single point of contact to coordinate State and Federal assistance, the 
LRA is expected to provide leadership and build consensus for base redevelopment. 


As installation property is transferred from military to civilian ownership and reuse, the 
original LRA established to oversee base redevelopment planning may evolve or yield to a 
new organization to implement all or a portion of the base redevelopment plan and foster 
long-term economic recovery. 


Planning 


During the planning phase, the LRA is responsible for preparing a base redevelopment plan 
focused on guiding long-term redevelopment. For BRAC-specific actions, the base redevelop-
ment plan also serves the following purposes:


• Reflects community consensus for civilian reuse;


• Guides the Military Department’s property redevelopment environmental analysis, 
required by the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, as amended (NEPA); 
and


• Is used in considering property disposal conveyance options. 


The base redevelopment plan is the means by which a community defines a comprehensive 
reuse strategy, and it serves as a guide to the Military Department for the disposal of surplus 
property, leading to the orderly transfer of Federal property from DoD to civilian reuse. The 
community’s base redevelopment plan should identify the proposed land uses, supporting 
infrastructure, phasing schedule, and capital improvement program needed to implement 
the plan. While the community identifies specific land uses in the base redevelopment plan, 
the Military Department, as the property disposal agent, identifies the final property disposal 
mechanisms. 
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The base redevelopment planning process should be a public and deliberative process oc-
curring within the framework of a local planning process that reflects requirements of BRAC 
and Federal real property laws and regulations. The process is designed to walk decision mak-
ers, planners, and affected interests through a series of steps to formulate the community’s 
vision, goals, and objectives for base redevelopment and overall economic adjustment. 


Preparation of a base redevelopment plan should involve all major stakeholders affected by 
the closure or realignment and include an assessment of both the financial and environmen-
tal feasibility of the various redevelopment alternatives. The base redevelopment plan should 
reflect a balance among identified homeless assistance needs and community and economic 
development needs. Community consensus on base redevelopment is essential for success. 


Implementation 


Once community consensus is reached, the LRA should approve the base redevelopment 
plan and forward it to the governing local jurisdiction for formal adoption and incorpora-
tion into the local comprehensive land use plan, followed by zoning, capital improvements 
programming, and long-term planning and implementation strategies in the context of com-
prehensive community development. The redevelopment plan is implemented with support 
from OEA, participating Federal agencies, the State, and the private sector.


The real property acquisition strategy included in the base redevelopment plan is impor-
tant to implementation. The acquisition strategy identifies the property conveyance tool by 
which the interested parties will ask the Military Department to dispose of surplus Federal 
property in support of civilian reuse (see figure 1). Potential conflicts regarding surplus prop-
erty disposal can be minimized through continuous coordination and partnership with the 
Military Department. 
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Figure 1
Illustrative Example
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Section 2 
Base Redevelopment Planning Process 


The closure or realignment of a base is affected by many Federal real property and environ-
mental laws and regulations, along with detailed BRAC implementation guidance for both 
the Military Department and the affected community. A partial list of the laws and regula-
tions, which affect base redevelopment planning, environmental remediation, and the screen-
ing and disposal of real and personal property, is provided in the appendix. A comprehensive 
list is provided in the Base Redevelopment and Realignment Manual, March 1, 2006, DoD 
4165.66-M.


 The general sequence of events associated with base redevelopment planning and imple-
mentation is shown in figure 2, which illustrates a series of community and Military Depart-
ment requirements under BRAC law. Preparation of the redevelopment plan is identified 
under Community Actions and represents a continuum of LRA actions in juxtaposition 
with required Military Department actions. Note that there is interdependency between the 
community and Military Department actions throughout the base redevelopment planning 
process, illustrating the need for the two parties to work as a team.


Roles and Responsibilities


Local Redevelopment Authority


The LRA is tasked with executing a fair and balanced redevelopment planning process that 
represents all major community interests. The LRA works on behalf of its member jurisdic-
tions to prepare the base redevelopment plan, determines homeless provider, State, and local 
interests in surplus property, and serves as the single point of contact for all parties involved 
in the overall economic adjustment program.


 
Prompt community response to a BRAC action is needed to support the 
responsibilities and requirements of the Military Department to close and 
dispose of surplus Federal property. This response includes creation of a 
LRA, assembly of the reuse planning team, and timely completion of the base 
redevelopment plan.
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Figure 2
Notional Disposal and Redevelopment Process
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The Military Department, specifically the installation commander or a designated rep-
resentative, may participate as an ex-officio member of the LRA or be a regularly invited 
attendee to LRA meetings, to promote a cooperative relationship in furtherance of its objec-
tive to expeditiously close or realign, clean up and dispose of surplus federal property.  Both 
the Military Department and the LRA have a shared objective - the timely transfer of surplus 
property for community redevelopment. The installation commander, or designated rep-
resentative, can serve as the single point of contact for coordinating the LRA’s access to the 
base, existing conditions installation data and schedules for mission drawdown and closure.  
The Military Department will also have staff specifically tasked with the responsibility of 
environmental clean up and property disposal as the mission drawdown and base closure or 
realignment is completed.


State representation on the LRA can be important as the state may play a significant role 
in support of the LRA and local government efforts.  The state may provide both technical 
and financial assistance to facilitate the redevelopment effort.  Considerable expertise and 
assistance is also available at the federal level through the President’s Economic Adjustment 
Committee (EAC).  The EAC is comprised of 22 federal agencies and departments, includ-
ing those with specific programs for technical and financial assistance to assist communities, 
businesses, and workers adversely impacted by BRAC.  As Executive Director of EAC, OEA 
coordinates this assistance, as required, to help communities respond to the economic im-
pacts caused by BRAC actions and redevelop the property. 


The private sector and public interest groups can also provide valuable specialized knowl-
edge and resources to support redevelopment planning.  This specific expertise may relate to 
real estate market trends, financial feasibility analysis, infrastructure and facilities assessment, 
environmental issues, feasibility of building renovation, historic and cultural resources, small 
business development, workforce transition and training, private financing, and environmen-
tal and property insurance.  Partnerships among the LRA, public interest groups and private 
sector entities can provide substantial resources to supplement the base redevelopment and 
economic adjustment planning process.


The LRA should utilize existing public agency staff, hire new staff, as required, and engage 
professional consulting firms to supplement staff expertise and to advise and support the 
technical aspects of base redevelopment planning.  Donated technical services from state or 
local government, or the private sector, also may supplement core staff responsibilities.  Pro-
fessional consultants may provide legal, planning, real estate, engineering and environmental 
expertise.  The American Planning Association provides useful guidance in the preparation of 
a Request for Proposal (RFP) for planning services, and the selection and management of a 
planning consultant (www.planning.org/consultant/overview.htm).


An OEA Project Manager is assigned to work directly with the recognized LRA and its 
staff.  The Project Manager helps the LRA work in consultation with the Military Depart-
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ment and related federal, state and local agencies to prepare a financially feasible and sustain-
able base redevelopment plan consistent with the community interests and needs.


Initial Military Department and LRA Actions


Military base closures and realignments do not happen overnight.  Military drawdown, 
eventual base closure or realignment, and subsequent base redevelopment are planned and 
coordinated events phased over time.  During the military drawdown the installation com-
mander is tasked with identifying unneeded personal property that will be available to sup-
port base redevelopment, terminating military functions, and preparing the base for closure.  
The Military Department’s BRAC staff is tasked with conveyance of property once the 
military mission drawdown is complete.  The Military Department must initiate closure or 
realignment actions no later than two years after the date of approval by Congress, November 
9, 2005, and complete these actions by September 15, 2011.  


An important feature of the BRAC process is compliance with the National Environmen-
tal Policy Act of 1969 (NEPA).  Under NEPA, the Military Department must identify and 
consider the proposed action and reasonable alternatives and their respective environmental 
impacts.  Actions to be analyzed include operational activities transferring to a receiving 
installation, proposed disposal actions at closure and realignment sites, and planned commu-
nity redevelopment.  


The Military Department also is tasked with preparation of the Environmental Condition 
of Property (ECP) report which documents the environmental condition of all property.  The 
ECP report, and any ECP update report, shall be made publicly available to assist the LRA 
with base redevelopment planning.  


The Military Department must also ensure that appropriate response or corrective actions 
related to petroleum products or their constituents and hazardous substances have been 
taken, or will be taken to protect human health and the environment on property that is to 
be transferred.  The Military Department will make decisions as early as possible on which 
contaminated sites on BRAC property will have environmental response actions completed 
by the Department, or by the new owner in coordination with environmental regulatory 
agencies and the local government.  


Concurrent with the mission drawdown, and prior to base closure, the LRA is respon-
sible for undertaking the preparation and adoption of a single base redevelopment plan for 
the surplus property.  The base redevelopment plan will set the tone, direction, timing, and 
theme for redevelopment.  As the planning process unfolds, there may be a need for the LRA 
to complete more detailed planning studies and refine the plan to support final base redevel-
opment.


The data presented in the ECP report, together with the proposed environmental response 
actions must be intertwined with the LRA’s base redevelopment planning process.  These 
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environmental factors will likely have an impact upon the location, type and timing of base 
redevelopment and must be given serious consideration when preparing the base redevelop-
ment plan.  The Military Department will give the LRA’s redevelopment plan substantial 
deference in preparation of NEPA documentation for property disposal and community 
redevelopment.


(ii) For purposes of carrying out an environmental assessment of the closure 
or realignment of an installation, the Secretary of Defense shall treat the 
redevelopment plan for the installation (including aspects of the plan providing 
for disposal to State or local governments, representatives of the homeless, 
and other interested parties) as part of the proposed Federal action for the 
installation.


(iii) The Secretary of Defense shall dispose of buildings and property under sub 
clause (i) in accordance with the record of decision or other decision document 
prepared by the Secretary in accordance with the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.) In preparing the record of decision or 
other decision document, the Secretary shall give substantial deference to the 
redevelopment plan concerned. P.L. 101-510, § 2905(b)(7)(K)(ii)(iii).


The LRA’s base redevelopment plan, together with the Military Department’s NEPA 
analysis, ECP report, and environmental remediation, establish the framework for successful 
property remediation, disposal, and redevelopment in accordance with the community’s goals 
and objectives for base redevelopment and overall economic adjustment. 
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Section 3 
Surplus Property Determination


During the first 6 months after the date of approval, and concurrent with the formation of 
the LRA, the Military Department conducts Federal agency screening of excess DoD prop-
erty. Federal agencies and departments have the first choice for use of said property. 


To initiate this screening, the Military Department issues a Notice of Availability (NOA) 
that is formally provided to all Federal agencies. Federal agencies that have an interest in 
acquiring the property must apply to the Military Department within 60 days of the Mili-
tary Department’s release of the NOA, and are encouraged to discuss their interests, plans, 
or needs with the LRA. If an LRA does not exist, interested agencies should consult with the 
Governor or the heads of the local government in whose jurisdiction the property is located. 
If competing Federal agencies are interested in the property, the Military Department must 
determine the best Federal use of the property. Property not needed by other Federal agencies 
is determined to be surplus. 


The screening process is officially complete once the Military Department publishes its list 
of surplus buildings and properties in the Federal Register and a local newspaper. This sur-
plus notice formally advises the LRA of the availability of surplus property to support com-
munity redevelopment. The Military Department will also send a copy of the surplus notice 
to the Federal agencies that sponsor or approve public benefit conveyances to State and local 
governments and other eligible entities for public benefit purposes. Examples of such pur-
poses include education, health, parks and recreation, historic monuments, public airports, 
highways, correctional facilities, ports, self-help housing, and wildlife conservation (see  
figure 3). 


Based on this knowledge of available surplus property, the LRA moves forward with prepa-
ration of a base redevelopment plan, reflecting Federal agency interest in properties identi-
fied during the Federal screening process, and initiates outreach to solicit interest in surplus 
Federal property from homeless providers, State and local governments, and other nonprofit 
organizations eligible for public benefit conveyance programs. When preparing the redevel-
opment plan, the LRA shall consider these interests.


Throughout the redevelopment planning process, the LRA should conduct extensive 
public outreach and keep the community informed through newsletters, legal advertise-
ments, public notices, press releases, and a Web site. The objective is to inform and educate 
the public on the progress and direction of the redevelopment planning effort and maintain a 
transparent process.
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PUBLIC BENEFIT PROGRAM AUTHORITY
ELIGIBLE


PUBLIC AGENCY


SPONSORING


AGENT
DISCOUNT USE RESTRICTION


TIME


RESTRICTION


PROCEDURE


OUTLINE
COMPLIANCE


NEGOTIATED SALE 40 USC 545(b)(8)


40 USC 484(e)(3)(H)


PUBLIC BODY OR 


TAX SUPPORTED


INSTITUTIONS


MILITARY SERVICE


FACILITATES


NEGOTIATION


0%
NO EXCESS PROFITS 


ALLOWED
NONE


MILITARY SERVICE


NEGOTIATES FMV:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES DEED


MILITARY SERVICE


EDUCATION 40 USC 550(c)


40 USC 484(k)(1)(A)


PUBLIC BODY OR 


TAX SUPPORTED


EDUCATIONAL


INSTITUTIONS


DEPARTMENT OF 


EDUCATION
UP TO 100%


BASED UPON APPROVED


PLAN FOR EDUCATIONAL


USE


30 YEARS


ED SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION & DEED:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES ASSIGNMENT


LETTER TO ED


SECRETARY OF THE


DEPARTMENT OF 


EDUCATION


PUBLIC HEALTH 40 USC 550(d)


40 USC 484(k)(1)(B) 


PUBLIC BODY OR 


TAX SUPPORTED


MEDICAL


INSTITUTIONS


DEPARTMENT OF 


HEALTH AND HUMAN 


SERVICES


UP TO 100%


BASED UPON APPROVED


PLAN FOR PUBLIC 


HEALTH USE


30 YEARS


HHS SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION & DEED:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES ASSIGNMENT


LETTER TO HHS


SECRETARY OF 


HEALTH AND HUMAN 


SERVICES


PARK AND RECREATION 40 USC 550(e)


40 USC 484(k)(2)
PUBLIC BODY


DEPARTMENT OF THE


INTERIOR, NATIONAL


PARK SERVICE


UP TO 100%
PARK OR RECREATION


AREA USE
PERPETUITY


DOI/NPS SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION & DEED:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES ASSIGNMENT


LETTER TO DOI/NPS


SECRETARY OF THE


INTERIOR (NATIONAL


PARK SERVICE)


SELF-HELP HOUSING 40 USC 550(f)(3)


40 USC 484(k)(6)


STATE AND LOCAL


AGENCIES AND NON-


PROFIT


ORGANIZATIONS


DEPARTMENT OF 


HOUSING AND URBAN 


DEVELOPMENT


UP TO 75%
SELF-HELP HOUSING 


ONLY
30 YEARS


HUD SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION & DEED:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES ASSIGNMENT


LETTER TO HUD


SECRETARY OF THE


DEPARTMENT OF 


HOUSING AND


URBAN


DEVELOPMENT


HISTORIC MONUMENT
40 USC 550(h)


40 USC 484(k)(3)
PUBLIC BODY


DEPARTMENT OF THE


INTERIOR, NATIONAL


PARK SERVICE


100%


HHISTORIC MONUMENT;


ANY PROFITS FROM USE 


ARE TO BE USED FOR 


PRESERVATION


PERPETUITY


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES APPLICATION & 


DEED NPS REVIEWS 


APPLICATION


DEPARTMENT OF 


THE INTERIOR, 


NATIONAL PARK


SERVICE


CORRECTIONAL 40 USC 553


40 USC 484(p)
PUBLIC BODY


DEPARTMENT OF 


JUSTICE, ATTORNEY


GENERAL


100% CORRECTIONAL USE PERPETUITY


DOJ SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES DEED


MILITARY SERVICE


LAW ENFORCEMENT 40 USC 553


40 USC 484(p)
PUBLIC BODY


DEPARTMENT OF 


JUSTICE, ATTORNEY


GENERAL


100% LAW ENFORCEMENT USE PERPETUITY


DOJ SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES DEED


MILITARY SERVICE


EMERGENCY MANAGEMENT 


RESPONSE, INCLUDING FIRE


40 USC 553


40 USC 484(p)
PUBLIC BODY


FEDERAL


EMERGENCY


MANAGEMENT


AGENCY


100%


EMERGENCY


MANAGEMENT


RESPONSE, INCLUDING 


FIRE USE


PERPETUITY


FEMA SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES DEED


MILITARY SERVICE


PORT FACILITY 40 USC 554


40 USC 484(q)
PUBLIC BODY


DEPARTMENT OF 


TRANSPORTATION,


MARITIME


ADMINISTRATION


100%
DEVELOPMENT AND


OPERATION OF A PORT
PERPETUITY


MARAD SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION & DEED:


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES ASSIGNMENT


LETTER TO MARAD


SECRETARY OF THE


DEPARTMENT OF 


TRANSPORTATION


WILDLIFE CONSERVATION 16 U.S.C. 667b-d


STATE AGENCY


ADMINISTERING


WILDLIFE


RESOURCES


DEPARTMENT OF THE


INTERIOR, FISH AND


WILDLIFE SERVICE


100%
WILDLIFE CONSERVATION


USE
PERPETUITY


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES APPLICATION & 


DEED


MILITARY SERVICE


PUBLIC AIRPORT 49 U.S.C. 47151 PUBLIC BODY


DEPARTMENT OF 


TRANSPORTATION,


FEDERAL AVIATION


ADMINISTRATION


100%


DEVELOPMENT,


IMPROVEMENT,


OPERATION, OR 


MAINTENANCE OF A


PUBLIC AIRPORT


PERPETUITY
MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES APPLICATION & 


DEED


ADMINISTRATOR OF 


THE FEDERAL


AVIATION


ADMINISTRATION


HIGHWAY 23 U.S.C. 107 & 317
STATE WHEREIN THE


PROPERTY IS 


SITUATED


DEPARTMENT OF 


TRANSPORTATION,


FEDERAL HIGHWAY


ADMINISTRATION


100%
HIGHWAY USE RELATED


TO INTERSTATE HIGHWAY


NETWORK


PERPETUITY


FHWA SUPPLIES 


APPLICATION & DEED:


DISPOSAL AGENCY


SUPPLIES ASSIGNMENT


LETTER TO FHWA


ADMINISTRATOR OF 


THE FEDERAL


HIGHWAY


ADMINISTRATION


WIDENING OF PUBLIC ROADS 40 USC 1304(b)


40 U.S.C. 345c
PUBLIC BODY


MILITARY SERVICE


FACILITATES


NEGOTIATION


UP TO 100%


HIGHWAY USE RELATED


TO INTERSTATE HIGHWAY


NETWORK


PERPETUITY
MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES APPLICATION & 


DEED


MILITARY SERVICE


POWER TRANSMISSION LINES 50 U.S.C. App.1622(d) PUBLIC BODY


MILITARY SERVICE


FACILITATES


NEGOTIATION


0%
PUBLIC OR COOPERATIVE


POWER PROJECT USE
NONE


MILITARY SERVICE


SUPPLIES APPLICATION & 


DEED


MILITARY SERVICE


Source:


General Services Administration Current Authority


April 6, 2006 Previous Authority


Figure 3
Public Benefit Conveyances
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Section 4 
Preparation of Base Redevelopment Plan 


To prepare a base redevelopment plan, the LRA must examine all available resources, iden-
tify the best courses of action, and develop an implementation plan to integrate the former 
military installation into the fabric of the community. The LRA’s base redevelopment plan-
ning activities, together with the Military Department’s preparation for property transfer, will 
generally occur over an 18- to 21-month period after the date of approval. These activities 
represent a series of sequential steps in preparation of the base redevelopment plan, combined 
with unique planning requirements specified in BRAC law.


Preparation of a base redevelopment plan represents the LRA’s effort to identify financially 
feasible and environmentally viable redevelopment alternatives for surplus properties. Rede-
velopment activities at 73 locations adversely impacted by major BRAC actions from 1988 
through 1995 are discussed in OEA’s publication Economic Transition of BRAC Sites. The 
following common redevelopment themes emerged at these BRAC sites:


• Civilian airports and related ancillary uses


• Shipyard, container port, and surface transportation


• Educational institutions


• Business and industrial parks


• Prisons


• Public safety


• Parks and recreation


• Master planned residential community


• Medical and biotechnical research center


• Warehousing, light and heavy manufacturing


• Natural and wildlife sanctuaries
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The conversion of a former military airfield to a civilian or joint use airport will require 
additional planning studies to supplement the base redevelopment plan. Proponents of an 
airfield conversion should begin working with the LRA, regional Federal Aviation Admin-
istration (FAA) officials, and State aviation agencies as soon as the military airfield is desig-
nated for closure or realignment. 


Early airport planning, coordinated and integrated with preparation of the overall base 
redevelopment plan, is essential. The base redevelopment plan should be prepared concurrent 
with completion of an Airport Master Plan (AMP), which includes an Airport Layout Plan 
(ALP), to determine the feasibility and viability of operating the airport and the amount of 
land needed to ensure financial sustainability. It is incumbent upon the LRA to coordinate 
with the proposed airport sponsor to ensure that airport planning is fully considered and 
integrated into the base redevelopment planning process. Specific airport planning guidance 
is provided in the OEA publication Converting Military Airfields to Civil Airports. 


 The following activities support preparation of a base redevelopment plan: 


• Collect and analyze data. 


• Formulate goals.


• Formulate objectives or performance targets.


• Identify alternative conceptual development plans. 


• Assess alternative conceptual development plans.


• Select the preferred financially feasible and environmentally viable conceptual 
development strategy.


• Prepare detailed planning studies to refine the conceptual plan.


• Adopt a final base redevelopment plan. 


 


Typically, conceptual development plans are first prepared and presented as a series of 
alternatives to allow analysis and discussion among the stakeholders. As these alternative 
plans are analyzed and discussed, a single plan will emerge that incorporates the most desired 
components from the alternatives (see figure 4). This conceptual plan is further refined with 
greater detail and specificity as to parcel size, land use type, densities, building square foot-
age, and required infrastructure and support facilities (i.e., master water, sewer, drainage, and 
transportation plans), designation of park and school sites, etc. Major road rights-of-way and 
project-wide landscaping elevations, together with general architectural renderings to illus-
trate a master design theme, also may be incorporated.
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Figure 4
Typical Redevelopment Planning Process


Upon public review and comment, the conceptual plan is finalized to represent the com-
munity’s long-term vision for base redevelopment (see figure 5). This final base redevelop-
ment plan is incorporated into the jurisdictional comprehensive land use plan, serving as the 
basis for zoning and other regulatory tools to guide the physical redevelopment. Regulatory 
tools may include development agreements, subdivision and site plan approvals, and capital 
improvement programming. 
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Figure 5
Notional  Base Redevelopment Plan
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Elements of a Base Redevelopment Plan


Initial Planning Studies


The following are examples of planning studies the LRA may undertake to initiate prepara-
tion of base redevelopment plan alternatives for public review and comment. 


• Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, and Threats (SWOT) Analysis: An 
evaluation of a community’s economic, social, and physical environmental strengths, 
weaknesses, opportunities, and threats as they relate to community economic 
development and base redevelopment.


• Target Industry Analysis: An assessment of the strengths and competitiveness of 
local industries to systematically target key industry sectors. The assessment may help 
identify highly localized or site-specific development opportunities and categorize 
local industries for strategic planning purposes. Local industry specializations 
signal local competitive advantages. Industry growth performance can indicate 
competitive advantages. Based on the concentration in the local economy and recent 
growth patterns, high-priority target industries can be identified to guide economic 
development initiatives. 


 • Economic Base Analysis: A community’s economic base consists of employment 
activities providing the income on which the local economy depends. The primary 
focus of an economic base analysis is on employment and income-generating 
activities to measure the economic potential for future growth as related to past 
trends. The underlying structure of the local and/or regional economy, including 
goods produced and services provided, and the distinctive employment and income-
generating patterns, are analyzed to gain insight into factors affecting the level and 
growth of economic activity within a local economy


• Which sectors or industries are most important to the local economy in terms 
of employment and earnings.


• Is the structure of the local economy changing? If so, in what ways?


• How diversified is the local economy?


• Which sectors or industries are growing and which are stagnating or 
declining? How do sectors and industries in this area compare to those 
elsewhere?


Forecasted changes in employment and population trends can be translated into pro-
jected demand for housing, office, retail, and industrial space.


• Market Study: An economic base analysis provides estimates of the rate of economic 
growth or decline for a community, but the market must also be stratified to identify 
zones in which a certain kind of real estate venture is likely to be successful. The 
objective of such an effort is to understand the nature of the local real estate market 
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and its inherent potential for supporting new business locations, business expansions, 
and the development of alternative uses for which there may be a market demand. 
This is a key element in supporting the formulation of a realistic and economically 
feasible redevelopment plan.  
 
A real estate market study is a form of macro-market analysis involving the projection 
and analysis of supply and demand. The study results are used to help shape the 
redevelopment project by identifying a probable mix of land uses, projecting 
absorption rates, and pricing and defining the character of the project. The market 
study results can then be used to prepare revenue projections for the financial pro 
forma. To determine the economic feasibility of a project and estimate how much 
public financial assistance might be needed, it is important to identify what can be 
built, the absorption rate, and the pricing.  
 
Population and employment trends can be converted into indicators of the overall 
demand for land use in the residential, office, retail, and industrial categories. Other 
physical, social, legal, and political elements that should be considered in a market 
study include the following:


• Existing land use patterns


• Population trends


• Employment statistics


• Economic trends


• Community facility analysis


• Tax base statistics and trends


• Politics and jurisdictional limits


• Degree of community organization and sentiments


Market demand may be derived from the immediate area or generated by the intro-
duction of a new activity or availability of a unique building or facility on the instal-
lation. In either case, the installation should be assessed to determine what developer 
and investor interest might be attracted to support economic redevelopment. Pro-
jected absorption rates for the proposed land uses, based on current and projected 
market conditions, should also be identified.


If real estate market demand is strong, unsold inventory, rental vacancies, and mort-
gage defaults should be at a low level. If demand is weak, these indicators should be 
at a high level. Analysis of the nature of unsold inventory may prove helpful. The gap 
between supply and demand should be estimated and a forecast provided regarding 
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the rate at which the market is likely to absorb additional space or whether excessive 
vacancies exist in the market. A market study should also provide information on 
current financing practices, turnover rates for specific uses, neighborhood stability, 
and competitive real estate activity.


Appraisal firms and independent marketing research firms knowledgeable of real 
estate trends and demographics can prepare market studies


• Marketability Analysis: A market study is an analysis of current economic, social, 
political, and demographic trends in both a national and regional context. A 
marketability analysis is a micro-market study focused on a specific location or site 
that goes one step further by identifying the total nonresidential square footage or 
total number of dwelling units that can most probably be absorbed within a specific 
area and over a specific period. A marketability analysis, however, is not a project-
specific financial feasibility analysis and does not take into account development costs 
or profitability. A marketability analysis will define the following:


• price or rent levels; 


• absorption schedule; and


• specific conditions, sales techniques, and amenities that will enhance market 
acceptance.


A marketability analysis should include a site analysis, survey of the competition, 
development of a preliminary marketing strategy and management plan, estimate of 
the market absorption rates, and revenue and expense forecasts. 


• Highest and Best Use Studies: A “highest and best use” study helps identify land 
uses that would maximize economic benefits from development of the property. 
The LRA can use the information gained from the study to evaluate alternative 
redevelopment scenarios. The General Services Administration has a clear and 
concise definition of highest and best use of real property. 
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Highest and Best Use means the most likely use to which a property can be put, 
which will produce the highest monetary return from the property, promote 
its maximum value, or serve a public or institutional purpose. The highest and 
best use determination must be based on the property’s economic potential, 
qualitative values (social and environmental) inherent in the property itself, and 
other utilization factors controlling or directly affecting land use (e.g., zoning, 
physical characteristics, private and public uses in the vicinity, neighboring 
improvements, utility services, access, roads, location, and environmental and 
historical considerations). Projected highest and best use should not be remote, 
speculative or conjectural (Title 41 – Public Contracts and Property Management 
Chapter 102 – Federal Management Regulation, Part 102-71.20)


• Base Map: The base redevelopment planning process should begin with the 
preparation of a base map illustrating existing conditions both on the base and in 
the surrounding community. Redevelopment alternatives should be evaluated on the 
basis of these existing conditions, together with real estate market conditions and 
trends.


• Adaptive Use Feasibility Analysis: Reuse of existing buildings can provide an 
important economic adjustment opportunity and expedite the redevelopment 
process by enabling new economic activity in a significantly shorter time. However, 
each proposed adaptive reuse project has distinct structural, market, and financing 
requirements that will define whether the adaptive reuse offers advantages over new 
construction. Incentives may be needed to remove some of the risks and costs of 
renovating older buildings for new uses, including changes in zoning ordinances and 
building codes, zoning variances, flexible application of building code requirements, 
property tax abatements, financing assistance, and improvements to the supporting 
infrastructure.


• Financial Feasibility Analysis: Evaluation of redevelopment alternatives 
should include a financial feasibility analysis to determine whether the proposed 
redevelopment alternatives will meet their performance expectations. Initial financial 
feasibility analysis of alternatives can be simple, comparing total development and 
operating costs to expected revenues from leasing and sales activities to determine net 
profit. This effort represents the first cursory analysis of redevelopment alternatives 
based on simple pro forma income and cost estimates.


• Fiscal Impact Analysis: Fiscal impact analysis studies are primarily used to help 
public officials determine whether a particular project or scale of development in the 
community will generate enough revenue to defray the necessary public service costs. 
Fiscal impact analyses are also used to evaluate the overall financial implications for 
local government of alternative patterns and densities of redevelopment. Estimated 
revenues that may be received through property taxes or retail sales are compared 
with the costs associated with the delivery of various public services (e.g., police, fire, 
water, sewer, transportation, schools, and parks).
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Data Collection and Analysis of Existing Conditions


Concurrent to planning studies undertaken to identify the community’s economic charac-
ter and real estate market trends, an assessment of existing conditions on base and within the 
impacted community should be completed.  This assessment often consists of written and 
graphic information.  Data may be available from a multitude of sources, including state and 
local government and the Military Department.  


The Military Department has most of the technical data regarding the base.  It may be 
digitized and available in Geographic Information Systems (GIS) or Computer Aided Draft-
ing and Design (CADD) format.  The base engineering, planning, and environmental offices 
can provide important data on existing land use, condition of infrastructure, wetlands, flood-
plains, historic and cultural resources, environmental hazards to human health, requirements 
for habitat protection as specified in the Endangered Species Act (ESA), etc..  The Military 
Department may develop an Installation Summary Report that considers all property assets, 
market conditions, potential disposal options, and many environmental restoration and com-
pliance activities.  This information may be supplemented with information maintained at 
local government offices, the state environmental and historic preservation offices, and local 
utility providers. 


An initial land use assessment should document the types, location, and density of land 
use on the base and surrounding community, evaluate what future use can be made of the 
base, and identify where potential land use conflicts could occur.  The potential for land use 
conflicts or incompatible uses must be carefully evaluated to successfully integrate the base 
redevelopment with the surrounding community.


Existing on-base facilities and land areas should be thoroughly inventoried and mapped.  
The conditions and quality of these facilities, and supporting infrastructure, should be as-
sessed to determine their general suitability for civilian use without incurring major expenses 
for renovation or rehabilitation.  In some cases, a decision may be made to demolish some 
existing facilities as they may have exceeded their life expectancy or building rehabilitation is 
not cost effective.


Many existing conditions are identified in the Military Department’s comprehensive or 
master plan, including specific supporting resource documents, which are essential for plan-
ning and managing the base’s physical assets in support of the military mission.


• Air Force Base Comprehensive Plan


• Army Real Property Master Plan


• Navy Regional Shore Infrastructure Plan 


• Marine Corps Master Plan 
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These documents, comprised of graphics, technical data and narrative, provide an overview 
of the base’s character, infrastructure and attributes for the purpose of guiding base develop-
ment, can be obtained from the base planner and public works officer.  The Environmental 
Condition of Property (ECP) report, which documents the environmental condition of all 
BRAC property, is also an important source of data to incorporate into the base redevelop-
ment plan.  This report provides information about 


• completed remedial and corrective actions at the property;


• current property use;


• nature and extent of any known contamination, or thereof from hazardous 
substances, pollutants, contaminants, or petroleum and petroleum products;


• munitions and explosives of concern known or suspected to be present;


• current phase of any remedial or corrective action being taken on the property;


• existing information regarding the storage, release, or disposal on the property 
of hazardous substances, pollutants, contaminants, or petroleum and petroleum 
products;


• presence of protected species or cultural assets; and


• a summary of historical, cultural, and environmental conditions, with references to 
publicly available related reports, studies, and permits.


To establish and map existing baseline conditions the following data should be collected in 
support of the redevelopment planning process.


Developed and Undeveloped Land Areas


• Present land use characteristics
• Suitability for physical development
• Historic and archeological resources
• Wildlife habitats
• Environmental conditions, (e.g., floodplains, wetlands, topography, soils, 


environmental contamination, endangered species, airport noise zones)


Facilities Inventory


• Location
• Physical condition and age
• Assessment of building code compliance
• Structural design
• Electrical, telephone, and cable service
• Heating, ventilation, and air conditioning (HVAC) systems
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• Architectural style
• Historic status 
• Presence and condition of asbestos and lead-based paint
• Seismic inventory


Utilities – Water, Sewer, Gas, Electrical, Telephone, Cable


• Location
• Existing permits, easements, and rights-of-way
• Physical condition and age
• Capacity
• Needed and planned upgrades


Transportation – Vehicular, Public Transit, Rail, Bike, Pedestrian, Maritime


• Location
• Existing easements and rights-of-way
• Design standards
• Road classifications
• Existing access 
• Planned upgrades and improvements
• Surface and structured parking lot capacities
• Pedestrian sidewalks and paths
• Bicycle paths
• Water shuttles/taxies
• Public transit service


Airfield


• Layout and dimensions
• Clear zones/safety restrictions/approach surfaces
• Navigational aids (NAVAIDS)
• Aircraft aprons and hangers
• Fuel storage and distribution systems
• Lighting
• Hangers and other specialized aviation support facilities


Environmental Contamination


• Unexploded ordnance (UXO)
• Chemical, biological, and radioactive storage and disposal
• Polychlorinated biphenyls (PCBs)
• Asbestos
• Soil contamination
• Aboveground and underground storage tanks (USTs)
• Fuel spills
• Lead-based paint
• Groundwater contamination (e.g., existing and projected plume)
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 Once data have been collected to document existing conditions on the base and in the 
surrounding community, the data should be organized and presented on base maps to 
identify existing constraints and opportunities for redevelopment. Using a GIS or CADD 
format, a series of map overlays can be prepared to identify areas for redevelopment, based on 
such factors as existing site and facility conditions, natural and cultural resources (wetlands, 
floodplains, historic and archeological sites), infrastructure location and capacity, transporta-
tion access, and land parcel size and location. Environmental remediation sites and proposed 
cleanup schedules should also be identified to ensure that the proposed redevelopment phas-
ing plan and schedule can be accommodated and properly reflect the availability of property. 


An evaluation of socioeconomic data (e.g., population demographics, employment, major 
industries, major employers, regional and national market share) and real estate market con-
ditions should also be completed at this time to assess current and future market activity and 
identify economically viable conceptual base redevelopment plan alternatives.


Conceptual Base Redevelopment Plan Alternatives


The objective of a base redevelopment plan is to formulate community vision, goals, 
objectives, and standards to integrate the realigning or closing base into the community. A 
conceptual planning document focuses on how the base can fit into the community’s fabric 
to sustain redevelopment and additional economic growth. The conceptual plan represents 
initial notions or ideas for a base redevelopment scheme and is the community’s first consen-
sus product.  


Conceptual plans usually address natural and manmade constraints (i.e., topography, 
wetlands, major roadways, property boundaries) and may be presented as a series of specific 
alternatives showing the potential breadth of redevelopment options to facilitate analysis and 
discussion among the stakeholders. The stakeholder discussion will lead to a consensus plan 
that will likely represent incorporation of various components of the alternative plans pre-
sented. This consensus plan should represent a financially feasible and environmentally viable 
redevelopment strategy. It is important that a conceptual plan be completed in a timely man-
ner to set the tone, direction, and ultimate community vision for redevelopment. 


A conceptual plan can be presented as both text and graphics. The graphic detail can range 
from a bubble diagram of proposed land use themes to more detailed examples of building 
and development types. Detail can be provided with a series of vignettes or sketches that 
portray the ultimate look and feel of the property, buildings, and facilities. An overview of a 
proposed development program (e.g., parcel acreage by land use, total number of residential 
units, nonresidential building square footage, and parking and public facility requirements) 
also can be presented in outline format.
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Evaluation of Conceptual Base Redevelopment Plan Alternatives 


Existing site conditions, combined with an analysis of current and future real estate market 
activity, present both constraints and opportunities for redevelopment. Various conceptual 
redevelopment plan alternatives can be evaluated on the basis of site conditions, real estate 
trends, public needs, and required infrastructure. The evaluation should be guided by a set of 
review criteria that reflects redevelopment goals and objectives, public consensus, marketabil-
ity, financial feasibility, and realistic development phasing and that recognizes the constraints 
posed by environmental conditions. The result of this evaluation is the selection of a base 
redevelopment plan that represents a vision for redevelopment that is financially feasible and 
environmentally viable.  
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Section 5 
Outreach to State and Local Government, Non-profits, and 
Homeless Assistance Providers


As the LRA begins the base redevelopment planning process, identifying plan alterna-
tives and focusing on the selection of a preliminary plan, the Military Department makes 
the surplus Federal property determination and publishes the list of surplus buildings and 
properties in the Federal Register and a local newspaper. Once the notice of surplus buildings 
and properties is published, the LRA is required to begin to identify State and local govern-
ment, eligible nonprofit public benefit conveyance program (e.g., public education, health, 
recreation), and homeless assistance provider interests in the surplus Federal property. Within 
30 days of the Federal Register notice, the LRA must advertise the availability of these sur-
plus buildings and properties in a newspaper of general circulation within the vicinity of the 
installation. The advertisement must include the period during which the LRA will receive 
NOIs from homeless assistance providers, State and local governments, and nonprofit public 
benefit eligible transferees, and the submission criteria. 


Interested State and local governments, and other eligible public benefit transferees, may 
submit NOIs for consideration. These NOIs represent public benefit conveyance requests 
for such public purposes as airports, education, health, churches, historic monuments, ports, 
parks and recreation, and wildlife conservation. The LRA then evaluates these NOIs in the 
context of the redevelopment planning process. The Federal agency with specific expertise 
in a conveyance category (e.g., the National Park Service for parkland and recreation con-
veyances or the FAA for civil aviation conveyances) is authorized to serve as a sponsoring 
or approving agency. Approved recipients may receive these public benefit conveyances at a 
substantial discount (up to 100 percent of fair market value) following consultation with the 
appropriate sponsoring Federal agency. 


In accordance with BRAC law, the redevelopment planning process must balance commu-
nity homeless needs with local community and economic development needs. Detailed guid-
ance on the homeless screening process is provided in Guidebook on Military Base Reuse and 
Homeless Assistance (U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Office 
of Community Planning and Development). 


Base Redevelopment Plan Submission to HUD


Upon completion of the local outreach process, the LRA has up to 9 months to complete 
a base redevelopment plan and homeless assistance submission for HUD review. As part of 
the redevelopment planning process, the LRA must determine which homeless provider and 
public benefit conveyance NOIs to support and incorporate into the base redevelopment 
plan.  The homeless provider NOIs may be supported through some combination of build-
ings, property, and/or funding. Negotiations between the LRA and homeless assistance pro-
viders submitting a NOI are brought to closure through the development of legally binding 
agreements that are included in the homeless assistance submission to HUD.
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Once the LRA has identified the proposed base redevelopment plan, it should sponsor 
public meetings to present, explain, and receive public input on the proposed plan. After 
considering all input, the LRA forwards the base redevelopment plan and homeless assistance 
submission to HUD, including the legally binding agreement(s), to meet BRAC law require-
ments. This HUD submission should occur within 18 to 21 months following the BRAC 
date of approval.  HUD’s review of the redevelopment plan and the homeless assistance 
submission must be completed within 60 days of receipt. HUD may enter into negotiations 
and consultations if it determines that the redevelopment plan does not meet the statutory 
requirements, and the LRA may modify the plan after such consultations. The LRA has 90 
days to submit a revised redevelopment plan and homeless assistance submission to HUD. 
Within 30 days of receipt of the LRA’s resubmission, HUD makes a final determination. 


Homeless assistance conveyances may be made, at no cost, directly to a homeless 
provider or to the LRA to meet local homeless needs, in accordance with HUD’s 
acceptance of the LRA’s homeless submission and the LRA’s redevelopment plan. 


Upon completion of HUD’s review of the redevelopment plan, the LRA should formally 
approve the plan and submit it to the local government jurisdiction(s) with planning and 
zoning authority. The local jurisdiction(s) will proceed to formally adopt the redevelopment 
plan, including land use and zoning designations required for implementation. Thereafter, 
the redevelopment process proceeds in accordance with these adopted land use and zoning 
regulations. In some States, prior to the local government jurisdiction’s approval of the rede-
velopment plan and subsequent land use and zoning designations, an environmental impact 
review must be completed.  


Adoption of Base Redevelopment Plan


Fundamental to the redevelopment planning process are the government’s police powers 
to legislate and regulate land use. These powers are primarily assigned to the State, which, in 
turn, delegates them to local government. Throughout the United States, virtually all local 
governments may use their police powers to conduct some form of community planning 
and zoning to regulate land use, building locations, and construction practices to protect the 
public health, safety, and welfare.


The U.S. Supreme Court has recognized local government’s authority to engage in land 
use decision-making. This authority is based on the notion that a duly adopted and approved 
comprehensive or general plan (i.e., base redevelopment plan) has a long-range perspective 
and will guide incremental public land use decisions in the name of protecting the pub-
lic health and safety and promoting the general welfare. Local governments carry out this 
responsibility by using tools such as community planning, zoning, subdivision, site plan, 
and building code regulations to regulate the use of property in a fair and reasonable manner 
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while ensuring property rights and promoting community economic development. Through 
these tools, local government can manage the location, timing, density, and intensity of com-
munity development in the public interest.


A base redevelopment plan should be viewed as the local government’s policy statement on 
redevelopment goals, objectives, policies, and strategies for the future. The base redevelop-
ment plan should be based on consensus among all participating interests and provide the 
framework and legal foundation for a host of public and private decisions affecting physical 
improvements and capital investments.


Preparation of the base redevelopment plan is the legal process and the means 
by which local government can project and anticipate the future land use of the 
former military installation. A plan approved and adopted by the governing 
jurisdiction, with goals, objectives, policies, and strategies, is the primary 
instrument to ensure land use compatibility between the surrounding community 
and the former installation property.


Once the LRA has approved the base redevelopment plan, the plan is submitted to the 
local planning commission for review. Following review, the local planning commission 
forwards the plan, with a recommendation of approval or denial, to the local legislative body 
with land use jurisdiction (i.e., city council or county commission). Upon approval by the 
local legislative body, the base redevelopment plan is incorporated into the existing commu-
nity master land use plan. The local legislative body further controls base redevelopment by 
enacting zoning regulations, and other development controls as required, to specify in greater 
detail the permitted use, type, bulk, height, density, and location of buildings or structures. 
Design standards and amenities also can be adopted as prerequisites to obtaining site devel-
opment and building permits.  


Zoning is a legislative action, usually on the municipal level, which separates or 
divides municipalities into districts for the purpose of regulating, controlling, or 
in some way limiting the use of the property, the construction and the structural 
nature of buildings erected within the zones or districts established (Law 
Dictionary, Steven H. Gifis, Barron’s Educational Series, Inc., 1975).


In many jurisdictions, land use and zoning regulations are not the only legal method by 
which local government can exercise land use stewardship. Other land use regulatory tools 
include special or overlay zoning districts, subdivision and site plan regulations, development 
agreements, building codes, traffic codes, minimum housing and sanitary codes, on- and off-
street parking regulations, and public capital investment strategies. These tools, if properly 
applied, can greatly influence, guide, and regulate base redevelopment.
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Section � 
Refinement of Base Redevelopment Plan 


The LRA may refine the base redevelopment plan based on additional technical planning 
reports, analyses, and findings. These refinements may represent additional adjustments to 
the plan in response to changing priorities for development timing and phasing, changing 
market conditions, more detailed planning and design criteria, etc. However, the vision, 
goals, and objectives generally remain unchanged. 


The following are examples of plan refinements the LRA may wish to undertake in imple-
menting all or a portion of the base redevelopment plan. This list is not exhaustive, but it 
should provide insight into the plan refinements considered essential to implementation: 


• Master Infrastructure Plan:  This is a more detailed survey and assessment of 
the existing at- or below-grade infrastructure on the base and in the surrounding 
community, e.g., water, sewer and storm water management systems, transportation 
access, traffic circulation and parking, gas, electric, and communication utilities, etc.  
The plan may include analysis of existing conditions and capacity, code compatibility 
and specific upgrade recommendations. In many cases, existing community or 
regional systems will provide the infrastructure support and services, so the base 
redevelopment strategy must be coordinated with local demand projections and 
capital improvements programming.  In addition to coordination with public capital 
improvements programming, the master infrastructure plan must support the 
location, phasing and proposed sequencing of redevelopment.


• Individual Utility Assessments:  Based on the recommendations of the master 
infrastructure plan, the LRA may wish to assess a specific utility system, examining 
its condition and operational requirements for possible conveyance to public and/or 
private utility providers.


• Utility Privatization Feasibility Analysis:  This is an analysis of the feasibility of 
acquiring and privatizing on-base utility systems.  Information from the analysis can 
help an LRA reach an informed decision regarding the ownership and operation of 
some or all on-site utility system infrastructure.


• Code Compatibility Study:  This is a survey of buildings and property for 
compliance with local community zoning, building, life and safety codes, 
environmental compliance, and the American Disability Act (ADA) requirements. 
This study is intended to identify deficiencies and costs to bring facilities into 
compliance with state or local codes in accordance with adopted redevelopment plan. 


• Capital Improvements Program:  This is an on-going planning and finance 
program to identify needed capital investments to sustain the functioning capacity 
and marketability of buildings and property on the closing base.  It results in a 
planning and financing strategy and program to reconfigure or replace infrastructure 
and to support planned redevelopment.
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• Operational Program:  This effort estimates the cost to manage the installation 
on a day to-day basis, including maintenance and protection, functioning utilities, 
marketing, and real estate management. The purpose is to help an LRA determine 
the relative costs to operate and maintain the value of a closed military base. 


• Financial Pro Forma:  Once a redevelopment alternative has been selected and 
the base redevelopment plan finalized, a more detailed financial pro forma may be 
prepared to assess the short-, intermediate-, and long-term financial dimensions of 
the redevelopment project.   
 
A financial pro forma is a forward looking estimate of cashflow representing cost and 
revenue projections over a specified time period.  For a preliminary pro forma real 
estate industry “rules of thumb” for specific land use categories can be referenced to 
estimate costs and initial market demand data to estimate revenue.  When available 
more detailed design and construction cost estimates, including site development and 
vertical construction, can be used to reflect project development expenses. 


• Parcel Subdivision Study:  This planning study identifies proposed redevelopment 
areas and notes potential conveyance method(s) and redevelopment phasing.  
Redevelopment phasing should be based on the real estate market trends and 
absorption rates, availability of the property, access to site, infrastructure support 
services, and environmental remediation schedule.  This study will assist the local 
jurisdiction in staging the orderly redevelopment of a former installation over time. 


These analyses may show that the adopted base redevelopment plan will require additional 
refinement to respond to information developed under the foregoing studies. 
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Section � 
Beyond Base Redevelopment Planning


The implementation phase of the base closure and redevelopment process follows quickly 
on the heels of the adoption of the base redevelopment plan. Once the local governing juris-
diction has adopted the base redevelopment plan, the community, together with the LRA, 
should consider what permanent organization(s) should oversee the redevelopment of all or 
portions of the former military base. 


After the planning phase, the LRA’s role and responsibilities are likely to change, with 
emphasis now on plan implementation. The current LRA and supporting staff may continue, 
or the LRA may be reorganized if the local or State government assumes the role of project 
developer. To support the role of public sector project developer, new staff may be needed 
with expertise in real estate marketing, property management, site development, and vertical 
construction.


Should the former military installation property need major infrastructure improvements 
or other types of public actions before private sector interest and investment are feasible, 
a community may choose to take a more active role in managing base redevelopment and 
identify and evaluate specific public financing tools. The community may choose to operate 
as a public redevelopment authority to ensure that redevelopment is initiated, accelerated, 
and sustained. Public actions and investments may need to be leveraged to reduce private risk 
or costs to a level that makes redevelopment financially feasible to meet the full potential for 
redevelopment. In these circumstances, consideration may be given to the various redevelop-
ment management scenarios noted below.


• City or county government acquires the property and manages redevelopment 
through existing local government structure.


• A public authority acquires the property and forms a public/private partnership with 
a master developer to manage and finance redevelopment.


• A new or existing public authority, with special financing powers (e.g., airport 
authority, port authority, industrial development authority, combined special-purpose 
State-local development authority, nonprofit economic development corporation) 
acquires the property and manages redevelopment.


Some popular public development financing tools that could be used to promote base rede-
velopment and community revitalization include the following:


• Tax increment financing


• Business development tax districts


• Special tax assessment districts
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• Revolving loan funds


• Sales tax rebates (sales tax revenue returned to point of origin)


• HUD Community Development Block Grant funds


• U.S. Department of Commerce Economic Development Administration grant funds 
(e.g., roads, utilities, building demolition)


• FAA grants (Airport Improvement Program and Military Airport Program grant 
funds)


In communities with strong investor interest and competitive real estate markets, the local 
government jurisdiction may decide to simply establish appropriate development regulations 
and allow the Military Department to sell on the open market through public bid sale those 
properties not otherwise conveyed through public benefit conveyances.
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Conclusion
The redevelopment of a former military base represents an unprecedented opportunity for 


a community to influence economic recovery from a base closure or realignment. Federal 
property once exempt from local property tax is added to the tax base and leveraged to sup-
port new job creation and economic diversification. Through strategic land use and econom-
ic diversification planning, most communities emerge in better economic health than before. 


The key to a community’s success is early planning and consensus on what type of devel-
opment will be undertaken, supported by realistic assessments of the real estate market and 
available financial resources from both the public and private sectors. Reaching consensus on 
a base redevelopment plan results from broad-based community participation and a focus on 
the community’s long-term needs.


In the end, it is forward-thinking and business-minded leadership that enables a commu-
nity to see the opportunities that base redevelopment offers. Creating these opportunities 
requires a vision of where the community wants to go, a plan for achieving that vision, and a 
willingness to work together to make redevelopment a success. 
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Appendix 1
	


• Base Closure Community Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance Act of 1994 
(Redevelopment Act), Pub. L. 103-421; 32 CFR Part 176


• Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation and Liability Act 
(CERCLA), 42 U.S.C. § 9601 et seq.; 40 CFR Parts 300-3111


• Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (DBCRA 90), Pub. L. 101-510, 
10 U.S.C. § 2687 note


• National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994 (NDAA 94), Pub. L. 103-
160, Title XXIX, §§ 2901-2930; 32 CFR Parts 174, 175


• National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.; Regulations 
for Implementing the Procedural Provisions of NEPA at 40 CFR Parts 1500-1508; 
Executive Order 11514, as amended by Executive Order 11991


• National Historic Preservation Act (NHPA), 16 U.S.C. § 470; 36 CFR Parts 60, 
63, 68, 800; Executive Order 11593 (Protection and Enhancement of the Cultural 
Environment)


• Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA), 42 U.S.C. §6901 et seq.; 40 CFR 
Parts 240-281


• 10 U.S.C. § 2391 (Military Base Reuse Studies and Community Planning 
Assistance)


• 10 U.S.C. § 2694a (Conveyance for Conservation)


• 32 CFR Parts 174, Revitalizing Base Closure Communities
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ACRONYMS 
 


OEA/BRAC/MILITARY/FED AGENCY/ENVIRONMENTAL/JLUS/OTHER: 
(Bolded acronyms are commonly used in relation to BRAC) 


 
AAP Army Ammunition Plants 
ACHP Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 
ACIP Airport Capital Improvement Program 
ACM Asbestos Containing Material 
ACUB Army Compatible Use Buffer 
ADC Association of Defense Communities 
ADO Airport District Office 
ADUSD Assistant Deputy Under Secretary of Defense 
AEC Army Environmental Center 
AEP Army Engine Plant 
AFB Air Force Base 
AIPD Airfield Influence Planning District 
AFRPA Air Force Real Property Agency 
AHPA Archeological and Historic Preservation Act 
AHERA Asbestos Hazard Emergency Response Act 
AICUZ Air Installation Compatible Use Zones 
AIP Airport Improvement Program (FAA Infrastructure Grant) 
AIRFA American Indian Religious Freedom Act, 42 U.S.C. 1996 
ALUP Airport Land Use Plan 
ALUCP Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan 
ANG Air National Guard 
AMP Airport Master Plan 
AOM Airfield Operating Manual 
APA American Planning Association 
APG Advanced Planning Grant 
APZ Accident Potential Zones 
AQCR Air Quality Control Region 
ARARs Applicable or Relevant and Appropriate Requirements 
ARNG Army National Guard 
ARSA Airport Radar Service Area 
ASA Assistant Secretary of the Army 
ASAF Assistant Secretary of the Air Force 
ASN Assistant Secretary of the Navy 
AST Aboveground Storage Tank 
ATAA Air Traffic Activity Analyzer 
ATARs Air Traffic Activity Reports 
ATC Air Traffic Control 
AT&L Acquisition, Technology and Logistics 
 
BA Biological Assessment 
BASH Bird Aircraft Strike Hazard 







BCT BRAC Cleanup Team 
BCTO Base Closure and Transition Office 
BCCRHAA Base Closure Community Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance Act 


(“Redevelopment Act”) 
BCRA Defense Authorization Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment  
BCP BRAC Cleanup Plan 
BCT BRAC Cleanup Team 
BEA Bureau of Economic Analysis 
BEC BRAC Environmental Coordinator 
BEST Building Economic Solutions Together 
BGEPA Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act 
BIA Bureau of Indian Affairs 
BLM Bureau of Land Management 
BOQ Bachelor Officers Quarters 
BOP Bureau of Prisons, Department of Justice 
BRAC Base Realignment and Closure 
BRIM Base Reuse Implementation Manual 
BRRM Base Redevelopment and Realignment Manual 
BTC Base Transition Coordinator 
 
CA Cooperative Agreement 
CAA Clean Air Act (42 USC 7401) 
CATEX Categorical Exclusion from NEPA environmental impact analysis 
CARE Civilian Assistance and Re-Employment Program 
CAU Community Assistance Update (QUAD Chart) 
CD  Cluster Development 
CDBG Community Development Block Grant 
CDR Covenant Deferral Request 
CEDS Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (used by EDA) 
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act  
CERFA Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act 
CEQ Council on Environmental Quality  (Federal oversight of NEPA) 
CEQA California Environmental Quality Act 
CFDA Catalog of Federal Domestic Assistance 
CFR Code of Federal Regulations 
CGMP Community Growth Management Program 
CIP Capital Improvement Program 
CMC Commandant, U.S. Marine Corps 
CMP Coastal Management Programs 
CNIC Commander Navy Installations Command 
CNEL Community Noise Equivalent Level (California) 
CO Commanding Officer 
COE Corps of Engineers (Army) 
COG Council of Governments 
CNO Chief of Naval Operations 
CPMS Civilian Personnel Management Services, Department of Defense 







CPP Civilian Personnel Policy, Department of Defense 
CS&P Competitive Sourcing and Privatization (A-76/outsourcing/housing) 
CTC Cost to Complete (Environmental Remediation) 
CWA Clean Water Act 
CZ Clear Zone 
CZMA Comprehensive Zoning Map Amendment 
CZMA Coastal Zone Management Act 
 
DAS Deputy Assistant Secretary (DASN=Navy) 
DA Department of the Army 
DASA Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army 
DASAF Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Air Force 
dB Decibels 
DBCRA Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, Pub. L 101-510, as amended 
DDESB Department of Defense Explosive Safety Board 
DEAP Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
DERA Defense Environmental Restoration Account  
 (Provides funds for DERP; pays for non-BRAC sites) 
DERP Defense Environmental Restoration Program 
DEIS Draft Environmental Impact Statement 
DHS Department of Homeland Security 
DIA Defense Industry Adjustment 
DLA Defense Logistics Agency 
DNL/Ldn Day/Night Sound Level (Average ambient noise) 
DOC Department of Commerce 
DOD Department of Defense 
DODEA Department of Defense Education Activity (DOD schools) 
DODGAR Department of Defense Grant Agreement Regulations 
DOE Department of Energy 
DOI Department of the Interior 
DOJ Department of Justice 
DOL Department of Labor 
DOPAA Description of Proposed Actions and Alternatives (Used for an EIS) 
DORS Defense Outplacement Referral System 
DOT Department of Transportation 
DRI Developments of Regional Impacts 
DRMO Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office 
DSMOA Defense-State Memorandum of Agreement 
DTSC Department of Toxic Substance Control (California Agency) 
Treasury Department of Treasury 
DUSD Deputy Under Secretary of Defense 
DWCF Defense Working Capital Fund 
 
EA Environmental Assessment 
EADS Economic Adjustment Data System 
EAC Economic Adjustment Committee 







EAP  Encroachment Action Plan 
EBS Environmental Baseline Survey 
ECP Environmental Conditions of Property Report (Pronounced ECOP) 
ED Department of Education 
EDA Economic Development Administration, Department of Commerce 
EDC Economic Development Conveyance 
EECA Environmental Engineering and Cost Analysis 
EIS Environmental Impact Statement (NEPA Requirement) 
EIR Environmental Impact Report (California State Requirement) 
ELUR Environmental Land Use Report 
ENMP Environmental Noise Management Program 
EO Executive Order 
EPA Environmental Protection Agency 
ERC Emission Reduction Credit 
EROA Environmental Response Obligation Addendum 
ESA Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. 1531-1544ESB Explosive Safety Board 
ESCA Environmental Services Cooperative Agreement (Early Transfer to State/Local 


Government) 
EUL Enhanced Use Leasing 
 
FAA Federal Aviation Administration, Department of Transportation 
FAR Federal Aviation Regulations 
FCT Federal Aviation Administration Contract Tower 
FECS Facilities Engineering Commands (Navy) 
FEIS Final Environmental Impact Statement 
FEHB Federal Employee Health Benefits 
FEMA Federal Emergency Management Agency, Department of Homeland Security 
FFA Federal Facility Agreement 
FFID Federal Facility Identification 
FHA Federal Housing Authority 
FHWA Federal Highway Administration 
FIFRA Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act 
FMV Fair Market Value 
FONSI Finding of No Significant Impact 
FOSL Finding of Suitability to Lease 
FOSET Finding of Suitability for Early Transfer 
FOST Finding of Suitability to Transfer 
FOUO For Official Use Only 
FMR Federal Management Regulations 
FPASA Federal Property and Administrative Services Act  
FPD Federal Planning Division 
FPMA Federal Property Management Act 
FPMR Federal Property Management Regulations, 41 CFR Part 101-47 
FPZ Flood Plain Zone 
FTE Full Time Equivalents 
FR Federal Register 







FUDS Formally Used Defense Sites  
FWCA Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act, 16 U.S.C. 661-666 
FWS Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of Interior 
FY Fiscal Year 
 
GAO General Accounting Office 
GFPR Guaranteed Fixed Price Remediation 
GIS Geographical Information Systems 
GPRA Government Performance Reporting Act 
GPS Global Positioning Satellites (System)  
GSA General Services Administration 
 
HAP Housing and Assistance Program 
HCP Habitat Conservation Plan 
HHS Health and Human Services  
HM Historic Monuments 
HR Human Resources 
HRA Historical Radiological Assessment (Used at Hunters Point) 
HRO  Human Resource Office 
HRMA Housing Requirement Market Analysis 
HS Hazardous Substances 
HUD Housing and Urban Development 
 
IAG Interagency Agreement 
ICMA International City/County Management Association 
IC Institutional Controls 
ICC Installation Capability Council 
ICTAP Interagency Career Transition Assistance Plan 
ICUZ Installation Compatible Use Zones (Army term) 
I&E Installations and Environment 
I&F Installations and Facilities 
IEDC International Economic Development Council 
IENMP Installation Environmental Noise Management Program (Old Army term) 
IL Installation Logistics 
IMA Installation Management Activity (Army) 
INMP Installation Noise Management Program 
INRMP Integrated Natural Resource Management Plan 
IONMP Installation Operational Noise Management Plan (Army term, ONMP also used) 
IPR In-Progress Review  
IPT Integrated Product Team 
IR Installation Restoration 
IRM Installation Resource Management 
IRP Installation Restoration Program 
ISR Installation Summary Report 
IVDA Inland Valley Development Authority 
IWG Interservice Working Group 







 
JIG Joint Interest Group (Navy IRP working group, used if RAB is not functioning) 
JLUS Joint Land Use Study 
JPA Joint Powers Authority 
JRB Joint Reserve BaseLAFCO Local Agency Formation Commission (California 


organization) 
 
LBA Legally Binding Agreements (Homeless) 
LBPPPA Lead-Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act, 42 U.S.C. 4801-4846 
LDC Land Development Code 
Ldn Landing day-night average noise level (Applies to aircraft noise) 
LIFOC Lease in Furtherance of Conveyance 
LIWG Lands Initiative Working Group  
LRA Local Redevelopment Authority 
LT Lease Termination 
LTL Long Term Lease 
LTM Long Term Monitoring 
LUCs Land Use Controls 
LUISG Land Use Inter-Service Working Group 
LULU Locally Undesirable Land Use 
 
MAP Military Airport Program (Federal Aviation Administration Infrastructure Grants) 
MARAD Maritime Administration 
MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 16 U.S.C. 703-712 
MCAS Marine Corps Air Station 
MCB Marine Corps Base 
MCC Maximum Capacity Contours 
MC&FP Military Community and Family Policy, Department of Defense 
MIOD Military Influence Overlay Districts 
MIPD Military Influence Planning Districts 
MIPR Military Interdepartmental Purchase Request 
MLO Military Liaison Officer 
MMC Maximum Mission Contour 
MMPA Marine Mammal Preservation Act 
MMRP Military Munitions Response Program (Unexploded ordinance & constituents) 
MMRT Military Munitions Response Team 
MOA Memorandum of Agreement 
MOA Military Operating Areas 
MOU Memorandum of Understanding 
MPO Metropolitan Planning Organization 
MSA Metropolitan Statistical Area 
MTP Metropolitan Transportation Plan 
MTRs Military Training Routes 
MWR Morale, Welfare and Recreation 
MXPD Mixed-Use Planned Development 
 







 
NACO National Association of Counties 
NADO National Association of Development Organizations 
NAF Non-Appropriated Funds 
NAF Naval Air Facility 
NAGPRA Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, 25 U.S.C. 3001-3013 
NARC National Association of Regional Councils 
NAS Naval Air Station 
NASMOD Naval Aviation Simulation Model 
NBIA National Business Incubation Association 
NCP National Oil and Hazardous Substances Pollution Contingency Plan 
NCSL National Council of State Legislators 
NDAA  National Defense Authorization Act (Appropriation Act)  
NEG National Emergency Grant 
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq., as amended  
NGA National Governors’ Association 
NHPA National Historic Preservation Act, 16 U.S.C. 470 
NICP National Inventory Control Point 
NIMBY Not In My Backyard 
NLC National League of Cities 
NOA Notice of Availability 
NOE Nap-of-the-Earth 
NOFA Notice of Funding Availability 
NOI Notice of Intent 
NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 
NPIAS National Plan for Integrated Airport System 
NPL National Priorities List (EPA designation for highly contaminated sites) 
NPS National Park Service, Department of Interior 
NS Negotiated Sale 
NS Naval Station 
NSGIC National States Geographic Information Council 
NZ Noise Zones 
 
ODUSD (I&E) Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense (Installations & Environment) 
OEA Office of Economic Adjustment, Department of Defense 
OIPT Operating Integrated Product Team 
O&M Operations and Maintenance 
OLF Outlying Field (NOLF Navy OLF) used for Compatible Use projects 
OMB Office of Management and Budget 
ONMP Operational Noise Management Program 
OPBT Other Public Benefit Transfer 
OPM Office of Personnel Management 
OPS Operating properly and successfully 
OSD Office of the Secretary of Defense 
 
PA Preliminary Assessment  







PADUSD Principle Assistant Deputy Under Secretary of Defense 
PAH Polyaeromatic Hydrocarbons  
PAR Property Analysis Record 
PBC Public Benefit Conveyance 
PBCUA Public Buildings Cooperative Use Act, 40 U.S.C. 490, 601a, 606, 611, 612a 
PBS Public Bid Sale 
PCBs Polychlorinated Biphenyls 
PCS Permanent Change of Station 
PDR Purchase of Development Rights 
PEA Preliminary Environmental Assessment 
PH Public Health 
PILOT Payment in Lieu of Taxes 
PL or Pub.L. Public Law  
PM Project Manager 
PMO Program Management Office (Navy and Air Force BRAC offices) 
PPP Priority Placement Program (For DoD employees) 
PR Parks and Recreation 
PS Public Sale 
PUD Planned Unit Development 
PWCs Public Works Centers (Navy) 
PMZA Piecemeal Zoning Map Amendment 
 
QDR Quadrennial Defense Review 
QFR Questions for the Record (Congressional questions for response) 
 
RA Remedial Action 
RA-O Remedial Action Operations 
RAB Restoration Advisory Board 
RAICUZ Range Air Installation Compatible Use Zone  


(Navy term to delineate noise impacts from aerial firing ranges) 
RAR Remediation Action Report 
RC Remedy Complete 
RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (1976 and beyond) 
RD Remedial Design 
REC Regional Environmental Coordinator (Nine regions country wide) 
REIT Real Estate Investment Trust 
RFP Request for Proposal 
RFQ Request for Qualification 
RI Remedial Investigation 
RIF Reduction in Force 
RIMS Regional Import Modeling System 
RIP Restoration in Place 
RLBPHRA Residential Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act, Title X of Pub.L. 102-550 
RLF Revolving Loan Fund (Used by EDA & others for business development) 
RMIS Restoration Management Information System 
ROD Record of Decision (NEPA Requirement) 







ROI Return on Investment 
RPL Reemployment Priority List 
RRPI Readiness & Range Preservation Initiative 
PRU Planned Residential Units 
RV Reversion 
 
SA  Secretary of the Army 
SAAD  Sacramento Army Depot 
SAG   State Attorney Generals  
SARA   Superfund Amendments and Reauthorization Act 
SARNM Small Arms Range Noise Model (Army term) 
SASP State Agency for Surplus Property 
SAF Secretary of the Air Force 
SBA Small Business Administration 
SECDEF Secretary of Defense 
SEC 7 Section 7 of Endangered Species Act of 1973 (Actions and consultations) 
SDA Service Delivery Area 
SDWA Safe Drinking Water Act, 42 U.S.C. 300f-300j-26 
SHPO State Historic Preservation Office 
SI Site Inspection 
SIC Standard Industrial Classification 
SIP State Implementation Plan 
SOL Statute of Limitations 
SOP Standard Operating Procedures 
SPA Surplus Property Act of 1944, 50 U.S.C. App. 1622(d), & 49 U.S.C. 47153  
SPG State Planning Grant 
SL Special Legislation 
SLIG State & Local Interest Groups (NGA, NLC, etc) 
SLUC State Land Use Covenants 
SROC Senior Readiness Oversight Council 
SRWG Sustainable Range Working Group 
SWOT Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities, Threats 
 
TAACs Trade Adjustment Assistance Centers 
TAG Technical Advisory Group 
TCA Terminal Control Areas 
TCP Traditional Cultural Properties 
TDR Transfer of Development Rights 
TIF Tax Incremented Financing 
TNC The Nature Conservancy 
TRACON Terminal Radar Approach Control 
TRC Technical Review Committee (Office of Economic Adjustment) 
TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act, 15 U.S.C. 2601-2671 
 
ULI Urban Land Institute 
USA United States Army 







USAF United States Air Force 
U.S.C. United States Code 
USCG United States Coast Guard 
USCM Unites States Conference of Mayors 
USMC United States Marine Corp 
URARPAPA Uniform Relocation Assistance & Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 
USDA Unites States Department of Agriculture 
USFWS Unites States Fish and Wildlife Service, Department of Interior 
USPS Unites States Park Service, Department of Interior 
USFS Unites States Forest Service, Department of Interior 
USN United States Navy 
UST Underground Storage Tank 
UXO Unexploded Ordinance 
 
VA Veterans Administration 
VERA Voluntary Early Retirement Authority 
VRIF Voluntary Reduction in Force 
VSIP Voluntary Separation Incentive Programs 
 
WC Wildlife Conservation 
WIA Workforce Investment Act 
WIB Workforce Investment Board 
WIPT Working Integrated Product Team 
WIRED Workforce Innovations Regional Economic Development 
WPFPA Watershed Protection and Flood Prevention Act, 16 U.S.C. 1001 et seq 
WSRA Wild and Scenic Rivers Act, 16 U.S.C. 1271 
 
For more acronyms go to:  http://acronyms.thefreedictionary.com/  
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Office of Economic Adjustment and Community Base Reuse FAQs 
 


 
General Questions 
 
Q1:  What is the Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA)? 
 


A1: OEA is a DoD field activity within the Office of the Secretary of Defense.  OEA’s mission is to 
provide transitional assistance and guidance to communities affected by changes in Defense spending, including 
military base closures, major personnel reductions from base realignments or defense contractor layoffs, and a 
major influx of DoD personnel to a base. 


  
Q2:  What assistance is available from OEA? 
 
 A2:  OEA strives to help communities help themselves.  To that end, OEA and its assigned Project 
Managers oversee a program of technical and financial resources working directly with the involved DoD 
components and local, State, and Federal Agency representatives.  This collaborative effort often results in: 
community-based adjustment strategies; coordinated public-private investments that generate new job 
opportunities to alleviate the adverse job loss impacts; or enhanced local capacities to sustain new economic 
activity spurred by the influx of personnel to a military facility.    
 
Q3. How does a community request assistance from OEA? 
 
 A3: Requests for OEA assistance can be made by, or on behalf of, Members of Congress or State and/or 
local elected officials through correspondence to the Director, Office of Economic Adjustment, Patrick J. 
O’Brien.  Up-to-date information on OEA programs and available assistance can be found on OEA’s website: 
(http://www.oea.gov) 


 
Q4:  Can you explain the intergovernmental support available for adversely impacted communities? 
 
 A4:  The primary mission of the Department of Defense is to defend the United States.  Thus, the 
Department relies heavily on other Federal agencies to assist communities that need help.  For instance, the 
redevelopment of former military installations often requires the coordination of numerous Federal and State 
agencies, including technical and financial assistance and discounted property conveyances for public purposes.  
Coordination among agencies ensures that assistance provided meets the needs of individual communities.   
 


OEA has provided $280 Million in financial assistance over the previous four rounds of BRAC activity.  
Often, OEA funding is used to prepare a local economic recovery strategy that serves as a blueprint for other 
Federal, State and local funding. The leading Federal agency assistance partners included the Federal Aviation 
Administration ($760 Million), the Economic Development Administration ($611 Million), and the Department 
of Labor ($223 Million) that collectively provided $1.6 Billion in coordinated grant assistance during the last 
four rounds of the Department’s BRAC activities. 
 


Interagency coordination has also facilitated the civilian reuse of former military installations to benefit 
the public through property transfers from the Department of Defense to other Federal agencies, known as Fed-
to-Fed transfers.  Additionally Federal agency-sponsored public benefit conveyances, such as schools, parks, 
airports, etc.; community adjustment to the reduction of school impact aid; review of reuse plans for protection 
of the interests of homeless-assistance providers; environmental regulatory approvals; surplus property 
screening; property transfers to other Federal entities; historic property and natural resource agreements; joint-







use agreements; and alternative property disposal guidance have been used to implement community adjustment 
strategies. 


 
Q5:  What is the President’s Economic Adjustment Committee? 
 


A5:  The Economic Adjustment Committee (EAC) coordinates Federal interagency and 
intergovernmental assistance to support the Defense Economic Adjustment Program and help communities 
respond to economic impacts caused by significant Defense program changes, including BRAC.  The EAC is 
comprised of 22 key Federal Departments and Agencies, including those with specific programs for technical 
and financial assistance to assist communities, businesses, and/or workers adversely impacted by BRAC.  It is 
managed by the Office of Economic Adjustment. 
 
Q6:  What type of assistance is specifically available to assist impacted workers? 
 
 A6:  DoD has a long and successful history assisting its civilian workers impacted by base closure using 
a number of programs that facilitate placement, training, retraining, and transition.  Since 1989, the Department 
has reduced its civilian workforce by 428,400 with less than 10% involuntary separations. Through DoD’s 
Priority Placement Program (PPP), the centerpiece of DoD’s Civilian Assistance Re-employment (C.A.R.E.) 
programs, DoD employees are given priority placement at other DoD facilities. This DoD program and others 
are closely linked with Department of Labor (DoL) programs and staff expertise for worker retraining and 
placement implemented at the local level.  For more information about DoD’s C.A.R.E programs visit DoD 
BRAC Transition and for DoL programs visit http://www.doleta.gov/.   


 
BRAC Questions 
 
Q7:  What type of assistance was provided to communities previously impacted by BRAC? 
 


A7:  Over the previous four rounds of BRAC, OEA assisted 78 communities with multi-year grants 
where there were significant impacts from the BRAC action.  These multi-year grants provided a combination 
of organizational support; base reuse planning; detailed land redevelopment studies; implementation plans; and 
business plans for the redevelopment of all or portions of a closed base.  OEA also assisted 29 communities 
where impacts were less substantial with single-year grants to develop a base redevelopment plan.  The 
assistance provided by OEA seeks to ensure that the community can be an informed partner with the Military 
Department that is closing or realigning the local installation as redevelopment planning and implementation are 
accomplished.  OEA also coordinates other Federal investment at affected installations. 


 
Q8:  Does OEA have any role in the decision to close or realign an installation? 
 


A8:  No, OEA does not have a role in the selection of installations for realignment or closure.   
 
Q9:  How is each BRAC action unique? 
 


A9:  No two communities or closing military bases are alike.  Communities confronting a major BRAC 
action resulting in a reduction of Defense spending or personnel or a base closure typically addresses:  


• replacing the jobs lost through the DoD action;  
• creating local capacity to plan and possibly carry out redevelopment of the former installation;  
• identifying buildings that may be unsuitable for redevelopment; 
• partnering with the private sector to optimize base redevelopment;  







• financing redevelopment to the extent the public sector chooses to do so;  
• understanding and effectively addressing complex environmental circumstances;  
• dealing with extremely variable implementation horizons; and 
• offsetting negative economic impact.   


 
For some, former military property presents unique opportunities to develop property located in ideal 


locations, such as waterfront sites, at the confluence of various modes of transportation, with strong prospects 
for redevelopment.  The location of many properties near or in the midst of rapidly growing, prosperous 
communities presents opportunities for quicker redevelopment in some communities.  Other communities may 
experience limited access to capital due to a stagnant or declining local economy, few competitive advantages 
of the local labor supply, or an isolated location.  Whatever the circumstances of a closure or realignment, each 
community is likely to address some affected worker, business, and community-wide impacts. 


 
Q10:  What are the phases of community economic adjustment in the case of a downsizing? 
 
 A10:  Generally, an affected community will work through the following three phases of a downsizing 
action where property is being made available for civilian use: 


 
1. Organization: Communities in the vicinity of the installation organize to form a “Local Redevelopment 


Authority (LRA)” responsible for preparation of a redevelopment plan and potentially the 
implementation of the plan.  LRAs are established locally, sometimes with State assistance, and are 
formally recognized by the Department of Defense, through OEA.  The LRA provides leadership and 
builds consensus for base redevelopment, and it is extremely important so a community can speak with 
one voice. 


 
2. Planning: A redevelopment plan is to be prepared as a guide for all disposal and redevelopment actions.  


This plan: a) reflects a community consensus for base redevelopment; b) balances local homeless needs 
with other economic redevelopment needs; c) provides the basis for title transfer under an Economic 
Development Conveyance, where applicable; d) is to be given substantial deference in a Military 
Department property disposal environmental assessment; and e) is the basis for community requests for 
personal property disposal.  This plan also serves as a baseline for local general plan and development 
regulation changes for the property. 


 
3. Implementation: the extent to which the affected community is engaged in implementing redevelopment 


of an installation is determined by several local factors.  For instance, some communities with high 
property demand may elect to assume existing land development roles with an emphasis on development 
controls and impact fees for public infrastructure. Other communities in more challenging 
redevelopment circumstances may choose to operate as public redevelopment authorities to ensure that 
reuse is initiated, accelerated, and sustained. 


  
Q11: What should we, the community, do now? 
 
 A11:  All communities addressing a BRAC action should contact OEA to begin addressing appropriate 
responses.  Communities where there will be base property disposal should begin to organize to prepare a base 
redevelopment plan and possibly to implement that plan.  There are a number of other processes will need to be 
undertaken as well such as property interest screening.  Communities that experience downsizing but there is no 
property disposal should organize for the purpose of economic development and diversification planning that 
may prevent job attrition by creating new job opportunities through new or expanded businesses.  Those 
communities experiencing growth should contact OEA to learn about managing growth, the schedule of the 







growth impacts, and how to provide the public and private facility development needed to support the incoming 
population. 
 
Q12:  What have successful communities done in response to previous downsizing actions? 
 
 A12:  It is clear that successful adjustment doesn’t occur without a genuine partnering between the 
Military Departments and the communities.  Likewise, it is important to recognize that this Military-community 
partnership needs to be flexible to adapt to the specific attributes of the closing base, the regional market forces,  
and private sector circumstances found at each location.   
 
Due to the variability of conditions found at each installation, one approach typically doesn’t work everywhere.  
OEA experience suggests that community adjustment is more likely to be successful if the affected community: 
 


• starts its organization and base redevelopment planning activities as soon as possible following 
the Secretary’s BRAC recommendations;  


• includes public and private sector representation and resources;  
• has strong leadership to provide vision and direction and that can “speak with one voice”; 
• has political and financial resources to support a local redevelopment authority as the 


community’s response vehicle;  
• applies existing resources;  
• represents the affected area and its demographics and includes key stakeholders;  
• seeks redevelopment strategies that are both financially and environmentally feasible;  
• coordinates base redevelopment with other community development activities;  
• adopts development controls to implement planned base redevelopment uses; and  
• understands environmental parameters. 


 
Q13:  In your opinion, what property transfer process best allows for communities to succeed in transforming a 
military installation? 
 


A13:  Each community varies tremendously by type of facility, geographic location, private investment 
rates, unemployment levels, and other economic strengths and weaknesses that directly affect opportunities for 
civilian redevelopment.  In addressing this variability, and recognizing the uneven capacities of the private and 
public sectors at each of these locations, the Department needs flexibility in determining a responsive mix of 
property disposal authorities to support a community’s particular resources.  Existing Federal property disposal 
laws provide for a rich array of disposal methods for surplus property, including the transfer of property to 
another Federal entity, discounted conveyance for public purposes and competitive bid sales, among others. 
 
Q14:  What are the most significant obstacles to rapid disposal and reuse of property? 


 
A14:  As noted in a January 2005 the General Accountability Office (GAO) report, environmental issues 


account for a considerable amount of the impediments.  Conflict between State and Federal about site 
characterization, clean-up standards, and restoration funding are among the major environmental impediments.  
The Department of Defense is taking steps to address these issues. 
 
 
 
 
 







Q15:  Have communities that were impacted by prior BRAC rounds been successful at replacing lost jobs? 
 


A15: More than 70 local redevelopment efforts arising from the previous four BRAC rounds report their 
progress annually to OEA.  Redevelopment activity through October 31, 2004 resulted in the creation of 
110,000 jobs, or over 85% of the 130,000 civilian jobs lost.   
 
Mission Growth Questions  
 
Q16:  What does mission growth mean for a community? 
 


A16:  When a military base experiences significant personnel increases, the associated population 
increases may place excessive demands on some off-base community services and facilities.  In addition to 
potentially affecting existing residents adversely, military growth may diminish the quality of life for the new 
military personnel and their dependents.  Based upon OEA experience, off-base housing scarcity and school 
over-crowding have been the major areas of shared community and military concern.   


 
Q17:  What are the basic phases of community economic adjustment in the case of a local military growth? 
 


A17: An affected community will generally work through the following three phases of the growth 
action:  


 
1. Organization: An affected jurisdiction(s) will typically create an entity to work with the Military 


Departments to prepare a growth management plan.    
 
2. Planning: The affected community will typically engage a growth management planning effort to 


identify the scope of the growth activity, assess local absorption capacities and impact on local public 
infrastructure, and develop strategies for enhancing or expanding any required local services or 
infrastructure.  Additionally, opportunities to partner with the private sector to address market interest in 
the installation’s growth are also explored and evaluated. 


 
3. Implementation: Once community plans and strategies for managing installation growth have been 


completed, the affected jurisdictions implement those plans.  The urgency and scale of the required 
response will be influenced by the scale and timing of the planned and approved growth actions.  
Communities can call on local, State and Federal resources to help implement community growth 
management plans, such as State and Federal transportation and infrastructure funding.   
 


Q18:  Does DoD plan to work with communities to provide “Lessons Learned” from past rounds? 
 


A:  OEA is available to provide information on civilian base redevelopment experiences from prior base 
realignment and closures.  This information is available from OEA staff directly, publications offering guidance 
and lessons learned, and the OEA web site ( http://www.oea.gov ) which has links to a number of current base 
reuse locations.  The website also has links to other Federal agencies and non-governmental organizations 
which can provide lessons learned documents.  This information will continue to be updated with the best 
practices as we approach and implement BRAC 2005. 
 
 







Success stories 
 
Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, TX (BRAC 91) –   Bergstrom AFB closed in September 1993, resulting in 
the loss of 3,940 military and 927 civilian positions.  To date, all but 241 acres have been disposed, and over 
4,000 new jobs have been created.  In November 1994, groundbreaking took place for the redevelopment and 
construction of the Austin-Bergstrom International Airport.  "Fly Austin - The Sky's the Limit," was the theme 
for the grand opening in 1999.  It was the last major new airport to be built in the 20th century and is one of the 
most successful military base conversions ever accomplished.  Cargo operations began in 1997.  And on May 
23, 1999, the first scheduled passenger flight landed at the new airport, ushering in a new era of air service for 
Austin and Central Texas.  The City of Austin estimates it saved $200 million in land acquisition and runway 
construction costs alone by transforming the former Air Force base into the $690 million international airport.  
In 1993 the economic loss to Austin from the base closure was estimated to be more than $400 million a year.  
In contrast, by 2012 there are expected to be more than 16,000 new jobs associated with the airport and more 
than 725,000 square feet of new development drawn to the surrounding area.   
 
England Air Force Base (AFB), Alexandria, LA  (BRAC 91) – England AFB closed in 1992, resulting in the 
loss of 3,042 military and 682 civilian jobs.  The England Industrial Airpark is now one of the most successful 
base reuses in the country.  As of October 2004, the England Economic and Industrial Development Authority 
has more than 50 commercial tenants and 150 residential tenants on the former base.  England has attracted 
businesses that have created or will create over 2,000 jobs, more than double the civilian employment at the 
time of closure.  Lease and other revenues now total more than $8 million a year. The Airpark is economically 
self-sufficient and not supported by local taxes or services.  The regional commercial airport, Alexandria 
International, currently enplanes roughly 125,000 passengers a year.  Major tenants on the former base include 
LSU Health Sciences, Pride Flight Services, Central Louisiana Electric Company, Louisiana Air National 
Guard, Program Services, American Eagle Airlines, Atlantic Southeast Airlines, International Packaging 
Company, Landco Inc., McKesson Inc. and the U.S. Marshal Service.  The nonprofit Front Porch Inc. has 
leased 185 units of base housing on 60 acres for the development of a retirement community. England also 
opened the $13 million OakWing Golf Club, a high-end public course now playing 22,000 rounds annually and 
listed on the Audubon Trail.  In late 2004, England Airpark announced the location of a Union Tank Car 
manufacturing facility that will create approximately 850 manufacturing jobs. 
 
Mather Air Force Base, Sacramento, CA (BRAC 88) – Mather AFB closed in 1993, resulting in the loss of 
1,988 military and 1,012 civilian personnel.  As of October 2004, all but 35 acres have been disposed and nearly 
4,500 jobs have been created.  Currently the former base hosts 45 tenants, 17 of which are private companies, 
resulting in more than 1,280 new jobs.  In addition to these industrial and commercial activities, Sacramento 
County established a county homeless complex on site and acquired 1440 acres of land for new parks. 
 
Pease Air Force Base, Portsmouth, NH (BRAC 88) - Pease AFB closed in March 1991 resulting in the loss of 
400 civilian jobs. Today, the establishment of the Pease International Tradeport has created more than 5,000 
new jobs.  As of October 2004, the Tradeport has over 175 major tenants, together occupying more than 1 
million sq. ft. of office and industrial space.  The diverse array of major new companies and agencies at Pease 
includes the Department of State, American Express, Pan Am, Redhook Ale Brewery, and Franklin Pierce 
College.   
 
Charleston Naval Base, Charleston, SC (BRAC 93) - The Shipyard, the Naval Station, the Defense 
Distribution Depot, and part of the Naval Supply Center in Charleston, SC, closed in 1996, resulting in the loss 
of 6,672 civilian jobs.  As of October 2004, there are more than 50 major entities reusing this former naval base.  
The user mix includes private, local, State and Federal organizations such as the National Civilian Conservation 
Corps; Charleston Marine Manufacturing Corp.; Charleston Marine Containers, Inc.; the U.S. Coast Guard; 







DFAS; the State Department and the INS Border Patrol.  The South Carolina Port Authority has been granted a 
30-year lease, which will allow it to establish a major marine cargo handling facility at the site.  Altogether, 
more than 2700 new civilian jobs have been created.   
 
Long Beach Naval Complex, Long Beach, CA (BRAC 91) – Long Beach Naval Complex closed in March 
1996, resulting in the loss of 4,487 civilian jobs. Today, over 1,200 acres have been transferred and almost 
4,000 new jobs have been created.  The Naval Station housing sites are now used for secondary and post-
secondary education facilities, a Department of Labor Job Corps site, a science and technology park, and a 
transitional housing facility for the homeless. 
 
Orlando Naval Training Center (NTC)/Naval Hospital Orlando, Orlando, FL (BRAC 93) – Orlando Naval 
Hospital closed in 1995, and the last of its training commands closed in December 1998.  The closure of NTC 
and the NH resulted in the loss of 9,486 military and 1,105 civilian and contractor employees, and 6,582 
students. As of October 2004, more than 400 new jobs have been generated.  Federal transfers have been 
completed with the Department of Veterans Affairs, U.S. Customs Service, and Defense Finance Accounting 
Service, and future public benefit conveyances are anticipated for education, aviation and recreation purposes.  
The city of Orlando's reuse plan for the four sites that make up the former training center and hospital complex 
called for mixed-use redevelopment, including office parks for business development, housing, multi-modal 
services, educational complexes, natural areas and Federal uses.   During the proposed 10-year development 
process Orlando Partners expects to build more than 35,000 square feet of retail space, 1,500 million square feet 
of office space, 788 houses, 570 condominiums, and 1,800 apartments.  The site will include three 
neighborhood centers, two public schools, and more than 200 acres of parks and open space areas. The 
estimated property value upon completion of the redevelopment of the Main Base site is estimated at more than 
$1 billion.  
 
Fitzsimons Army Medical Center (AMC), Aurora, CO (BRAC 95) –  Fitzsimons AMC closed in 1999, 
resulting in the loss of 1,291 and 1,612 civilian jobs.  As of October 2004, over 1,000 new jobs have been 
created.  Reuse has included a number of creative projects.  Redevelopment at Fitzsimons is producing a state-
of-the-art "Life Sciences City," resulting in a unique partnership and synergism between the University of 
Colorado at Denver and Health Sciences Center (UCDHSC), its affiliated University of Colorado Hospital 
(UCH), the City of Aurora, The Children's Hospital and the Fitzsimons Redevelopment Authority (FRA).  The 
overall redevelopment theme is the creation of a Life Sciences City, where patient care, teaching, basic-science 
research and biotechnology research and development will thrive by being collocated in a scientific-
entrepreneurial community.  Fitzsimons is already being viewed as the hub, focus and launch pad for 
biotechnology within the Rocky Mountain region.  Total public and private investment programmed for 
redevelopment of the 577-acre site is $4.3 billion.  Total planned construction is projected at 15 million square 
feet, and total employment at completion of redevelopment in 2020 is projected at 32,000.  Approximately half 
of the redevelopment program and 19,000 jobs will be at the site by 2010.    
 
Fort Benjamin Harrison, Lawrence, IN (BRAC 91) – Fort Benjamin Harrison, located 13 miles northeast of 
downtown Indianapolis, within the city and township of Lawrence,  closed in 1996. Soon after, the State 
purchased the 238-acre 18-hole golf course and acquired approximately 1,462 acres of pristine forest land and 
wildlife habitat for use as a state park through a public benefit conveyance.  The Fort Harrison Reuse Authority 
acquired the 550-acre former Main Post area via an economic development conveyance.  Subsequently, the city 
designated the site as an Enterprise Zone, allowing for certain tax exemptions to attract new businesses.  More 
than 450 acres have been resold to developers, who in turn have brought over 1000 jobs to the area. Over 1 
million square feet of new space has been constructed or is under construction, and total property sales have 
exceeded $16 million.  Development of the area includes new home construction, senior citizen housing, and a 
YMCA.  Presently seven former barrack buildings are under renovation, to be sold as 96 luxury condominiums 







with renovation costs to exceed $25 million dollars. Approximately 1.25 million square feet of historic 
structures have been renovated at an estimated investment of $10 million.  Additionally the city of Lawrence 
has completed the construction of a new governmental center which will become the cornerstone of the city’s 
new town center.  
 
Cameron Station, Alexandria, VA (BRAC 88) – Cameron Station was announced for closure in 1988. All 165 
acres were declared excess, and the Station's major activity – the Defense Logistics Agency - was relocated to 
Fort Belvoir in 1995.  In late 1996, the Army sold 101 acres of property to Cameron Associates, L.L.C., a 
subsidiary of Greenvest, for $33M.  More than 2,000 housing units were constructed, along with recreational 
facilities and commercial space.  In addition, the Army also transferred over 50 acres of park land to the city 
using a public benefit conveyance to preserve open space for the community. 
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SOUTH DAKOTA


Tim Potts (Acting)
Federal Building, Room 210
200 Fourth Street, SW
Huron, SC  57350


Telephone:  1-800-582-7584, Ext 4 (toll free) or (605)- 352-1100 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/sd


TENNESSEE


Mary (Ruth) Tackett
3322 West End Avenue, Suite 300
Nashville, TN  37203-1071


Telephone:  (615) 783-1300 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/tn


TEXAS


R. Bryan Daniel
Federal Building, Suite 102
101 South Main 
Temple, TX  76501


Telephone:  (254) 742-9700 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/tx


UTAH


John R. (Jack) Cox
Wallace F. Bennett Federal Building
125 South State Street, Room 4311
Salt Lake City, UT  84138


Telephone:  (801) 524-4324 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ut


VERMONT – NEW HAMPSHIRE


Jolinda H. LaClair
City Center, 3rd Floor
89 Main Street
Montpelier, VT  05602


Telephone:  (802) 828-6080 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/vt
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OKLAHOMA


Brent J. Kisling
100 USDA, Suite 108
Stillwater, OK  74074-2654


Telephone:  (405) 742-1000 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ok


OREGON


Mark Simmons
1201 Northeast Lloyd Boulevard, Suite 801
Portland, OR  97232


Telephone:  1-866-923-5626 (toll free) or (503) 414-3300 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/or


PENNSYLVANIA


Gary Groves
1 Credit Union Place, Suite 303
Harrisburg, PA  17110-2996


Telephone:  (717) 237-2262 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/pa


PUERTO RICO


Jose Otero-Garcia
IBM Building, Suite 601
654 Munoz Rivera Avenue
San Juan, PR  00936-6106


Telephone:  (787) 766-5095 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/pr


SOUTH CAROLINA


Tee Miller
Strom Thurmond Federal Building
1835 Assembly Street, Room 1007
Columbia, SC  29201


Telephone:  (803) 765-5136 
Web Site:   www.rurdev.usda.gov/sc
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NEW MEXICO


Ryan Gleason
6200 Jefferson Street, Room 255
Albuquerque, NM  87109


Telephone:  (505) 761-4950 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nm


NEW YORK


Scott Collins (Acting)
The Galleries of Syracuse
441 South Salina Street
Syracuse, NY  13202


Telephone:  (315) 477-6400 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ny


NORTH CAROLINA


John Cooper
4405 Bland Road, Suite 260 
Raleigh, NC  27609


Telephone:  (919) 873-2000 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nc


NORTH DAKOTA


Clare Carlson
Federal Building, Room 208
Post Office Box 1737
220 East Rosser
Bismarck, ND  58502-1737


Telephone:  (701) 530-2037 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nd


OHIO


Randall Hunt
Federal Building, Room 507
200 North High Street
Columbus, OH  43215-2477


Telephone:  (614) 255-2500, Ext. 4 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/oh
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MISSOURI


Gregory Branum
601 Business Loop 70 West
Parkade Center, Suite 235
Columbus, MO  65203


Telephone:  (573) 867-0976 
Web Site:   www.rurdev.usda.gov/mo


MONTANA


Tim Ryan
Unit 1, Suite B
900 Technology Boulevard
Bozeman, MT  59718


Telephone:  (406) 585-2580 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/mt


NEBRASKA


Scot Blehm
Federal Building, Room 152
100 Centennial Mall North
Lincoln, NE  68508


Telephone:  (402) 437-5551 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ne


NEVADA


Larry J. Smith
1390 South Curry Street
Carson City, NV  89703-5146


Telephone:  (775) 887-1222 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nv


NEW JERSEY


Andrew M.G. Law
5th Floor North
8000 Midlantic Drive
Mr. Laurel, NJ  08054


Telephone:  (856) 787-7700 
Web site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nj
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MAINE


Michael W. Aube
Post Office Box 405
967 Illinois Avenue, Suite 4
Bangor, ME  04402-0405


Telephone:  (207) 990-9160 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/me


MASSACHUSETTS—RHODE ISLAND—CONNECTICUT


David H. Tuttle
451 West Street
Amherst, MA  01002


Telephone:  1-800-352-8015 (toll free) or (413) 253-4300 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ma


MICHIGAN


Gene DeRossett
3001 College Road, Suite 200
East Lansing, MI  48823


Telephone:  (517) 324-5188 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/mi


MINNESOTA


Stephen G. Wenzel
410 AgriBank Building
375 Jackson Street
St. Paul, MN  55101


Telephone:  (651) 602-7800 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/mn


MISSISSIPPI


John W. Rounsaville
Federal Building, Suite 831
100 West Capital Street
Jackson, MS  39269


Telephone:  (601) 965-4316 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ms
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INDIANA


Robert White
5975 Lakeside Boulevard
Indianapolis, IN  46278


Telephone:  (317) 290-3100 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/in


IOWA


Mark Reisinger
Federal Building, Room 873
210 Walnut Street
Des Moines, IA  59309


Telephone:  (515) 284-4663 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ia


KANSAS


Charles R. Banks
1303 SW First American Place, Suite 100
Topeka, KS  66604-4040


Telephone:  (785) 271-2700 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov.ks


KENTUCKY


Kenneth Slone
771 Corporate Drive, Suite 200
Lexington, KY  40503


Telephone:  (859) 224-7300 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ky


LOUISIANA


Clyde C. Holloway
3727 Government Street
Alexandria, LA  71302


Telephone:  (318) 473-7921 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/la


Common Acronyms and Abbreviations


AICUZ Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 


APZ Accident Potential Zones


ENMP Environmental Noise Management Plan


INRMP Installation Natural Resources Management Plan


GIS Geographic Information System


JLUS Joint Land Use Study


MIPD Military Influence Planning District


MMC Maximum Mission Contour


NSGIC National States Geographic Information Council


OEA Office of Economic Adjustment


ONMP Operational Noise Management Program


OSD Office of the Secretary of Defense


RAICUZ Range Air Installations Compatibile Use Zones


SIC Standard Industrial Clasification
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FLORIDA—VIRGIN ISLANDS


Charles W. Clemons, Sr.
Post Office Box 147010 
4440 NW 25th Place
Gainesville, FL  32614-7010


Telephone:  (352) 338-3402 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/fl


GEORGIA


F. Stone Workman
Stephens Federal Building
355 E. Hancock Avenue
Athens, GA  30601-2768


Telephone:  (706) 546-2162 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ga


HAWAII


Lorraine Shin
Federal Building, Room 311
154 Waianuenue Avenue
Hilo, HI  96720


Telephone:  (808) 933-8302 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/hi


IDAHO


Michael A. Field
9713 West Barnes Drive, Suite A1
Boise, ID  83709


Telephone:  1-800-632-5991 (toll free) or (208) 378-5600 
Web Site:   www.rurdev.usda.gov/id


ILLINOIS


Douglas Wilson
2118 West Park Court, Suite A
Champaign, IL  61821


Telephone:  (217) 403-6200 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/il
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ARIZONA


Eddie Browning
230 North First Avenue, Suite 206
Phoenix, AZ  85003-1706


Telephone:  (602) 280-8701 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/az


ARKANSAS


Roy Smith
Federal Building
700 West Capital Avenue, Room 3416
Little Rock, AR  72201-3225


Telephone:  (501) 301-3200 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ar


CALIFORNIA


Benjamin Higgins
430 G Street, #4169
Davis, CA  95616-4169


Telephone:  (530) 792-5800 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ca


COLORADO


Mike Bennett
655 Parfet Street, Room E-100
Lakewood, CO  80215


Telephone:  (720) 544-2915 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/co


DELAWARE – MARYLAND 


Marlene B. Elliott
1221 College Park Drive, Suite 200
Dover, DE  19904


Telephone:  (302) 857-3580 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/de 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/md


Introduction
Congress authorized community planning assistance to complement the military service’s Air 
Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) program.  The AICUZ program is the military 
department’s program designed to identify accident potential and high noise zones surrounding 
military airfields.  The community planning assistance program is managed by the Office of 
Economic Adjustment (OEA) and is intended to supplement the AICUZ program.


The OEA community planning assistance program has evolved and broadened into areas of 
consideration beyond noise and safety to include other facets of incompatibility.  Community 
planning assistance provides technical and financial assistance directly to state or local 
governments to undertake community-compatible land use planning programs.  This program 
addresses present and future incompatible civilian activity, and protects the sustainability of the 
military training and readiness missions.  This is critical to ensuring that our war fighters are well 
trained and prepared to enter any theater of war anywhere in the world, to survive and to win.


The Department of Defense OEA administers the community planning assistance through 
the Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) program.  Its purpose is to promote compatible civilian 
development patterns near military installations by applying the local planning process to update 
local comprehensive/general plans and supporting land use regulations. 


The JLUS program relies on strong community planning and land 
use regulatory (zoning) capabilities to implement the compatibility 
recommendations through local community’s comprehensive planning 
programs and processes.  The JLUS program is community controlled 
and community directed. 


A JLUS is produced by and for the local jurisdiction(s).  It is intended to benefit both the local 
community and the military installation by combining the work of the AICUZ program with the 
JLUS program.  The JLUS program is a basic planning process designed to identify encroachment 
issues confronting both the civilian community and the military installation and to recommend 
strategies to address the issues in the context of local comprehensive/general planning programs. 


The JLUS is conducted in a collaborative manner involving all stakeholders, including the local 
elected officials, planning commissioners, local military base command staff, community business 
leaders, chambers of commerce, homebuilders, real estate interests, and affected residents.


The JLUS planning area or district is defined by the jurisdiction(s) conducting the JLUS in 
consultation with the military and participants serving on a JLUS policy advisory committee.  
Generally, it includes the areas surrounding the military installation that are influenced by military 
operations.  In this context, it is referred to here as the “Military Influence Planning District” 
(MIPD) that can ring a base or range, providing the impetus and the context leading to the 
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formulation of amendments to a local comprehensive/general plan and implementing zoning 
ordinances.  The objective is to smartly guide compatible land use decisions at the local level.


Typically, a JLUS examines the following, among other things:


The economic profile of the region and the impact of the military’s presence on the 
surrounding local economy;


The existing and proposed land use patterns and activities surrounding the military 
installation;


The most current technical reports from the Army Operational Noise Management 
Program (ONMP), AICUZ, and Range Air Installations Compatibile Use Zones 
(RAICUZ) program prepared by the military, including operational mission profiles 
and types of military aircraft, and tracked or wheeled equipment (e.g., heavy or light 
tanks, artillery, personnel carriers, and helicopters) employed in testing and training 
operations;


Environmental factors such as natural cultural resources, wildlife habitat, on- and  
off-base air quality attainment, urban lighting (both direct and indirect), dust and 
smoke emissions, and electromagnetic interference;  


The extent of civilian encroachment and how it is likely to impair the continued 
operational utility of the military installation; and


The current adopted and approved comprehensive/general plan, development policies 
of the local government, and existing land use regulations and codes. 


Based on the analysis of the background information and pertinent data and facts, the 
participating jurisdiction(s) formulates an action strategy and incorporates to the extent 
practicable the JLUS recommendations into local plans and programs of the jurisdiction. 


Who can apply for a JLUS?  OEA may provide technical and financial 
assistance to State and local governments, the District of Columbia, 
tribal nations, and the Commonwealths of Guam and Puerto Rico to 
achieve local compatible land use planning processes and programs 
designed to protect the public health, safety, and welfare and sustain the 
military missions and activities.  To be qualified for a JLUS, the local 
military installation first nominates the installation for a JLUS to the 
OEA through the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the respective military 
departments.  OEA may support the nomination if it is determined 
that the encroachment of the civilian community is likely to impair the 
continued operational utility of the military installation.


•


•


•


•


•


•


ST. PAUL REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota,  
South Dakota, and Wisconsin


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
1 Federal Drive
Fort Snelling, 
St. Paul, MN  55111-4050


Telephone:  1-800-827-0611


ST. PETERSBURG REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, Puerto Rico and U.S. Virgin Islands


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
P.O. Box 1437
St. Petersburg, FL  33731-1437


Telephone:  1-888-611-5916


United States Department of Agriculture – Rural Development Operations and Management 
– State Directors Telephone Numbers and Addresses


ALABAMA


Steve Pelham
Sterling Centre, Suite 601
4121 Carmichael Road
Montgomery, AL  36106-3683


Telephone:  (334) 279-3400 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/al


ALASKA


Chad B. Padgett
800 West Evergreen, Suite 201
Palmer, AK  99645


Telephone:  (907) 761-7705 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ak
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HOUSTON REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
6900 Almeda Road
Houston, TX  77030


Telephone:  1-888-232-2571


MANCHESTER REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Connecticut, Massachusetts, Maine, New Hampshire, New York,  
Rhode Island, and Vermont


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
275 Chestnut Street
Manchester, NH  03101


Teltphone:  1-800-827-6311 or 1-800-827-0336 
Web Site:  www.vba.va.gov/ro/manchester/lgymain/loans.html


PHOENIX REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Arizona, California, New Mexico, Nevada


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
3333 N. Central Avenue
Phoenix, AZ  85012- 2402


Telephone:  1-888-869-0194 
Web Site:  www.vba.va.gov/phoenixlgy.htm


ROANOKE REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


District of Columbia, Kentucky, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia


Department of Veterans Affairs
Roanoke Regional Loan Center
210 Franklin Road SW
Roanoke, VA  24011


Telephone:  1-800-933-5499


The JLUS Program objectives are twofold:  


To encourage cooperative land use planning between military installations and 
the surrounding communities so that future civilian growth and development are 
compatible with the training or operational missions of the installation; and 


To seek ways to reduce the operational impacts on adjacent land.


The JLUS program encourages communities and the military installation to study the issues in an 
open forum, taking into consideration both community and military viewpoints.  As an incentive 
for communities to participate in a joint planning process, the OEA offers community planning 
grants for a JLUS.  


Recommendations in a JLUS are used to guide local jurisdictions in the development and 
implementation of land use and development controls.  The intent of the controls is to ensure 
that future public and private development around the military installation will be compatible 
with both the military mission and the development needs of the community.  It promotes a win-
win situation for all participants.


Results are expected from a JLUS project.  Communities are asked to make good faith 
commitments before the program is funded that study recommendations will be accepted 
and incorporated into local planning and decision making processes.  Some of the study 
recommendations will be controversial, particularly to groups or individuals having development 
interests in land affected by base operations.  Local officials must face this reality before they agree 
to participate in the process, and must be willing to consider the broader public health, safety, and 
welfare issues as they affect or are affected by the military presence.


Military Installations and the Surrounding Communities 
Military installations are often the economic engines that underpin and drive local economies.  
They provide the jobs and require the daily goods and services to run the equivalent of a small 
city under the guidance of the Defense Department.  Direct expenditures of defense dollars in the 
form of payrolls and local procurement contracts generate in turn secondary expenditures that 
help support local economies.


Military installations can also affect adjacent communities in several ways, some positive (as with 
the economic impacts) and some negative.  Negative impacts may include noise, safety concerns, 
smoke, dust, and other effects from training and military operations.  The military attempts to 
moderate these negative effects through such programs as the Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force 
AICUZ/RAICUZ programs and the Army’s ONMP.  These programs address concerns for safety 
and noise mitigation and how the military installation can become a better neighbor.


1)


2)
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Areas adjacent to most installations are very attractive for civilian development because of their 
proximity to the economic activities generated by the military presence.  However, they also may 
become subject to military-related noise and accident potential and other operational activities.  


In some cases, incompatible development has been a factor in the curtailment of training 
operations or the relocation of certain operations to other bases.  This has, in turn, reduced the 
economic benefit of the installation to the adjacent community and the mission suitability to the 
military department. Conversely, adjacent communities may have unintended and unwanted 
effects on the military installation, most of which are associated with urbanization, especially 
the civilian development of land adjacent to an installation that is incompatible with installation 
activities or causes the limitation of operations.  


Incompatible development is broadly called encroachment.  It includes incompatible uses: those 
that adversely affect the public health, safety, and welfare; and those that produce externalities such 
as noise, smoke, dust, excessive light, electromagnetic interference, and vibration, which impair 
the military mission.  Structures that intrude into airspace are also a form of encroachment.


Urbanization can also affect endangered wildlife, reducing habitat, thus forcing it onto adjacent 
military property.  This migration can impact adversely on operations, training, and readiness, 
since endangered species habitat must be respected and protected by law.  The Office of 
the Secretary of Defense (OSD) is authorized to reach out and partner with state and local 
government and conservation-based nongovernmental organizations to acquire interest in land 
around military installations and test and training ranges to achieve conservation values that not 
only improve habitat for wildlife off-base but buffer military installations from incompatible 
development that could affect the operational utility of the military base and mission. 


JLUS Start-Up
Each year the military departments nominate bases for a JLUS.  Selection is based on the presence 
of existing incompatibilities or the potential for it to develop in the near future.  In some cases 
a community may initiate a JLUS by contacting the local military installation and requesting 
that a JLUS be nominated by the affected military installation.  If the military installation 
nominates a JLUS, an OEA project manager visits the installation, meets with the base and 
community leadership, and explains the purpose and process for initiating a study.  In addition, 
there must be an indication of strong support from the base leadership.  The base must ensure 
its staff participates throughout the study process, and a current AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ 
and Installation Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) reports are available or near 
completion.  


Military installations are often located within several jurisdictions and operations can adversely 
affect more than one.  Conversely, independent local planning and development decision can 
constrain base operations.  Thus, cooperation and participation among affected jurisdictions is 
essential.  The OEA project manager, together with representatives from the military department, 
meets with the various communities collectively or individually to achieve understanding, 
consensus, and acceptance of the JLUS concept.  It is expected that through local consensus, one 


Department of Veterans Affairs – Home Loan Guaranty Services Telephone Numbers  
and Addresses


ATLANTA REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee


Department of Veterans Affairs
Regional Loan Center
1700 Clairmont Road
P.O. Box 100023
Decatur, GA  30031-7023


Telephone:  1-888-768-2132


CLEVELAND REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Delaware, Indiana, Michigan, New Jersey, Ohio, and Pennsylvania


Department of Veterans Affairs
Cleveland Regional Loan Center
1240 East Ninth Street
Cleveland, OH  44199


Telephone:  1-800-729-5772


DENVER REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Alaska, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
P.O. Box  25126
Denver, CO  80225


Telephone:  1-888-349-7541 
Web Site:  www.vba.va.gov/ro/manchester/lgymain/loans.html


HONOLULU REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Hawaian Islands, Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, American Samoa


Department of Veterans Affairs
Loan Guaranty Division
Po. Box 29020
Honolulu, HI  96820-1420


*Although not a RLC, this office is a fully
functioning Loan Guaranty operation for Hawaii.


Telephone:  1-808-433-0481
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DENVER HUD/FHA HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER


Montana, Wyoming, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, North Dakota,  
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Minnesota, Wisconsin,  
Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana 


Denver Homeownership Center
UMB Plaza Building
1670 Broadway
Denver, CO  80202-4801


Telephone:  
Toll Free  1-800-225-5342 
Local  (303) 627-5280 
Dan Gomez, Director of Processing and Underwriting, ext.1643


ATLANTA HUD/FHA HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER


Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, South Carolina, North Carolina, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, Indiana, and Illinois


Atlanta Homeownership Center
Five Point Plaza
40 Marietta Street
Atlanta, GA  30303-2806


Telephone: 
Toll Free  1-800-225-5342 
Local  (404) 331-5001 
Debra Robinson, Director of Processing and Underwriting, ext. 2674


PHILADELPHIA HUD/FHA HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER


Maryland, Virginia, Delaware, West Virginia, Ohio, Michigan, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New Your, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Vermont, 
New Hampshire, and Maine


Philadelphia Homeownership Center
The Wanamaker Building
100 Penn Square East
Philadelphia, PA  19107-3389


Telephone:  
Toll Free  1-800-225-5342 
Local  (215) 656-0500 
Gerry Glavey, Director of Processing and Underwriting, (215) 861-7513. 


jurisdiction or organization will serve as the JLUS sponsor to manage a JLUS planning assistance 
grant.  


The OEA project manager is assigned to provide technical assistance to the participating 
jurisdiction(s) and the military installation.  Project managers are well trained and experts in the 
fields of planning, real estate, and economic development.  Their technical support and guidance 
throughout the JLUS process can be invaluable.


Once the community is organized, a typical JLUS can take up to 12 months to complete.  In 
some cases the sponsor may be a State government that is seeking to conduct JLUS for more 
than one base in the State as a means of demonstrating a statewide concern over the sustainability 
of the military presence in the State.  States such as Arizona and California have used the JLUS 
program to deal with multiple bases in their State and from the lessons learned have developed 
statewide handbooks to advise local governments as to the best practices to prevent incompatible 
civilian development near military installations.


Local Organization
Once the jurisdictions agree to conduct a JLUS, participants must decide what jurisdiction 
or organization will be responsible for the study and agree on a sponsor.  Where one or two 
jurisdictions are involved, a city or county planning agency may be the logical sponsor.  Where 
many jurisdictions are involved, one organization needs to sponsor the study.  Studies of this 
nature completed in major urban areas (e.g., Sacramento, Phoenix, and Charleston) were 
coordinated by State or regional planning agencies or councils of government.  In rare instances 
where a very large geographic area is involved, beyond the normal jurisdictional area of local 
organizations, special organizations may need to be created, with perhaps the State playing the 
critical coordinating role.  This was done in Arizona and California.


Identifying the stakeholders at the onset of the project is critical because ongoing support will 
directly relate to how involved participants have been from the beginning.  At a minimum, the 
participants should include representatives from the military installation, all jurisdictions where 
the military reservation lies, and those jurisdictions that are affected by high noise or accident 
potential.  If communities or counties beyond those in the immediate vicinity of the base are 
affected, they should also be included.  


Also, if other civilian airports are affected by base operations, the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) and State aviation agency should be asked to participate on the technical working 
committee as opposed to the policy committee.  Once the participants are identified, they need 
to agree on what jurisdiction or organization will sponsor the study, and how the study will be 
accomplished.


Even with widespread general support for a JLUS, the organizational phase of the process can 
take as long as a year to complete in localities that include many jurisdictions or where consensus 
is lacking.  It is important that community and military officials recognize that the up front 
investment of time is critical to building a support base at the beginning of the process.  This will 
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pay extra dividends later when JLUS proponents seek agreement by affected communities on 
recommendations and implementation.


Four key organizational issues consume the most time: identifying and enlisting study 
participants; developing the project workplan; identifying and securing the needed resources; and 
gaining approval of the workplan and budget from OEA.


Policy Committee:  A policy committee needs to be established by the sponsor.  This committee 
would represent elected officials from participating jurisdictions, the military installation 
leadership, and senior representatives from other interested and affected agencies (like an airport 
authority) and the State.  The policy committee is responsible for the overall direction of the 
JLUS, approval of the budget, preparation and approval of the study design, approval of draft and 
final written reports, approval of policy recommendations, and monitoring implementation of the 
adopted policies.


The policy committee would meet initially to understand the purpose and expectations of the 
JLUS process, decide what will be studied, what resource commitment each participant should 
make, and the membership of a subsidiary working group that will be charged with study 
preparation.  


The first committee meeting might also include presentations from officials of communities that 
have completed a JLUS.  They can be helpful in gaining the support of local leaders, and should be 
considered as a useful start-up tool by other JLUS organizers. Statements of support might also be 
given by the base commanders and State officials.  This meeting can also be used to get feedback 
from local officials about issues important to them and their community, and obtain formal 
commitment to the project.  A sample budget proposal for local cash contributions and a sample 
letter of support for and agreement to participate in the study could be distributed at this time.  


OEA will expect letters of support from an elected or other authorized 
official on behalf of each local jurisdiction that will participate as part of 
a grant application.  The critical areas of endorsement and commitment 
are shown in a sample statement/resolution of community support for a 
JLUS at appendix A.


Throughout the organizational phase the OEA project manager will work with the affected 
communities and the sponsor, providing advice and guidance.  The project manager will 
shepherd the sponsor through the OEA grant process and represent the sponsor’s proposed grant 
application and workplan (scope of work) to the director of OEA.


Working Group:  A working group is normally formed to report to the policy committee and 
is responsible for identifying and studying technical issues, either independently or through 
the project subcontractor.  This may be done with one committee or a number of specialized 
subcommittees.  


SOUTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE


Arkansas, Texas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Louisiana 


Airports Division, ASW-600
Federal Aviation Administration
2601 Meacham Boulevard
Fort Worth, TX  76137-4298


Telephone:  (817) 222-5600 
Fax:  (817) 222-5984


Mail Address


Department of Transportation, ASW-600 
Federal Aviation Administration
Fort Worth, TX  76193-0600


NORTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE


Washington, Idaho, Oregon, Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, and Montana


Airports Division, ANM-600
Federal Aviation Administration 
1601 Lind Avenue, W.W., Suite 315
Renton, WA  98055-4056


Telephone:  (425) 227-2600 
Fax:  (425) 227-1600


The Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) - Federal Housing 
Administration (FHA) Regional Offices Addresses and Telephone


SANTA ANA HUD/FHA HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER 


California, Arizona, Nevada, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, Hawaii, 
 and Alaska


Santa Ana Homeownership Center
Santa Ana Federal Building
34 Civic Center Plaza, RM 7015
Santa Ana, CA  92701-4003


Telephone: 
Toll Free  1-800-225-5342 
Local  (714) 796-1200  
Danny Mendez, Director of Processing and Underwriting, ext. 3448
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GREAT LAKES REGIONAL OFFICE


Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin,  Minnesota, Ohio, North Dakota,  
and South Dakota


Airports Division, AGL-600
Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue, Suite 309
Des Plaines, IL  60018


Telephone:  (847) 294-7272 
Fax:  (847) 294-7036


CENTRAL REGIONAL OFFICE


Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, and Nebraska


Airports Division, ACE-600
Federal Aviation Administration
901 Locust
Kansas City, MO  64106-2641


Telephone:  (816) 329-2600 
Fax:  (310) 725-6847


WESTERN-PACIFIC REGIONAL OFFICE


California, Arizona, Nevada, Hawaii, American Samoa, Guam,  
and Commonwealth of Northern Mariana Islands


Airport Division, AWP-600
Federal Aviation Administration
15000 Aviation boulevard, Room 3012
Hawthorne, CA  90261


Telephone:  (310) 725-3600 
Fax:  (310) 725-6847


ALASKAN REGIONAL OFFICE


Alaska


Airports Division, AAL-600
Federal Aviation Administration
Anchorage Federal Office Building
222 West 7th Avenue, Box 14
Anchorage, AK  99513


Telephone:  (907) 271-5438


Technical committees may have varying degrees of control over the activities of the subcontractor, 
and for this reason it is desirable for the policy committee to have at least one member on each 
technical committee for coordination and accountability.  


Membership of the technical advisory committee might include area planners, city and 
county managers and their professional staff, military base planners, local airport manager(s), 
representatives from the business and development community, FAA officials, natural resource 
protection organizations, and other subject matter experts as needed.  Membership on the 
technical committee should be expanded at any time during the study if new technical issues 
emerge.


The workplan, or study design, specifies what is to be done, how, and on what schedule.  It 
is important to develop a comprehensive workplan early in the organizational phase of the 
process.  Besides specifying the scope of work, it can be used to clarify roles, responsibilities, and 
expectations for all major study participants, and it can serve to explain and “sell” the project to 
local governments.  It should also function as an internal management tool to keep the project on 
track and on schedule.  Appendix E shows typical ingredients and issues that could be part of a 
JLUS scope of work.


The diagram below shows the relationships among participants, the committee, and the working 
group.  It suggests typical participants for each organization.


Responsibilities


Study
Sponsor


Policy
Committee


Working
Group


Technical
Committee


Technical
Committee


Technical
Committee


Participants
Coordination


Accountability
Grant Management


Technical Issues
Alternatives


Report Development
Recommendations


Policy Direction
Study Design/Oversight


Budget Approval
Monitoring


Report Adoption


Council of Governments
City/County Planning Committees
Airport Authority


Local and Base Planners
Community Staff
Business Representatives
Residents


City Officials
County Officials
Base Leadership
Private Sector Leadership
State Officials


Typical JLUS Organization
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After formulation of the study workplan (scope of work), the policy committee will usually 
meet only for major presentations of information and findings, review of policy issues, and final 
endorsement of the completed report and its recommendations.


Develop a Workplan
After the Military Influence Planning District (MIPD) study area is defined, attention should 
be focused on resources needed to undertake the study.  This has to be done concurrently with 
development of the detailed workplan because each consideration will drive the other.  For 
example, the amount of money available will determine how complex (and expensive) the 
workplan can be, and the perceived scope of work requirements will determine how much money 
must be committed.


Defining the MIPD or study area at the beginning of the process can be difficult, since the full 
extent of military impacts on communities may not be known until the research phase of the 
project is completed.  For this reason the boundaries of the MIPD should be flexible and easily 
adjusted by the policy committee as circumstances warrant.  


There are several major encroachment issues that concern the military.  Each military department 
defines clear zones and accident potential zones (APZs) for the type aircraft it uses, so care should 
be taken to determine these dimensions at the outset.  Appendix B shows the areas affected by 
noise and accident potential for a Navy or Air Force airfield.  The noise levels are depicted by noise 
contours lines on a map.  Areas affected by greater than a 65 DNL1 noise level impact are usually 
considered the threshold above which certain uses should not be compatible.  


Appendix C shows a schematic configuration of impacts from artillery ranges.  The Army ONMP 
program uses Noise Zones I, II, and III (worst) to define noise-impacted areas.  These are also 
irregular in pattern based on noise contour lines.  The Air Force/Navy 65 DNL contour roughly 
equates to the limits of Army Zone II.  


Structure height is also important around airfields.  The AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ reports will 
depict an “airspace control surface” to guide the implementation of height restrictions.


Other considerations having specific parameters include explosives, safety quantity distances from 
ammunition storage that may affect land outside the base, external radio frequency interference, 
and electromagnetic radiation effects on adjacent land.  These phenomena are depicted in 
appendix D. 


1 DNL represents sound energy averaged over a 24-hour period, with a 10 dB nighttime penalty.  The DNL 
methodology is generally used to relate noise in residential envrionments to chronic annoyance by activity 
interference.  EPA Guidelines for Noise Impact Analysis (1982), recommends DNL as the primary measure of 
general audible noise and as the environmental noise descriptor for land use compatibility planning.


Appendix F


Federal Agency Points of Contact:
Regional FAA Offices’ Addresses and Telephone Numbers


NEW ENGLAND REGIONAL OFFICE


Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island  
and Connecticut


Airports Division, ANE-600
Federal Aviation Administration
12 New England Executive Park
Burlington, MA  1803-2599


Telephone:  (781) 238-7600 
Fax:  (781) 238-7608


SOUTHERN REGIONAL OFFICE


Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Florida, Puerto Rico, Islands, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, Mississippi, and Alabama


Airports Division, ASO-600
Federal Aviation Administration
1701 Columbia Avenue
College Park, GA  30337


Telephone:  (404) 305-6700


EASTERN REGIONAL OFFICE


New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,  
West Virginia, and District of Columbia


Airports Division, AEA-600
Federal Aviation Administration
One Aviation Plaza
159039 Rockaway Boulevard
Springfield Gardens, NY  11434


Telephone:  (718) 553-3330 
Fax:  (718) 995-9219
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It is preferable to define the MIPD study area as broadly as practicable 
and err on the side of overestimating rather than understating the 
affected region.  Established MIPD using natural or manmade 
boundaries or jurisdictional borders may be the easiest way to delineate 
the study area.


A current AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ report is required to provide a basis for determining the 
MIPD study area, although other considerations may also be important, especially if changes are 
expected in base missions, aircraft mix, artillery, and so on.  The study area should include not 
only all areas affected by accident potential and unacceptable noise levels (above 65 DNL), but 
also on additional transitional or buffer area that provides sufficient space to be able to deal with 
other encroachment issues as well as noted above.  


A base master plan, INRMP and sustainability report will also provide insight into the 
encroachment issues that should be considered in the JLUS.


The companion OEA publication, Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near 
Military Installations, should be consulted when developing a workplan.  Considerable research 
and documentation of case law and development control techniques was done in preparing 
this guide.  Similar research on these issues does not need to be duplicated in a workplan.  The 
Practical Guide may be found on the OEA Web site at www.oea.gov.


Resources
A JLUS is a partnership between the military installation and local governments, so non-Federal 
funds must be committed to the project.  The stakeholders must understand that this is a locally 
driven process, and they have to buy into it with their resources as well as with their active 
participation.  Ten percent of the project’s total cost should be covered by non-Federal sources.  
This must be in the form of cash or dedicated staff time.  


Potential contributors include participating local governments, councils of government, airport 
authorities, local businesses, chambers of commerce, utility companies, and the State government.  
Some “fair share” allocation of costs borne by local governments is appropriate, possibly on the 
basis of tax base, population distribution, or proportion of land affected.


Administration
Successful management of a JLUS involving multiple agencies, organizations, and local 
governments requires a sound administrative plan and clear delineation of responsibilities.


Public participation involving all stakeholders (landowners, businesses, realtors, public officials, 
and citizens) and media relations are an integral part of the project sponsor’s responsibilities.  
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Public scoping and comment meetings, the preparation of informational brochures, newsletters, 
Web sites and news articles, as well as traditional press releases, should be used to instill public 
confidence in the professional, straightforward process being used.


Local media involvement should be cultivated at the beginning and throughout the study, as the 
media can provide broader public exposure to the intent and purpose for the study, technical 
information, policy issues, progress, and study recommendations.


Technical Issues Associated With a JLUS
Many of the technical issues associated with a JLUS will be unique because each community and 
base has its own characteristics and needs.  There are, however, certain technical issues that will 
invariably be a part of any JLUS project.  These will for the most part be related to noise and 
aircraft safety considerations, but may also, for example, include economic impacts of the bases 
on the surrounding communities as a means of convincing local officials that the potential cost 
of losing the base due to incompatible land development may be significant.  Also of increasing 
importance is the nonmilitary stewardship of wildlife and fragile ecosystems.


Noise and safety information will be available from the installation’s AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ 
report.  Consideration should also be given to planning for possible fluctuations in noise impact 
configurations that future change in aircraft, flight frequency, or mission would cause.  This 
approach to identifying future maximum mission contour (MMC) would minimize the local 
planning difficulty in responding to the “accordion” effect of noise impacts as mission and 
weapons configurations change over time.  The MMC concept is intended to project future 
conditions based not on certainty, but rather on sound judgment, information exchange, and 
community goals and objectives.  A “notional” MMC can define the projected noise contours a 
community is willing to accept for land use planning purposes.


Because most of the technical information involved in a JLUS has a spatial component, most 
participants find maps to be an essential part of developing and sustaining a JLUS. One of 
the most useful tools for developing maps and analyzing the data which comprise them is a 
Geographic Information System (GIS). Although JLUS grants will not cover the cost to establish a 
GIS system, grant funds may be used to gather, create, and analyze geospatial data.


Once loaded with accurate data, a GIS can portray spatial information in a consistent manner 
throughout the study area. Study sponsors having access to GIS capabilities should carefully 
inventory the kinds of geospatial information available from participating organizations, including 
the Department of Defense. Geospatial information, aerial imagery, and maps are very useful 
but can also be expensive to acquire. All JLUS participants should seek to make maximum use 
of existing geospatial information, whatever the source, as long as the information is of adequate 
quality, covers the study area, and can be shared willingly by the originating organization. 
Geospatial information may be available from local governments, through State geographic 
coordination councils, or from State agencies. 


The National States Geographic Information Council (NSGIC) maintains a Web site and 
database where users can find out what spatial data are readily available on a State-by-State basis. 


   d. height restrictions


   e. traffic


   f. off-base maneuvers


   g. other (e.g., dust, smoke, light)


   h. natural habitat, conservation


  3. Current measures to mitigate impacts


  4. Potential operational changes to mitigate impacts


 D. Civilian Development Impacts on Mission Accomplishment


  1. Existing incompatible development, potential for incompatible  
   development under existing controls & growth scenarios


  2. Transportation (highways & airports)


  3. Other (electromagnetic interference, light, dust, birds, wildlife, pollution)


  4. Development control enforcement record


 E. State Legislation Permitting or Impeding Use of Development Controls


  1. Areas of critical concern


  2. Land conservation/preservation programs


  3. Real estate disclosure


  4. Special land use/zoning districts


V Recommendations


 A. General Recommendations


  1. Land uses


  2. Transportation improvements


  3. Community facilities, infrastructure, & services


  4. Intergovernmental planning coordination


  5. Regulation


  6. State legislative actions required
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IV Technical Information


 A. Planning Area Profile


  1. Existing land use


  2. Water, sewer, gas utilities


  3. Existing development controls


   a. zoning


   b. building codes


   c. height restrictions


   d. easements


   e. moratoriums


   f. conservation/preservation


  4. Projections


   a. population by age


   b. employment by SIC code


   c. land use by category


   d. traffic (highway & air)


   e. utility extensions


 B. Military Mission(s)


  1. Current or projected


  2. Reasonable full use scenario


 C. Military Operations & Impacts on Community


  1. Economic impact on adjacent communities


  2. Environmental & safety impacts (AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ)


   a. noise (aircraft, artillery, other)


   b. flight tracks


   c. aircraft accident potential


Also, the U.S. Geological Survey maintains a Web site and database for a wide range of digital 
information, provided by Federal agencies, known as the Geospatial One Stop (http://www.
geo-one-stop.gov). Some of these data can be viewed online using the National Map (http://
nationalmap.gov). Most major military installations also maintain a variety of digital data sets, 
including geospatial data. Noise contour information can typically be provided by the Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force in digital format based on AICUZ and Army’s ONMP 
studies. 


One important consideration for sharing and using geospatial data is scale.  For example, when 
requesting either digital or hard copy noise contours, request the data at the same scale used by 
local governments. If digital data are combined in a system like GIS, the user must ensure that the 
quality and fidelity of every data layer is consistent with the others used. One good way to check 
these quality parameters is by checking the “metadata,” or “data about the data.” Every geospatial 
data file created using Federal funds is required to have metadata; most States are creating similar 
requirements. You can find useful information regarding metadata, spatial data standards, and 
learn which Federal agencies are responsible for all the major types of geospatial information on 
the Web site of the Federal Geographic Data Committee.


Another indispensable part of the technical background information is an inventory of 
existing community plans and development control tools.  Unnecessary duplication of existing 
information wastes time and money.  Also important is a complete understanding of existing 
State land use enabling legislation, and what new legislative authority might be needed to 
implement the study recommendations.  In this context, the OEA Practical Guide to Compatible 
Civilian Development Near Military Installations is a reference source that should be consulted.  
It is available on the OEA Web site (www.oea.gov .)


All technical issues should reach resolution through the cooperative working relationship of 
the working group with the base, community leadership, and professional staff.  For time and 
financial budgeting reasons, pertinent technical issues should be identified early enough to be 
included in the workplan.


Typical JLUS Study Recommendations
The Joint Land Use Study process will result in a series of findings, conclusions, and 
recommendations.  The recommendations are the most important part of the JLUS because 
their implementation must accomplish the objectives of the study, for example, compatible 
development of land affected by or affecting installation operations.  To be accepted and endorsed 
by all parties involved in the study, the recommendations must be based on fact, technically 
feasible, and politically and financially realistic.


Generally, recommendations will include those that fit into the following categories:


Noise exposure and accident potential zones resulting from aircraft and/or artillery;


Limitations on tall structures that interfere with flight operations;


On-base measures to mitigate community impacts;


❏


❏


❏
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Peripheral land uses that adversely impact installation operations; and


Regional and local intergovernmental approaches to developing and implementing land 
development policy.


Within these general categories, recommendations might include public relations/education 
programs, intra- and interjurisdictional policy statements, military operational noise and safety 
controls, local government land use policies or laws, State legislation, partnering with land 
trust programs leading to initiatives to secure limited development rights, and institutional 
arrangements for implementing JLUS recommendations.


Implementation Activities
Federal agencies, including the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Departments of Housing 
and Urban Development (HUD), Veterans Administration (VA), and the Rural Development 
Administration of the Department of Agriculture (RDA) are available to provide program 
assistance through the President’s Economic Adjustment Committee in implementation of a 
JLUS.  HUD, VA, and RDA have housing assistance programs and may not provide guaranteed 
loans in areas affected by aircraft accident potential and high noise zones.  When preparing 
a JLUS, these agencies should be consulted and informed of the location of aircraft accident 
potential and high noise zones.  Appendix F provides a list of the regional points of contact for the 
referenced agencies. 


No JLUS can be considered a success unless the study recommendations are implemented 
and incorporated by local ordinance into the community comprehensive/general plan, 
zoning ordinance, subdivision regulations, and building codes.  An important first step in the 
implementation process is the official adoption of the recommendations by the JLUS policy 
committee, and transmittal of the JLUS report and recommendations to affected local governing 
bodies for implementation.  


A cover letter should be prepared and signed by the policy committee chairperson explaining 
why implementation is important and how it will help the community in both the short run and 
into the future.  The cover letter should offer to have one of the policy committee members with 
support from the technical committee and the military installation attend a future meeting of the 
municipal or county board/council to explain the recommendations and answer any questions.


One way that the implementation process can be institutionalized is through the creation of 
a permanent advisory board or commission.  Such an organization, with representatives from 
each participating jurisdiction and the military, can serve as a monitoring agency for the study 
recommendations and to some extent can exert peer pressure on localities that are not following 
through with implementation of the recommendations.  The organization can also undertake or 
sponsor follow-up studies when needed, and can offer support to communities reluctant to enact 
politically sensitive land use controls by working with State governments to effectuate legislative 
initiatives or coordinate state programs that prevent encroachment.


❏


❏


 C. Objectives & Expectations of Participants


  1. Military


  2. Jurisdictions (cities, counties, States)


  3. Other interests (e.g., development, conservation, natural resource  
   protection)


II Organization


 A. Planning Area, Participating Agencies, & Jurisdictions


 B. Organizational Structure (include chart)


  1. Sponsor


  2. Policy committee


  3. Working group


  4. Others as applicable


 C. Organizational Roles & Responsibilities


 D. Public Participation


  1. Advisory group(s)


  2. Public forums, meetings, workshops, hearings


  3. JLUS Program Brochure


  4. Newsletter


  5. Media relations, press packets, news releases


III Background Information


 A. Chronology of Events Leading Up to a JLUS


 B. Economic Impacts of the Installation on the Region


 C. Current Community & Regional Plans/Studies—Relationship to the JLUS


 D. Current AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ & Base Master Plan—Relationship  
  to the JLUS


 E. Land Stewardship Agreements (e.g., endangered species, environmentally  
  sensitive areas)
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Appendix E


Framework for a Community/Military 
Joint Land Use Study
A joint military/civilian land use study should, at a minimum, address four things: the planning 
and development issues and why they are important to military and civilian study participants, 
the process that the applicants intend to use in completing the study, the product(s) of the study, 
and the cost.


The study design framework will most likely evolve over several iterations, depending primarily 
on whether the study will be done in-house by the sponsoring organization, or whether it 
will be done under contract.  If the technical work is to be done in-house, the participating 
organizations, both civilian and military, can develop the scope of services document relatively 
easily after conferring with all participating organizations and gaining consensus on what should 
be included in the study.  Of course the complexity of the study will be driven by the issues to be 
addressed and the perceived needs of the participants.


If the study is going to be contracted out to a private consulting firm or other technical resource 
such as a university, the sponsoring agency must use competitive bidding procedures.  Federal 
grant regulations require free and open competition for contracted services.  The scope of 
services must be detailed in a statement of work sufficient for potential bidders to make a cost 
determination.


The study design submitted to the Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) as part of a grant 
proposal needs to include process and product information.  Therefore, a comprehensive 
study design must specify responsibilities of all parties, and particularly what is to be done by a 
contractor.  An option is to prepare two study designs, one addressing the overall program, and 
a subset covering only those items to be done by a contractor.  Some flexibility should be built 
into the study design whichever method is used so that unforeseen issues that may arise during 
the study can be addressed without formally amending the study design or the grant agreement 
with OEA.  Final approval authority for the study design and contracts rests with OEA, so close 
coordination with OEA is needed throughout the process.


The following outline is illustrative.  It shows those issues that should be considered in any JLUS 
program, and should be used as a guide or checklist to facilitate local consensus building on what 
the study should include.


I Study Purpose


 A. Problem/Issues Statement


 B. Study Goals (e.g., protection of public health, safety, and welfare, and  
  sustainability of military mission)


Implementation can also be facilitated through positive press relations.  Leaders of the local JLUS 
process should ensure that the media are brought on board to support the objectives of the study 
from its inception.  Once the media are convinced that the process is valid and needed, they will 
be more supportive throughout the process and into the implementation phase.


Lessons Learned
Several lessons have been learned through the experiences of communities and military bases 
around the country as they prepared joint land use studies.  The most important of these are 
summarized as follows.


Consensus building before, during, and after the study is of paramount importance.  
It is nearly impossible to do this unless all interested parties are meaningfully involved 
from the beginning of the process.


Carefully crafted organizational structure can ensure that technical needs of the study 
team are met, and that policy makers and technical staff of participating jurisdictions 
and organizations have ample opportunity to contribute their ideas and express any 
concerns.


The geographic planning area should include all jurisdictions that are impacted by the 
military installation activities in the geographic planning area.  The designation of a 
MIPD as the JLUS study area can signify a special inclusive study area for purposes 
of developing a consolidated action plan to support compatible development near 
military installations.


Rely heavily on the advice and experience of the Office of Economic Adjustment and 
the applicable Military Department(s) and representatives from the areas that have 
successfully completed implementation of a JLUS.  They have been through this 
process many times and can help local leaders recognize and avoid potential pitfalls.


For additional information on the JLUS program, contact:
Office of Economic Adjustment 
400 Army Navy Drive, Suite 200 
Arlington, VA 22202-2884
Phone (703) 604-6020
Or visit the OEA Web site at www.oea.gov


❏


❏


❏


❏
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Appendix A


Sample Statements/Resolutions 
Community Support for a Joint Land Use Study


Recognition of base’s importance to the local and regional economy, and thus the need 
to protect its operational capacity


Recognition of the local responsibility to protect the public health, safety, and welfare 
as the basis for participation in a JLUS, and follow-on implementation of appropriate 
measures to assure compatible development


Agreement in principle to concept of a JLUS and pledge of jurisdiction’s support and 
participation in the process


Agreement on the sponsor (grantee) for the study


Commitment to financial/in-kind support of the study


Good faith commitment to implement appropriate recommendations to ensure only 
compatible development will occur in Accident Potential Zones and areas impacted by 
high noise


 


•


•


•


•


•


•


Appendix D3  Radio Frequency Interference 
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Appendix D2  Electromagnetic Radiation Appendix B  Air Installations Compatible Use Zones
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Appendix C  Projectile Firing Range Zones Appendix D1  Explosive Safety Quantity Distance 
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Appendix A


Sample Statements/Resolutions 
Community Support for a Joint Land Use Study


Recognition of base’s importance to the local and regional economy, and thus the need 
to protect its operational capacity


Recognition of the local responsibility to protect the public health, safety, and welfare 
as the basis for participation in a JLUS, and follow-on implementation of appropriate 
measures to assure compatible development


Agreement in principle to concept of a JLUS and pledge of jurisdiction’s support and 
participation in the process


Agreement on the sponsor (grantee) for the study


Commitment to financial/in-kind support of the study


Good faith commitment to implement appropriate recommendations to ensure only 
compatible development will occur in Accident Potential Zones and areas impacted by 
high noise


 


•


•


•


•


•


•


Appendix D3  Radio Frequency Interference 







20


Joint Land Use Study Program Guidance Manual


helping communities help themselves


13


Joint Land Use Study Program Guidance Manual


helping communities help themselves


Appendix E


Framework for a Community/Military 
Joint Land Use Study
A joint military/civilian land use study should, at a minimum, address four things: the planning 
and development issues and why they are important to military and civilian study participants, 
the process that the applicants intend to use in completing the study, the product(s) of the study, 
and the cost.


The study design framework will most likely evolve over several iterations, depending primarily 
on whether the study will be done in-house by the sponsoring organization, or whether it 
will be done under contract.  If the technical work is to be done in-house, the participating 
organizations, both civilian and military, can develop the scope of services document relatively 
easily after conferring with all participating organizations and gaining consensus on what should 
be included in the study.  Of course the complexity of the study will be driven by the issues to be 
addressed and the perceived needs of the participants.


If the study is going to be contracted out to a private consulting firm or other technical resource 
such as a university, the sponsoring agency must use competitive bidding procedures.  Federal 
grant regulations require free and open competition for contracted services.  The scope of 
services must be detailed in a statement of work sufficient for potential bidders to make a cost 
determination.


The study design submitted to the Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) as part of a grant 
proposal needs to include process and product information.  Therefore, a comprehensive 
study design must specify responsibilities of all parties, and particularly what is to be done by a 
contractor.  An option is to prepare two study designs, one addressing the overall program, and 
a subset covering only those items to be done by a contractor.  Some flexibility should be built 
into the study design whichever method is used so that unforeseen issues that may arise during 
the study can be addressed without formally amending the study design or the grant agreement 
with OEA.  Final approval authority for the study design and contracts rests with OEA, so close 
coordination with OEA is needed throughout the process.


The following outline is illustrative.  It shows those issues that should be considered in any JLUS 
program, and should be used as a guide or checklist to facilitate local consensus building on what 
the study should include.


I Study Purpose


 A. Problem/Issues Statement


 B. Study Goals (e.g., protection of public health, safety, and welfare, and  
  sustainability of military mission)


Implementation can also be facilitated through positive press relations.  Leaders of the local JLUS 
process should ensure that the media are brought on board to support the objectives of the study 
from its inception.  Once the media are convinced that the process is valid and needed, they will 
be more supportive throughout the process and into the implementation phase.


Lessons Learned
Several lessons have been learned through the experiences of communities and military bases 
around the country as they prepared joint land use studies.  The most important of these are 
summarized as follows.


Consensus building before, during, and after the study is of paramount importance.  
It is nearly impossible to do this unless all interested parties are meaningfully involved 
from the beginning of the process.


Carefully crafted organizational structure can ensure that technical needs of the study 
team are met, and that policy makers and technical staff of participating jurisdictions 
and organizations have ample opportunity to contribute their ideas and express any 
concerns.


The geographic planning area should include all jurisdictions that are impacted by the 
military installation activities in the geographic planning area.  The designation of a 
MIPD as the JLUS study area can signify a special inclusive study area for purposes 
of developing a consolidated action plan to support compatible development near 
military installations.


Rely heavily on the advice and experience of the Office of Economic Adjustment and 
the applicable Military Department(s) and representatives from the areas that have 
successfully completed implementation of a JLUS.  They have been through this 
process many times and can help local leaders recognize and avoid potential pitfalls.


For additional information on the JLUS program, contact:
Office of Economic Adjustment 
400 Army Navy Drive, Suite 200 
Arlington, VA 22202-2884
Phone (703) 604-6020
Or visit the OEA Web site at www.oea.gov


❏


❏


❏


❏
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Peripheral land uses that adversely impact installation operations; and


Regional and local intergovernmental approaches to developing and implementing land 
development policy.


Within these general categories, recommendations might include public relations/education 
programs, intra- and interjurisdictional policy statements, military operational noise and safety 
controls, local government land use policies or laws, State legislation, partnering with land 
trust programs leading to initiatives to secure limited development rights, and institutional 
arrangements for implementing JLUS recommendations.


Implementation Activities
Federal agencies, including the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA), Departments of Housing 
and Urban Development (HUD), Veterans Administration (VA), and the Rural Development 
Administration of the Department of Agriculture (RDA) are available to provide program 
assistance through the President’s Economic Adjustment Committee in implementation of a 
JLUS.  HUD, VA, and RDA have housing assistance programs and may not provide guaranteed 
loans in areas affected by aircraft accident potential and high noise zones.  When preparing 
a JLUS, these agencies should be consulted and informed of the location of aircraft accident 
potential and high noise zones.  Appendix F provides a list of the regional points of contact for the 
referenced agencies. 


No JLUS can be considered a success unless the study recommendations are implemented 
and incorporated by local ordinance into the community comprehensive/general plan, 
zoning ordinance, subdivision regulations, and building codes.  An important first step in the 
implementation process is the official adoption of the recommendations by the JLUS policy 
committee, and transmittal of the JLUS report and recommendations to affected local governing 
bodies for implementation.  


A cover letter should be prepared and signed by the policy committee chairperson explaining 
why implementation is important and how it will help the community in both the short run and 
into the future.  The cover letter should offer to have one of the policy committee members with 
support from the technical committee and the military installation attend a future meeting of the 
municipal or county board/council to explain the recommendations and answer any questions.


One way that the implementation process can be institutionalized is through the creation of 
a permanent advisory board or commission.  Such an organization, with representatives from 
each participating jurisdiction and the military, can serve as a monitoring agency for the study 
recommendations and to some extent can exert peer pressure on localities that are not following 
through with implementation of the recommendations.  The organization can also undertake or 
sponsor follow-up studies when needed, and can offer support to communities reluctant to enact 
politically sensitive land use controls by working with State governments to effectuate legislative 
initiatives or coordinate state programs that prevent encroachment.


❏


❏


 C. Objectives & Expectations of Participants


  1. Military


  2. Jurisdictions (cities, counties, States)


  3. Other interests (e.g., development, conservation, natural resource  
   protection)


II Organization


 A. Planning Area, Participating Agencies, & Jurisdictions


 B. Organizational Structure (include chart)


  1. Sponsor


  2. Policy committee


  3. Working group


  4. Others as applicable


 C. Organizational Roles & Responsibilities


 D. Public Participation


  1. Advisory group(s)


  2. Public forums, meetings, workshops, hearings


  3. JLUS Program Brochure


  4. Newsletter


  5. Media relations, press packets, news releases


III Background Information


 A. Chronology of Events Leading Up to a JLUS


 B. Economic Impacts of the Installation on the Region


 C. Current Community & Regional Plans/Studies—Relationship to the JLUS


 D. Current AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ & Base Master Plan—Relationship  
  to the JLUS


 E. Land Stewardship Agreements (e.g., endangered species, environmentally  
  sensitive areas)
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IV Technical Information


 A. Planning Area Profile


  1. Existing land use


  2. Water, sewer, gas utilities


  3. Existing development controls


   a. zoning


   b. building codes


   c. height restrictions


   d. easements


   e. moratoriums


   f. conservation/preservation


  4. Projections


   a. population by age


   b. employment by SIC code


   c. land use by category


   d. traffic (highway & air)


   e. utility extensions


 B. Military Mission(s)


  1. Current or projected


  2. Reasonable full use scenario


 C. Military Operations & Impacts on Community


  1. Economic impact on adjacent communities


  2. Environmental & safety impacts (AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ)


   a. noise (aircraft, artillery, other)


   b. flight tracks


   c. aircraft accident potential


Also, the U.S. Geological Survey maintains a Web site and database for a wide range of digital 
information, provided by Federal agencies, known as the Geospatial One Stop (http://www.
geo-one-stop.gov). Some of these data can be viewed online using the National Map (http://
nationalmap.gov). Most major military installations also maintain a variety of digital data sets, 
including geospatial data. Noise contour information can typically be provided by the Army, 
Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force in digital format based on AICUZ and Army’s ONMP 
studies. 


One important consideration for sharing and using geospatial data is scale.  For example, when 
requesting either digital or hard copy noise contours, request the data at the same scale used by 
local governments. If digital data are combined in a system like GIS, the user must ensure that the 
quality and fidelity of every data layer is consistent with the others used. One good way to check 
these quality parameters is by checking the “metadata,” or “data about the data.” Every geospatial 
data file created using Federal funds is required to have metadata; most States are creating similar 
requirements. You can find useful information regarding metadata, spatial data standards, and 
learn which Federal agencies are responsible for all the major types of geospatial information on 
the Web site of the Federal Geographic Data Committee.


Another indispensable part of the technical background information is an inventory of 
existing community plans and development control tools.  Unnecessary duplication of existing 
information wastes time and money.  Also important is a complete understanding of existing 
State land use enabling legislation, and what new legislative authority might be needed to 
implement the study recommendations.  In this context, the OEA Practical Guide to Compatible 
Civilian Development Near Military Installations is a reference source that should be consulted.  
It is available on the OEA Web site (www.oea.gov .)


All technical issues should reach resolution through the cooperative working relationship of 
the working group with the base, community leadership, and professional staff.  For time and 
financial budgeting reasons, pertinent technical issues should be identified early enough to be 
included in the workplan.


Typical JLUS Study Recommendations
The Joint Land Use Study process will result in a series of findings, conclusions, and 
recommendations.  The recommendations are the most important part of the JLUS because 
their implementation must accomplish the objectives of the study, for example, compatible 
development of land affected by or affecting installation operations.  To be accepted and endorsed 
by all parties involved in the study, the recommendations must be based on fact, technically 
feasible, and politically and financially realistic.


Generally, recommendations will include those that fit into the following categories:


Noise exposure and accident potential zones resulting from aircraft and/or artillery;


Limitations on tall structures that interfere with flight operations;


On-base measures to mitigate community impacts;


❏


❏


❏
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Public scoping and comment meetings, the preparation of informational brochures, newsletters, 
Web sites and news articles, as well as traditional press releases, should be used to instill public 
confidence in the professional, straightforward process being used.


Local media involvement should be cultivated at the beginning and throughout the study, as the 
media can provide broader public exposure to the intent and purpose for the study, technical 
information, policy issues, progress, and study recommendations.


Technical Issues Associated With a JLUS
Many of the technical issues associated with a JLUS will be unique because each community and 
base has its own characteristics and needs.  There are, however, certain technical issues that will 
invariably be a part of any JLUS project.  These will for the most part be related to noise and 
aircraft safety considerations, but may also, for example, include economic impacts of the bases 
on the surrounding communities as a means of convincing local officials that the potential cost 
of losing the base due to incompatible land development may be significant.  Also of increasing 
importance is the nonmilitary stewardship of wildlife and fragile ecosystems.


Noise and safety information will be available from the installation’s AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ 
report.  Consideration should also be given to planning for possible fluctuations in noise impact 
configurations that future change in aircraft, flight frequency, or mission would cause.  This 
approach to identifying future maximum mission contour (MMC) would minimize the local 
planning difficulty in responding to the “accordion” effect of noise impacts as mission and 
weapons configurations change over time.  The MMC concept is intended to project future 
conditions based not on certainty, but rather on sound judgment, information exchange, and 
community goals and objectives.  A “notional” MMC can define the projected noise contours a 
community is willing to accept for land use planning purposes.


Because most of the technical information involved in a JLUS has a spatial component, most 
participants find maps to be an essential part of developing and sustaining a JLUS. One of 
the most useful tools for developing maps and analyzing the data which comprise them is a 
Geographic Information System (GIS). Although JLUS grants will not cover the cost to establish a 
GIS system, grant funds may be used to gather, create, and analyze geospatial data.


Once loaded with accurate data, a GIS can portray spatial information in a consistent manner 
throughout the study area. Study sponsors having access to GIS capabilities should carefully 
inventory the kinds of geospatial information available from participating organizations, including 
the Department of Defense. Geospatial information, aerial imagery, and maps are very useful 
but can also be expensive to acquire. All JLUS participants should seek to make maximum use 
of existing geospatial information, whatever the source, as long as the information is of adequate 
quality, covers the study area, and can be shared willingly by the originating organization. 
Geospatial information may be available from local governments, through State geographic 
coordination councils, or from State agencies. 


The National States Geographic Information Council (NSGIC) maintains a Web site and 
database where users can find out what spatial data are readily available on a State-by-State basis. 


   d. height restrictions


   e. traffic


   f. off-base maneuvers


   g. other (e.g., dust, smoke, light)


   h. natural habitat, conservation


  3. Current measures to mitigate impacts


  4. Potential operational changes to mitigate impacts


 D. Civilian Development Impacts on Mission Accomplishment


  1. Existing incompatible development, potential for incompatible  
   development under existing controls & growth scenarios


  2. Transportation (highways & airports)


  3. Other (electromagnetic interference, light, dust, birds, wildlife, pollution)


  4. Development control enforcement record


 E. State Legislation Permitting or Impeding Use of Development Controls


  1. Areas of critical concern


  2. Land conservation/preservation programs


  3. Real estate disclosure


  4. Special land use/zoning districts


V Recommendations


 A. General Recommendations


  1. Land uses


  2. Transportation improvements


  3. Community facilities, infrastructure, & services


  4. Intergovernmental planning coordination


  5. Regulation


  6. State legislative actions required
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 B. Community Specific Recommendations


  1. Land use & zoning


  2. Transportation


  3. Community facilities, infrastructure, & services


  4. Regulation (e.g., building codes, disclosure)


 C. Installation Specific Recommendations


  1. Operational patterns


  2. Mitigation measures


VI Implementation Strategies


 A. What Should Be Done


 B. Who is Responsible


 C. When


VII Monitoring Plan


 A. Responsibility for Monitoring Implementation Activities


 B. Procedures for Follow-Up on Implementation Slippage


VIII Study Phasing (chart or graph)


 A. Tasks, Milestones, Target Dates, & Responsibilities


 B. Preliminary Schedule of Implementation Activities


IX Project Cost & Fund Sources  
 (Federal, State, local cash/in-kind)
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After formulation of the study workplan (scope of work), the policy committee will usually 
meet only for major presentations of information and findings, review of policy issues, and final 
endorsement of the completed report and its recommendations.


Develop a Workplan
After the Military Influence Planning District (MIPD) study area is defined, attention should 
be focused on resources needed to undertake the study.  This has to be done concurrently with 
development of the detailed workplan because each consideration will drive the other.  For 
example, the amount of money available will determine how complex (and expensive) the 
workplan can be, and the perceived scope of work requirements will determine how much money 
must be committed.


Defining the MIPD or study area at the beginning of the process can be difficult, since the full 
extent of military impacts on communities may not be known until the research phase of the 
project is completed.  For this reason the boundaries of the MIPD should be flexible and easily 
adjusted by the policy committee as circumstances warrant.  


There are several major encroachment issues that concern the military.  Each military department 
defines clear zones and accident potential zones (APZs) for the type aircraft it uses, so care should 
be taken to determine these dimensions at the outset.  Appendix B shows the areas affected by 
noise and accident potential for a Navy or Air Force airfield.  The noise levels are depicted by noise 
contours lines on a map.  Areas affected by greater than a 65 DNL1 noise level impact are usually 
considered the threshold above which certain uses should not be compatible.  


Appendix C shows a schematic configuration of impacts from artillery ranges.  The Army ONMP 
program uses Noise Zones I, II, and III (worst) to define noise-impacted areas.  These are also 
irregular in pattern based on noise contour lines.  The Air Force/Navy 65 DNL contour roughly 
equates to the limits of Army Zone II.  


Structure height is also important around airfields.  The AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ reports will 
depict an “airspace control surface” to guide the implementation of height restrictions.


Other considerations having specific parameters include explosives, safety quantity distances from 
ammunition storage that may affect land outside the base, external radio frequency interference, 
and electromagnetic radiation effects on adjacent land.  These phenomena are depicted in 
appendix D. 


1 DNL represents sound energy averaged over a 24-hour period, with a 10 dB nighttime penalty.  The DNL 
methodology is generally used to relate noise in residential envrionments to chronic annoyance by activity 
interference.  EPA Guidelines for Noise Impact Analysis (1982), recommends DNL as the primary measure of 
general audible noise and as the environmental noise descriptor for land use compatibility planning.


Appendix F


Federal Agency Points of Contact:
Regional FAA Offices’ Addresses and Telephone Numbers


NEW ENGLAND REGIONAL OFFICE


Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, Rhode Island  
and Connecticut


Airports Division, ANE-600
Federal Aviation Administration
12 New England Executive Park
Burlington, MA  1803-2599


Telephone:  (781) 238-7600 
Fax:  (781) 238-7608


SOUTHERN REGIONAL OFFICE


Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Florida, Puerto Rico, Islands, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, Mississippi, and Alabama


Airports Division, ASO-600
Federal Aviation Administration
1701 Columbia Avenue
College Park, GA  30337


Telephone:  (404) 305-6700


EASTERN REGIONAL OFFICE


New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, Maryland, Virginia,  
West Virginia, and District of Columbia


Airports Division, AEA-600
Federal Aviation Administration
One Aviation Plaza
159039 Rockaway Boulevard
Springfield Gardens, NY  11434


Telephone:  (718) 553-3330 
Fax:  (718) 995-9219
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GREAT LAKES REGIONAL OFFICE


Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin,  Minnesota, Ohio, North Dakota,  
and South Dakota


Airports Division, AGL-600
Federal Aviation Administration
2300 East Devon Avenue, Suite 309
Des Plaines, IL  60018


Telephone:  (847) 294-7272 
Fax:  (847) 294-7036


CENTRAL REGIONAL OFFICE


Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, and Nebraska


Airports Division, ACE-600
Federal Aviation Administration
901 Locust
Kansas City, MO  64106-2641


Telephone:  (816) 329-2600 
Fax:  (310) 725-6847


WESTERN-PACIFIC REGIONAL OFFICE


California, Arizona, Nevada, Hawaii, American Samoa, Guam,  
and Commonwealth of Northern Mariana Islands


Airport Division, AWP-600
Federal Aviation Administration
15000 Aviation boulevard, Room 3012
Hawthorne, CA  90261


Telephone:  (310) 725-3600 
Fax:  (310) 725-6847


ALASKAN REGIONAL OFFICE


Alaska


Airports Division, AAL-600
Federal Aviation Administration
Anchorage Federal Office Building
222 West 7th Avenue, Box 14
Anchorage, AK  99513


Telephone:  (907) 271-5438


Technical committees may have varying degrees of control over the activities of the subcontractor, 
and for this reason it is desirable for the policy committee to have at least one member on each 
technical committee for coordination and accountability.  


Membership of the technical advisory committee might include area planners, city and 
county managers and their professional staff, military base planners, local airport manager(s), 
representatives from the business and development community, FAA officials, natural resource 
protection organizations, and other subject matter experts as needed.  Membership on the 
technical committee should be expanded at any time during the study if new technical issues 
emerge.


The workplan, or study design, specifies what is to be done, how, and on what schedule.  It 
is important to develop a comprehensive workplan early in the organizational phase of the 
process.  Besides specifying the scope of work, it can be used to clarify roles, responsibilities, and 
expectations for all major study participants, and it can serve to explain and “sell” the project to 
local governments.  It should also function as an internal management tool to keep the project on 
track and on schedule.  Appendix E shows typical ingredients and issues that could be part of a 
JLUS scope of work.


The diagram below shows the relationships among participants, the committee, and the working 
group.  It suggests typical participants for each organization.


Responsibilities


Study
Sponsor


Policy
Committee


Working
Group


Technical
Committee


Technical
Committee


Technical
Committee


Participants
Coordination


Accountability
Grant Management


Technical Issues
Alternatives


Report Development
Recommendations


Policy Direction
Study Design/Oversight


Budget Approval
Monitoring


Report Adoption


Council of Governments
City/County Planning Committees
Airport Authority


Local and Base Planners
Community Staff
Business Representatives
Residents


City Officials
County Officials
Base Leadership
Private Sector Leadership
State Officials


Typical JLUS Organization
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pay extra dividends later when JLUS proponents seek agreement by affected communities on 
recommendations and implementation.


Four key organizational issues consume the most time: identifying and enlisting study 
participants; developing the project workplan; identifying and securing the needed resources; and 
gaining approval of the workplan and budget from OEA.


Policy Committee:  A policy committee needs to be established by the sponsor.  This committee 
would represent elected officials from participating jurisdictions, the military installation 
leadership, and senior representatives from other interested and affected agencies (like an airport 
authority) and the State.  The policy committee is responsible for the overall direction of the 
JLUS, approval of the budget, preparation and approval of the study design, approval of draft and 
final written reports, approval of policy recommendations, and monitoring implementation of the 
adopted policies.


The policy committee would meet initially to understand the purpose and expectations of the 
JLUS process, decide what will be studied, what resource commitment each participant should 
make, and the membership of a subsidiary working group that will be charged with study 
preparation.  


The first committee meeting might also include presentations from officials of communities that 
have completed a JLUS.  They can be helpful in gaining the support of local leaders, and should be 
considered as a useful start-up tool by other JLUS organizers. Statements of support might also be 
given by the base commanders and State officials.  This meeting can also be used to get feedback 
from local officials about issues important to them and their community, and obtain formal 
commitment to the project.  A sample budget proposal for local cash contributions and a sample 
letter of support for and agreement to participate in the study could be distributed at this time.  


OEA will expect letters of support from an elected or other authorized 
official on behalf of each local jurisdiction that will participate as part of 
a grant application.  The critical areas of endorsement and commitment 
are shown in a sample statement/resolution of community support for a 
JLUS at appendix A.


Throughout the organizational phase the OEA project manager will work with the affected 
communities and the sponsor, providing advice and guidance.  The project manager will 
shepherd the sponsor through the OEA grant process and represent the sponsor’s proposed grant 
application and workplan (scope of work) to the director of OEA.


Working Group:  A working group is normally formed to report to the policy committee and 
is responsible for identifying and studying technical issues, either independently or through 
the project subcontractor.  This may be done with one committee or a number of specialized 
subcommittees.  


SOUTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE


Arkansas, Texas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, and Louisiana 


Airports Division, ASW-600
Federal Aviation Administration
2601 Meacham Boulevard
Fort Worth, TX  76137-4298


Telephone:  (817) 222-5600 
Fax:  (817) 222-5984


Mail Address


Department of Transportation, ASW-600 
Federal Aviation Administration
Fort Worth, TX  76193-0600


NORTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE


Washington, Idaho, Oregon, Colorado, Wyoming, Utah, and Montana


Airports Division, ANM-600
Federal Aviation Administration 
1601 Lind Avenue, W.W., Suite 315
Renton, WA  98055-4056


Telephone:  (425) 227-2600 
Fax:  (425) 227-1600


The Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) - Federal Housing 
Administration (FHA) Regional Offices Addresses and Telephone


SANTA ANA HUD/FHA HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER 


California, Arizona, Nevada, Idaho, Oregon, Washington, Hawaii, 
 and Alaska


Santa Ana Homeownership Center
Santa Ana Federal Building
34 Civic Center Plaza, RM 7015
Santa Ana, CA  92701-4003


Telephone: 
Toll Free  1-800-225-5342 
Local  (714) 796-1200  
Danny Mendez, Director of Processing and Underwriting, ext. 3448
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DENVER HUD/FHA HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER


Montana, Wyoming, Utah, Colorado, New Mexico, North Dakota,  
South Dakota, Nebraska, Kansas, Oklahoma, Texas, Minnesota, Wisconsin,  
Iowa, Missouri, Arkansas, and Louisiana 


Denver Homeownership Center
UMB Plaza Building
1670 Broadway
Denver, CO  80202-4801


Telephone:  
Toll Free  1-800-225-5342 
Local  (303) 627-5280 
Dan Gomez, Director of Processing and Underwriting, ext.1643


ATLANTA HUD/FHA HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER


Florida, Georgia, Alabama, Mississippi, South Carolina, North Carolina, 
Tennessee, Kentucky, Indiana, and Illinois


Atlanta Homeownership Center
Five Point Plaza
40 Marietta Street
Atlanta, GA  30303-2806


Telephone: 
Toll Free  1-800-225-5342 
Local  (404) 331-5001 
Debra Robinson, Director of Processing and Underwriting, ext. 2674


PHILADELPHIA HUD/FHA HOMEOWNERSHIP CENTER


Maryland, Virginia, Delaware, West Virginia, Ohio, Michigan, Pennsylvania, 
New Jersey, New Your, Connecticut, Rhode Island, Massachusetts, Vermont, 
New Hampshire, and Maine


Philadelphia Homeownership Center
The Wanamaker Building
100 Penn Square East
Philadelphia, PA  19107-3389


Telephone:  
Toll Free  1-800-225-5342 
Local  (215) 656-0500 
Gerry Glavey, Director of Processing and Underwriting, (215) 861-7513. 


jurisdiction or organization will serve as the JLUS sponsor to manage a JLUS planning assistance 
grant.  


The OEA project manager is assigned to provide technical assistance to the participating 
jurisdiction(s) and the military installation.  Project managers are well trained and experts in the 
fields of planning, real estate, and economic development.  Their technical support and guidance 
throughout the JLUS process can be invaluable.


Once the community is organized, a typical JLUS can take up to 12 months to complete.  In 
some cases the sponsor may be a State government that is seeking to conduct JLUS for more 
than one base in the State as a means of demonstrating a statewide concern over the sustainability 
of the military presence in the State.  States such as Arizona and California have used the JLUS 
program to deal with multiple bases in their State and from the lessons learned have developed 
statewide handbooks to advise local governments as to the best practices to prevent incompatible 
civilian development near military installations.


Local Organization
Once the jurisdictions agree to conduct a JLUS, participants must decide what jurisdiction 
or organization will be responsible for the study and agree on a sponsor.  Where one or two 
jurisdictions are involved, a city or county planning agency may be the logical sponsor.  Where 
many jurisdictions are involved, one organization needs to sponsor the study.  Studies of this 
nature completed in major urban areas (e.g., Sacramento, Phoenix, and Charleston) were 
coordinated by State or regional planning agencies or councils of government.  In rare instances 
where a very large geographic area is involved, beyond the normal jurisdictional area of local 
organizations, special organizations may need to be created, with perhaps the State playing the 
critical coordinating role.  This was done in Arizona and California.


Identifying the stakeholders at the onset of the project is critical because ongoing support will 
directly relate to how involved participants have been from the beginning.  At a minimum, the 
participants should include representatives from the military installation, all jurisdictions where 
the military reservation lies, and those jurisdictions that are affected by high noise or accident 
potential.  If communities or counties beyond those in the immediate vicinity of the base are 
affected, they should also be included.  


Also, if other civilian airports are affected by base operations, the Federal Aviation Administration 
(FAA) and State aviation agency should be asked to participate on the technical working 
committee as opposed to the policy committee.  Once the participants are identified, they need 
to agree on what jurisdiction or organization will sponsor the study, and how the study will be 
accomplished.


Even with widespread general support for a JLUS, the organizational phase of the process can 
take as long as a year to complete in localities that include many jurisdictions or where consensus 
is lacking.  It is important that community and military officials recognize that the up front 
investment of time is critical to building a support base at the beginning of the process.  This will 
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Areas adjacent to most installations are very attractive for civilian development because of their 
proximity to the economic activities generated by the military presence.  However, they also may 
become subject to military-related noise and accident potential and other operational activities.  


In some cases, incompatible development has been a factor in the curtailment of training 
operations or the relocation of certain operations to other bases.  This has, in turn, reduced the 
economic benefit of the installation to the adjacent community and the mission suitability to the 
military department. Conversely, adjacent communities may have unintended and unwanted 
effects on the military installation, most of which are associated with urbanization, especially 
the civilian development of land adjacent to an installation that is incompatible with installation 
activities or causes the limitation of operations.  


Incompatible development is broadly called encroachment.  It includes incompatible uses: those 
that adversely affect the public health, safety, and welfare; and those that produce externalities such 
as noise, smoke, dust, excessive light, electromagnetic interference, and vibration, which impair 
the military mission.  Structures that intrude into airspace are also a form of encroachment.


Urbanization can also affect endangered wildlife, reducing habitat, thus forcing it onto adjacent 
military property.  This migration can impact adversely on operations, training, and readiness, 
since endangered species habitat must be respected and protected by law.  The Office of 
the Secretary of Defense (OSD) is authorized to reach out and partner with state and local 
government and conservation-based nongovernmental organizations to acquire interest in land 
around military installations and test and training ranges to achieve conservation values that not 
only improve habitat for wildlife off-base but buffer military installations from incompatible 
development that could affect the operational utility of the military base and mission. 


JLUS Start-Up
Each year the military departments nominate bases for a JLUS.  Selection is based on the presence 
of existing incompatibilities or the potential for it to develop in the near future.  In some cases 
a community may initiate a JLUS by contacting the local military installation and requesting 
that a JLUS be nominated by the affected military installation.  If the military installation 
nominates a JLUS, an OEA project manager visits the installation, meets with the base and 
community leadership, and explains the purpose and process for initiating a study.  In addition, 
there must be an indication of strong support from the base leadership.  The base must ensure 
its staff participates throughout the study process, and a current AICUZ/ONMP/RAICUZ 
and Installation Natural Resources Management Plan (INRMP) reports are available or near 
completion.  


Military installations are often located within several jurisdictions and operations can adversely 
affect more than one.  Conversely, independent local planning and development decision can 
constrain base operations.  Thus, cooperation and participation among affected jurisdictions is 
essential.  The OEA project manager, together with representatives from the military department, 
meets with the various communities collectively or individually to achieve understanding, 
consensus, and acceptance of the JLUS concept.  It is expected that through local consensus, one 


Department of Veterans Affairs – Home Loan Guaranty Services Telephone Numbers  
and Addresses


ATLANTA REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, and Tennessee


Department of Veterans Affairs
Regional Loan Center
1700 Clairmont Road
P.O. Box 100023
Decatur, GA  30031-7023


Telephone:  1-888-768-2132


CLEVELAND REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Delaware, Indiana, Michigan, New Jersey, Ohio, and Pennsylvania


Department of Veterans Affairs
Cleveland Regional Loan Center
1240 East Ninth Street
Cleveland, OH  44199


Telephone:  1-800-729-5772


DENVER REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Alaska, Colorado, Idaho, Montana, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and Wyoming


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
P.O. Box  25126
Denver, CO  80225


Telephone:  1-888-349-7541 
Web Site:  www.vba.va.gov/ro/manchester/lgymain/loans.html


HONOLULU REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Hawaian Islands, Guam, Northern Mariana Islands, American Samoa


Department of Veterans Affairs
Loan Guaranty Division
Po. Box 29020
Honolulu, HI  96820-1420


*Although not a RLC, this office is a fully
functioning Loan Guaranty operation for Hawaii.


Telephone:  1-808-433-0481
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HOUSTON REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
6900 Almeda Road
Houston, TX  77030


Telephone:  1-888-232-2571


MANCHESTER REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Connecticut, Massachusetts, Maine, New Hampshire, New York,  
Rhode Island, and Vermont


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
275 Chestnut Street
Manchester, NH  03101


Teltphone:  1-800-827-6311 or 1-800-827-0336 
Web Site:  www.vba.va.gov/ro/manchester/lgymain/loans.html


PHOENIX REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Arizona, California, New Mexico, Nevada


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
3333 N. Central Avenue
Phoenix, AZ  85012- 2402


Telephone:  1-888-869-0194 
Web Site:  www.vba.va.gov/phoenixlgy.htm


ROANOKE REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


District of Columbia, Kentucky, Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia


Department of Veterans Affairs
Roanoke Regional Loan Center
210 Franklin Road SW
Roanoke, VA  24011


Telephone:  1-800-933-5499


The JLUS Program objectives are twofold:  


To encourage cooperative land use planning between military installations and 
the surrounding communities so that future civilian growth and development are 
compatible with the training or operational missions of the installation; and 


To seek ways to reduce the operational impacts on adjacent land.


The JLUS program encourages communities and the military installation to study the issues in an 
open forum, taking into consideration both community and military viewpoints.  As an incentive 
for communities to participate in a joint planning process, the OEA offers community planning 
grants for a JLUS.  


Recommendations in a JLUS are used to guide local jurisdictions in the development and 
implementation of land use and development controls.  The intent of the controls is to ensure 
that future public and private development around the military installation will be compatible 
with both the military mission and the development needs of the community.  It promotes a win-
win situation for all participants.


Results are expected from a JLUS project.  Communities are asked to make good faith 
commitments before the program is funded that study recommendations will be accepted 
and incorporated into local planning and decision making processes.  Some of the study 
recommendations will be controversial, particularly to groups or individuals having development 
interests in land affected by base operations.  Local officials must face this reality before they agree 
to participate in the process, and must be willing to consider the broader public health, safety, and 
welfare issues as they affect or are affected by the military presence.


Military Installations and the Surrounding Communities 
Military installations are often the economic engines that underpin and drive local economies.  
They provide the jobs and require the daily goods and services to run the equivalent of a small 
city under the guidance of the Defense Department.  Direct expenditures of defense dollars in the 
form of payrolls and local procurement contracts generate in turn secondary expenditures that 
help support local economies.


Military installations can also affect adjacent communities in several ways, some positive (as with 
the economic impacts) and some negative.  Negative impacts may include noise, safety concerns, 
smoke, dust, and other effects from training and military operations.  The military attempts to 
moderate these negative effects through such programs as the Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force 
AICUZ/RAICUZ programs and the Army’s ONMP.  These programs address concerns for safety 
and noise mitigation and how the military installation can become a better neighbor.


1)


2)
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formulation of amendments to a local comprehensive/general plan and implementing zoning 
ordinances.  The objective is to smartly guide compatible land use decisions at the local level.


Typically, a JLUS examines the following, among other things:


The economic profile of the region and the impact of the military’s presence on the 
surrounding local economy;


The existing and proposed land use patterns and activities surrounding the military 
installation;


The most current technical reports from the Army Operational Noise Management 
Program (ONMP), AICUZ, and Range Air Installations Compatibile Use Zones 
(RAICUZ) program prepared by the military, including operational mission profiles 
and types of military aircraft, and tracked or wheeled equipment (e.g., heavy or light 
tanks, artillery, personnel carriers, and helicopters) employed in testing and training 
operations;


Environmental factors such as natural cultural resources, wildlife habitat, on- and  
off-base air quality attainment, urban lighting (both direct and indirect), dust and 
smoke emissions, and electromagnetic interference;  


The extent of civilian encroachment and how it is likely to impair the continued 
operational utility of the military installation; and


The current adopted and approved comprehensive/general plan, development policies 
of the local government, and existing land use regulations and codes. 


Based on the analysis of the background information and pertinent data and facts, the 
participating jurisdiction(s) formulates an action strategy and incorporates to the extent 
practicable the JLUS recommendations into local plans and programs of the jurisdiction. 


Who can apply for a JLUS?  OEA may provide technical and financial 
assistance to State and local governments, the District of Columbia, 
tribal nations, and the Commonwealths of Guam and Puerto Rico to 
achieve local compatible land use planning processes and programs 
designed to protect the public health, safety, and welfare and sustain the 
military missions and activities.  To be qualified for a JLUS, the local 
military installation first nominates the installation for a JLUS to the 
OEA through the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the respective military 
departments.  OEA may support the nomination if it is determined 
that the encroachment of the civilian community is likely to impair the 
continued operational utility of the military installation.


•


•


•


•


•


•


ST. PAUL REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Illinois, Iowa, Kansas, Minnesota, Missouri, Nebraska, North Dakota,  
South Dakota, and Wisconsin


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
1 Federal Drive
Fort Snelling, 
St. Paul, MN  55111-4050


Telephone:  1-800-827-0611


ST. PETERSBURG REGIONAL LOAN CENTER


Alabama, Florida, Mississippi, Puerto Rico and U.S. Virgin Islands


Department of Veterans Affairs
VA Regional Loan Center
P.O. Box 1437
St. Petersburg, FL  33731-1437


Telephone:  1-888-611-5916


United States Department of Agriculture – Rural Development Operations and Management 
– State Directors Telephone Numbers and Addresses


ALABAMA


Steve Pelham
Sterling Centre, Suite 601
4121 Carmichael Road
Montgomery, AL  36106-3683


Telephone:  (334) 279-3400 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/al


ALASKA


Chad B. Padgett
800 West Evergreen, Suite 201
Palmer, AK  99645


Telephone:  (907) 761-7705 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ak
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ARIZONA


Eddie Browning
230 North First Avenue, Suite 206
Phoenix, AZ  85003-1706


Telephone:  (602) 280-8701 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/az


ARKANSAS


Roy Smith
Federal Building
700 West Capital Avenue, Room 3416
Little Rock, AR  72201-3225


Telephone:  (501) 301-3200 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ar


CALIFORNIA


Benjamin Higgins
430 G Street, #4169
Davis, CA  95616-4169


Telephone:  (530) 792-5800 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ca


COLORADO


Mike Bennett
655 Parfet Street, Room E-100
Lakewood, CO  80215


Telephone:  (720) 544-2915 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/co


DELAWARE – MARYLAND 


Marlene B. Elliott
1221 College Park Drive, Suite 200
Dover, DE  19904


Telephone:  (302) 857-3580 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/de 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/md


Introduction
Congress authorized community planning assistance to complement the military service’s Air 
Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) program.  The AICUZ program is the military 
department’s program designed to identify accident potential and high noise zones surrounding 
military airfields.  The community planning assistance program is managed by the Office of 
Economic Adjustment (OEA) and is intended to supplement the AICUZ program.


The OEA community planning assistance program has evolved and broadened into areas of 
consideration beyond noise and safety to include other facets of incompatibility.  Community 
planning assistance provides technical and financial assistance directly to state or local 
governments to undertake community-compatible land use planning programs.  This program 
addresses present and future incompatible civilian activity, and protects the sustainability of the 
military training and readiness missions.  This is critical to ensuring that our war fighters are well 
trained and prepared to enter any theater of war anywhere in the world, to survive and to win.


The Department of Defense OEA administers the community planning assistance through 
the Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) program.  Its purpose is to promote compatible civilian 
development patterns near military installations by applying the local planning process to update 
local comprehensive/general plans and supporting land use regulations. 


The JLUS program relies on strong community planning and land 
use regulatory (zoning) capabilities to implement the compatibility 
recommendations through local community’s comprehensive planning 
programs and processes.  The JLUS program is community controlled 
and community directed. 


A JLUS is produced by and for the local jurisdiction(s).  It is intended to benefit both the local 
community and the military installation by combining the work of the AICUZ program with the 
JLUS program.  The JLUS program is a basic planning process designed to identify encroachment 
issues confronting both the civilian community and the military installation and to recommend 
strategies to address the issues in the context of local comprehensive/general planning programs. 


The JLUS is conducted in a collaborative manner involving all stakeholders, including the local 
elected officials, planning commissioners, local military base command staff, community business 
leaders, chambers of commerce, homebuilders, real estate interests, and affected residents.


The JLUS planning area or district is defined by the jurisdiction(s) conducting the JLUS in 
consultation with the military and participants serving on a JLUS policy advisory committee.  
Generally, it includes the areas surrounding the military installation that are influenced by military 
operations.  In this context, it is referred to here as the “Military Influence Planning District” 
(MIPD) that can ring a base or range, providing the impetus and the context leading to the 
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FLORIDA—VIRGIN ISLANDS


Charles W. Clemons, Sr.
Post Office Box 147010 
4440 NW 25th Place
Gainesville, FL  32614-7010


Telephone:  (352) 338-3402 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/fl


GEORGIA


F. Stone Workman
Stephens Federal Building
355 E. Hancock Avenue
Athens, GA  30601-2768


Telephone:  (706) 546-2162 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ga


HAWAII


Lorraine Shin
Federal Building, Room 311
154 Waianuenue Avenue
Hilo, HI  96720


Telephone:  (808) 933-8302 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/hi


IDAHO


Michael A. Field
9713 West Barnes Drive, Suite A1
Boise, ID  83709


Telephone:  1-800-632-5991 (toll free) or (208) 378-5600 
Web Site:   www.rurdev.usda.gov/id


ILLINOIS


Douglas Wilson
2118 West Park Court, Suite A
Champaign, IL  61821


Telephone:  (217) 403-6200 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/il
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INDIANA


Robert White
5975 Lakeside Boulevard
Indianapolis, IN  46278


Telephone:  (317) 290-3100 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/in


IOWA


Mark Reisinger
Federal Building, Room 873
210 Walnut Street
Des Moines, IA  59309


Telephone:  (515) 284-4663 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ia


KANSAS


Charles R. Banks
1303 SW First American Place, Suite 100
Topeka, KS  66604-4040


Telephone:  (785) 271-2700 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov.ks


KENTUCKY


Kenneth Slone
771 Corporate Drive, Suite 200
Lexington, KY  40503


Telephone:  (859) 224-7300 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ky


LOUISIANA


Clyde C. Holloway
3727 Government Street
Alexandria, LA  71302


Telephone:  (318) 473-7921 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/la


Common Acronyms and Abbreviations


AICUZ Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 


APZ Accident Potential Zones


ENMP Environmental Noise Management Plan


INRMP Installation Natural Resources Management Plan


GIS Geographic Information System


JLUS Joint Land Use Study


MIPD Military Influence Planning District


MMC Maximum Mission Contour


NSGIC National States Geographic Information Council


OEA Office of Economic Adjustment


ONMP Operational Noise Management Program


OSD Office of the Secretary of Defense


RAICUZ Range Air Installations Compatibile Use Zones


SIC Standard Industrial Clasification
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MAINE


Michael W. Aube
Post Office Box 405
967 Illinois Avenue, Suite 4
Bangor, ME  04402-0405


Telephone:  (207) 990-9160 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/me


MASSACHUSETTS—RHODE ISLAND—CONNECTICUT


David H. Tuttle
451 West Street
Amherst, MA  01002


Telephone:  1-800-352-8015 (toll free) or (413) 253-4300 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ma


MICHIGAN


Gene DeRossett
3001 College Road, Suite 200
East Lansing, MI  48823


Telephone:  (517) 324-5188 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/mi


MINNESOTA


Stephen G. Wenzel
410 AgriBank Building
375 Jackson Street
St. Paul, MN  55101


Telephone:  (651) 602-7800 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/mn


MISSISSIPPI


John W. Rounsaville
Federal Building, Suite 831
100 West Capital Street
Jackson, MS  39269


Telephone:  (601) 965-4316 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ms
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MISSOURI


Gregory Branum
601 Business Loop 70 West
Parkade Center, Suite 235
Columbus, MO  65203


Telephone:  (573) 867-0976 
Web Site:   www.rurdev.usda.gov/mo


MONTANA


Tim Ryan
Unit 1, Suite B
900 Technology Boulevard
Bozeman, MT  59718


Telephone:  (406) 585-2580 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/mt


NEBRASKA


Scot Blehm
Federal Building, Room 152
100 Centennial Mall North
Lincoln, NE  68508


Telephone:  (402) 437-5551 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ne


NEVADA


Larry J. Smith
1390 South Curry Street
Carson City, NV  89703-5146


Telephone:  (775) 887-1222 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nv


NEW JERSEY


Andrew M.G. Law
5th Floor North
8000 Midlantic Drive
Mr. Laurel, NJ  08054


Telephone:  (856) 787-7700 
Web site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nj
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NEW MEXICO


Ryan Gleason
6200 Jefferson Street, Room 255
Albuquerque, NM  87109


Telephone:  (505) 761-4950 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nm


NEW YORK


Scott Collins (Acting)
The Galleries of Syracuse
441 South Salina Street
Syracuse, NY  13202


Telephone:  (315) 477-6400 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ny


NORTH CAROLINA


John Cooper
4405 Bland Road, Suite 260 
Raleigh, NC  27609


Telephone:  (919) 873-2000 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nc


NORTH DAKOTA


Clare Carlson
Federal Building, Room 208
Post Office Box 1737
220 East Rosser
Bismarck, ND  58502-1737


Telephone:  (701) 530-2037 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/nd


OHIO


Randall Hunt
Federal Building, Room 507
200 North High Street
Columbus, OH  43215-2477


Telephone:  (614) 255-2500, Ext. 4 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/oh
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OKLAHOMA


Brent J. Kisling
100 USDA, Suite 108
Stillwater, OK  74074-2654


Telephone:  (405) 742-1000 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ok


OREGON


Mark Simmons
1201 Northeast Lloyd Boulevard, Suite 801
Portland, OR  97232


Telephone:  1-866-923-5626 (toll free) or (503) 414-3300 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/or


PENNSYLVANIA


Gary Groves
1 Credit Union Place, Suite 303
Harrisburg, PA  17110-2996


Telephone:  (717) 237-2262 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/pa


PUERTO RICO


Jose Otero-Garcia
IBM Building, Suite 601
654 Munoz Rivera Avenue
San Juan, PR  00936-6106


Telephone:  (787) 766-5095 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/pr


SOUTH CAROLINA


Tee Miller
Strom Thurmond Federal Building
1835 Assembly Street, Room 1007
Columbia, SC  29201


Telephone:  (803) 765-5136 
Web Site:   www.rurdev.usda.gov/sc
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SOUTH DAKOTA


Tim Potts (Acting)
Federal Building, Room 210
200 Fourth Street, SW
Huron, SC  57350


Telephone:  1-800-582-7584, Ext 4 (toll free) or (605)- 352-1100 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/sd


TENNESSEE


Mary (Ruth) Tackett
3322 West End Avenue, Suite 300
Nashville, TN  37203-1071


Telephone:  (615) 783-1300 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/tn


TEXAS


R. Bryan Daniel
Federal Building, Suite 102
101 South Main 
Temple, TX  76501


Telephone:  (254) 742-9700 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/tx


UTAH


John R. (Jack) Cox
Wallace F. Bennett Federal Building
125 South State Street, Room 4311
Salt Lake City, UT  84138


Telephone:  (801) 524-4324 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/ut


VERMONT – NEW HAMPSHIRE


Jolinda H. LaClair
City Center, 3rd Floor
89 Main Street
Montpelier, VT  05602


Telephone:  (802) 828-6080 
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/vt
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VIRGINIA


Ellen Davis
Culpeper Building, Suite 238
1606 Santa Rosa Road
Richmond, VA  23229


Telephone:  (804) 287-1552
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/va


WASHINGTON


Jon DeVaney
1835 Blacklake Boulevard SW, Suite B
Olympia, WA  98512-2715


Telephone:  (360) 704-7715
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/wa


WEST VIRGINIA


Robert M. Steptoe, III
75 High Street, Suite 320
Morgantown, WV  26505


Telephone:  1-800-295-8228 (toll free) or (304) 284-4860
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/wv


WISCONSIN


Frank J. Frassetto
4949 Kirschling Court
Stevens Point, WI  54481


Telephone:  (715) 345-7600
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/wi


WYOMING


Del Tinsley
Dick Cheney Federal Building
Post Office Box 11005
100 East B Street, Room 1005
Casper, WY  82602-5006


Telephone:  (307) 233-6700
Web Site:  www.rurdev.usda.gov/wy
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Section 1:  Introduction 
 
For more than four decades, the U.S. Department of Defense (DoD) has closed or 
realigned military installations to reduce overhead, enhance readiness and modernization, 
and adjust to the realities of changing international relations.  The resulting impact on 
surrounding communities is often dramatic.  Many communities have successfully 
converted these former installations to civilian uses such as parks and other recreational 
facilities, business centers, market-rate housing, affordable housing, and transitional 
housing for homeless persons.  Since the late 1980s, the base closure process and the role 
of local communities in planning for their transition to civilian use have evolved 
significantly.  
 
In 1987, Congress enacted the Stewart B. McKinney Homeless Assistance Act. Title V of 
that Act made serving the homeless the first priority for use of all surplus Federal 
properties, including military installations.  Congress did not anticipate the scope of  
military base closures and realignments nor how the Title V priority of the McKinney Act 
would affect reuse of the installations.  
 
In 1988, the Secretary of Defense chartered the first Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Commission (BRAC Commission). The BRAC Commission recommended 
closing 86 installations and the partial closure or realignment of 59 others. The Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 established the first independent commission “to 
provide a fair process that will result in the timely closure and realignment of military 
installations inside the United States.” This law authorized the creation of an independent 
BRAC Commission to recommend installation realignments and closures in 1991, 1993, 
1995, and now 2005. 
 
Early in the 1990s, most individuals involved in base reuse concluded that Title V of the 
McKinney-Vento Act did not adequately address all multiple interests related to large 
parcels of surplus Federal properties such as military bases. Therefore, in 1994, DoD; the 
U.S. Departments of Housing and Urban Development (HUD), Veterans Affairs (VA), 
and Health and Human Services (HHS); the General Services Administration (GSA); and 
homeless assistance providers and other community groups recommended changes to the 
McKinney Act that led to enactment of the Base Closure Community Redevelopment 
and Homeless Assistance Act of 1994 (the Redevelopment Act).  The Redevelopment 
Act, which was amended in 1996, remains in effect and governs the 2005 installation 
realignments and closures. 
 
The President approved the 2005 BRAC Commission recommendations on September 8, 
2005.  Those approved recommendations were sent to the Congress on September 23, 
2005 and became law on November 9, 2005.   
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The Redevelopment Act  
 
The Redevelopment Act was designed to accommodate the impacted communities’ 
multiple interests in base reuse and to meet the national priority to assist homeless  
individuals and families.  The law exempted BRAC Commission installations from the 
provisions of Title V of the McKinney Act and substituted a community-based process 
wherein representatives of the homeless and other community groups participate in local 
reuse planning.  
 
The Redevelopment Act places responsibility for base reuse planning in the hands of a 
Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA), which represents all the local jurisdictions 
affected by a closing or realigning installation.  The LRA is responsible for developing a 
reuse plan that appropriately balances the needs of the various communities for economic 
redevelopment, other development, and homeless assistance.  HUD then reviews the plan 
to determine its compliance with the statute.  
 


Implementation of the Redevelopment Act  
 
HUD’s Office of Community Planning and Development (CPD) and DoD’s Office of the 
Assistant Secretary for Economic Security jointly developed and published regulations 
that implement the Redevelopment Act.  The regulations, although identical, are found in 
two locations.  HUD’s regulations are codified at 24 CFR 586 and DoD’s version is found 
at 32 CFR 176. 
 
This guidebook was developed to anticipate and answer potential questions about the 
Redevelopment Act.  It explains the base redevelopment planning process, the 
requirements and guidelines for submission of applications, and HUD’s review process.  
However, this guide is not an exhaustive reference.  Other issues germane to the base 
reuse process are addressed in two DoD documents:  
 


• Responding to Change: Communities & BRAC provides practical, early-on 
advice for local and State officials and the general public.  It encourages early 
organization, thorough planning, and actual implementation of redevelopment 
plans.  Copies may be obtained from DoD’s Office of Economic Adjustment by 
calling (703) 604–6020 or online at http://www.oea.gov. 


 
• The Base Redevelopment and Realignment Manual describes the procedures to 


transition installations from military to civilian use and ensures a common 
approach is used by all the components of DoD. Copies may be obtained online 
at http://www.dtic.mil/whs/directives or from the U.S. Department of 
Commerce, National Technical Information Service, 5285 Port Royal Road, 
Springfield, VA 22161, and (703) 487–4600.  


 
Other primary sources of BRAC information can be located online at the BRAC 
Commission website at: http://www.brac.gov or DoD’s website at 
http://www.defenselink.mil. 



http://www.oea.gov

http://www.dtic.mil/whs/directives

http://www.brac.gov

http://www.defenselink.mil
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Section 2:  Overview of the Base 
Redevelopment Process  


 
This section discusses the objectives of the Redevelopment Act.  Information on 
participants and the major steps involved in base redevelopment is explained, as is  
HUD’s role in the BRAC process.  
 


Objectives of the Redevelopment Act  
 
The Redevelopment Act has three primary objectives:  
 


• To balance a community’s expressed needs for economic redevelopment and other 
development with the expressed needs of the homeless individuals and families in 
the vicinity of the installation.  


 
• To ensure that base reuse planning is directed by local communities in the vicinity 


of the installation via empowerment of a locally controlled redevelopment 
planning authority.  


 
• To promote rapid reuse of closing or realigning military installations by 


establishing timelines or deadlines for each stage of the process.  
 


Applicability 
 
The Redevelopment Act applies to all installations approved for closure in 2005. 
 


Collaborators in the Base Reuse Process 
 
Representatives of the local community working with Federal and State officials, private 
sector representatives, and homeless assistance providers attempt to develop a balanced 
reuse plan that reflects local needs.  The role played by each of these partners is described 
briefly in the following paragraphs:  
 


Local Participants  
 
Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA).  The LRA is any authority or instrumentality 
established by State or local government and recognized by the Secretary of Defense 
through its Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) as the entity responsible for 
developing the reuse plan or for directing implementation of the reuse plan.  Established 
by the local community and recognized by OEA, LRAs must allow the community 
maximum public input during its deliberations.  The community in the vicinity of an 
installation is defined as the political jurisdiction(s), other than the State, that comprise the 
LRA for the installation.  If no LRA is formed at the local level and the State is serving in 
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that capacity, then the community in the vicinity of the installation is deemed to be the 
political jurisdiction(s) in which the installation is located.   
     
Public agencies and private nonprofit organizations.  Public agencies and private 
nonprofit organizations are often eligible for one of several public benefit conveyance 
programs that make surplus properties available at up to a 100-percent discount of fair 
market value.  Surplus military property may be conveyed to these public agencies and 
private nonprofits to provide vital public services such as education, health care, homeless 
services, parks and recreation, law enforcement, prisons, self-help housing and 
transportation.  
 
Homeless assistance providers.  These participants may include State or local 
government agencies or private nonprofit organizations that provide or propose to provide 
assistance to homeless persons and families.  Representatives of the homeless seek 
buildings and properties that may provide supportive services, job and skills training, 
employment programs, shelter, transitional housing, permanent housing, food and clothing 
banks, treatment facilities, or any other activity that clearly meets an identified need of the 
homeless and fills a gap in the local Continuum of Care.  The Continuum of Care is 
discussed in greater detail in Section 3.  
 
Private entities.  Private entities may range from multinational corporations to small 
businesses that, in most cases, are critical to a community’s economic recovery from base 
closure or realignment.  Private companies are frequently interested in the reuse potential 
for surplus base buildings and property.  
 


Federal Participants  
 
DoD.  The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) is the DoD office responsible for 
recognizing the LRA.  It also provides planning grant funds to those LRAs for which it 
determines base closure will cause direct and significant adverse consequences, or to those 
for which the Military Department is required, under the National Environmental Policy 
Act of 1967, to undertake an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS).  An OEA Project 
Manager is assigned to each of these installations as a facilitator and catalyst to the 
community’s planning process.   
 
Other DoD participants are the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, the Navy Facilities 
Engineering Command, and the Air Force Base Conversion Agency, which dispose of 
surplus property following consultations with the LRA and consideration of the approved 
reuse plan.  In addition, Base Transition Coordinators (BTCs) and BRAC Environmental 
Coordinators (BECs) work as troubleshooters and ombudsmen to help the LRAs navigate 
the stages of closure and environmental restoration.  
 
HUD Headquarters and Field Offices.  In Headquarters, the Office of Community 
Planning and Development (CPD), Office of Special Needs Assistance Programs carries 
out HUD’s BRAC process responsibilities.  HUD Field Offices will provide technical 
assistance to LRAs and homeless assistance providers throughout the planning process.  
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HUD Headquarters and Field CPD Office staff each review the reuse plan (see Appendix 
1 for a list of HUD’s Field CPD Offices).  
 


HUD’s Role in the BRAC Process 
 
HUD reviews the application that the LRA submits to HUD and DoD.  An application 
consists of the redevelopment plan and the homeless assistance submission.  HUD’s 
review determines whether:  
 


• The application is complete. 
 


• The LRA has followed the process required by the Redevelopment Act and the 
regulations (24 CFR 586) when preparing the plan and homeless assistance 
submission. 


 
• The plan takes into consideration the size and nature of the homeless population 


in the vicinity of the installation.  
 


• The plan takes into consideration the availability of existing services to meet 
the needs of the homeless.   


 
• The plan takes into consideration the suitability of the buildings and property 


on the installation for use and needs of the homeless. 
 


• The plan takes into consideration the economic impact of proposed homeless 
assistance on communities in the vicinity of the installation, including whether 
the plan is feasible, and whether the selected NOIs are consistent with the 
Consolidated Plan or other housing, social service, community, or development 
plan.  


 
• The legally binding agreements specify the manner in which property will be 


made available, include all documents necessary to complete the transaction, 
include all appropriate terms and conditions, address environmental 
contingencies, stipulate timely transfer, and are accompanied by legal opinion. 


 
• The plan appropriately balances the needs for economic and other 


redevelopment with the needs of the homeless for the communities within the 
vicinity of the installation.  


 
• The plan was developed in consultation with homeless service providers. 


 
HUD is available to provide technical assistance to the LRA and may negotiate and 
consult with the LRA before or during its preparation of the reuse plan.  Field CPD Office 
staff can help link the LRA with homeless assistance providers, provide guidance on the 
process mandated by the Redevelopment Act, and facilitate linkage of the LRA and 
homeless assistance providers to sources of funding for reuse projects. 
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Major Steps of the Base Redevelopment Process 
 
Step 1:  Approval of BRAC Recommendations for Closures or Realignments 
 
The base redevelopment process formally begins with the President’s approval of the 
BRAC Commission recommendations.  The President approved the 2005 BRAC 
Commission recommendations on September 8, 2005.  Those approved recommendations 
were sent to the Congress on September 23, 2005 and became law on November 9, 2005, 
when Congress did not pass a resolution of disapproval within 45 legislative days of 
presidential approval 
 
Step 2:  Federal Screening for Potential Federal Reuse 
 
Once the 2005 BRAC Commission’s list became law on November 9, 2005, Federal 
agencies and departments had first choice for use of the excess military installations.  
Federal interests were to have been formally applied for within 60 days of the closure 
approval date.  The Military Department is to make all surplus determinations not later 
than May 9, 2006, which is 6 months following the closure approval date.  The Federal 
screening process is officially complete once the Military Department publishes its list of 
surplus buildings and properties in the Federal Register.  The lists are also available on the 
military department BRAC websites.    
 
Step 3: DOD’s Recognition of the LRA  
 
Concurrent with the Federal screening process, the community forms the LRA.  DoD, 
through OEA, must officially recognize the LRA.  OEA notifies the community of its 
recognition in writing and publishes the name, address, and point of contact for the LRA 
in the Federal Register and in a newspaper of general circulation in the community in the 
vicinity of the installation.  LRA information is also available online at www.oea.gov.  
 
Step 4: LRA’s Outreach Actions 
 
Once the Military Department publishes the list of surplus buildings and properties, the 
LRA must advertise their availability in a newspaper of general circulation within the 
vicinity of the installation.  The advertisement must include the time period during which 
it will receive notices of interest (NOIs) from homeless assistance providers and State and 
local governments (see pages 12 and 13 for additional information). 
 
Step 5: Completion of the Redevelopment Plan and the Homeless Assistance 
Submission  
 
When the LRA completes its outreach process, it has up to 270 days to generate a 
redevelopment plan and a homeless assistance submission (see Section 4).  The LRA must 
determine which NOIs, if any, to support with some combination of buildings, property, 
and/or funding.  The LRA is required by the Redevelopment Act to negotiate with those 
homeless assistance providers who submit NOIs.  These negotiations are brought to 
closure through the development of legally binding agreements (see Section 4), which 







 


Guidebook on Military Base Reuse and Homeless Assistance                                           7 


may differ substantially from the initial NOI.  These agreements are then submitted as part 
of the homeless assistance submission. 
 
The LRA must periodically make drafts available to the public for review and comment as 
the LRA prepares the redevelopment plan and homeless assistance submission.  Once the 
redevelopment plan and the homeless assistance submission are completed, the LRA must 
hold at least one public hearing to receive input on these documents.  The LRA must 
comply with applicable local law or ordinances regarding the formality of public hearings 
and may revise the plan and homeless assistance submission in accordance with issues 
raised at the hearing.           
 
As part of its application to HUD, the LRA must include a summary of public comments 
received during the process of developing the plan and homeless assistance submission.  
Many LRAs choose to include copies of written comments received and transcripts of 
hearings to avoid charges that the LRA has misrepresented the publics’ comments.  The 
LRA shall submit the final redevelopment plan and the homeless assistance submission to 
the local HUD Field Office; HUD Headquarters in Washington, D.C.; OEA, and the 
Military Department.  
 
Step 6: HUD’s Review  
 
The Redevelopment Act mandates that HUD review the redevelopment plan and the 
homeless assistance submission within 60 days of HUD’s receipt of a complete 
application.  The required elements of a complete application are listed on the HUD 
Completeness Review Checklist in Section 5 (HUD’s Review).  To expedite review of 
your application, send your application with the Completeness Review Checklist you have 
filled out on top, serving as an index to your application.  Do not send incomplete 
applications.  HUD may negotiate and consult with the LRA at any time during its review 
and will notify the LRA of its determination or, where applicable, of any further steps the 
LRA should take.  
 
Step 7: Military’s Disposal of Buildings and Property  
 
The Military Department must complete an environmental review of the installation in 
compliance with Federal environmental laws. Transfer of properties to the intended 
recipient will occur only after this review process is completed.  
 
For on-base buildings and properties committed to homeless assistance providers, the 
transfer will be made in compliance with the approved application, either to the LRA or 
directly to the homeless assistance providers.  
 


Waiver Requests 
 
Approval of any request for waiver of the BRAC time limitations is not automatic.  If the 
LRA needs additional time to complete its application, the LRA may request a waiver to 
extend or postpone the deadlines.  If the LRA shows good cause, the Assistant Secretary 
of Defense for Economic Security may grant such a request if it is deemed in the best 
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interest of the community. Requests must be submitted, before the deadline sought to be 
extended, to the following address:  
 


Director, Office of Economic Adjustment  
U.S. Department of Defense 
400 Army-Navy Drive, Suite 200 
Arlington, VA 22202  


 
In addition, HUD’s Assistant Secretary for Community Planning and Development may 
waive certain nonstatutory requirements in the regulations, except for deadlines and 
actions required by DoD.  To determine those requirements, LRAs should contact their 
local HUD Field Offices.  Direct requests for these waivers to the following address:  
 


Assistant Secretary for Community Planning and Development 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development  
ATTN: BRAC Coordinator 
451 7th Street SW., Room 7266 
Washington, DC 20410  


 


Required LRA Outreach Activities 
 


Newspaper Advertisement  
 
Formal outreach to public and homeless interests must begin no later than 30 days after 
the date on which the Military Department publishes the list of available surplus buildings 
and properties in the Federal Register.  Within 30 days of the Military Department’s 
advertisement, the LRA must publish a newspaper advertisement requesting Notices of 
Interest (NOIs) in the buildings and properties on the installation.  The outreach process 
begins with the publication of the LRA advertisement and ends on the deadline date as 
stated in the newspaper advertisement for submission of NOIs to the LRA.   
 
Advertisements initiated by the Military Department for surplus buildings and property 
are not substitutes for this requirement.  The advertisement must state a definitive period 
of not less than 90 days nor more than 180 days for homeless assistance providers or State 
and local entities to express interest in the property.  Because the advertisement should 
appear in a section of the paper that has high visibility, the legal or classified sections 
generally should be avoided (see next page for a sample advertisement).  LRAs should 
also simultaneously advertise for NOIs from public and nonprofit entities interested in 
obtaining property via a public benefit conveyance.   
 
Note that the sample on the following page is for your consideration only.  The 
Redevelopment Act places responsibility for base reuse planning in the hands of the LRA.  
The sample is designed to assist LRAs in developing their own advertisement, which will 
require modification as dictated by local circumstances. 
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Availability of Surplus Federal Property to  


State and Local Eligible Parties, 
Including Homeless Service Providers 


(Name of LRA) 
 


 
As required by the Base Closure Community Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance Act of 1994, as 
amended (the Redevelopment Act) and its implementing regulations, the  (insert LRA name)(the LRA) for 
(insert name of installation) is seeking notices of interest (NOIs) for surplus property at the installation. 
 
State and local governments, homeless service providers and other interested parties may submit NOIs no later 
than 5 p.m. on (date) 2006.  A listing of surplus property at (installation) was published by the Department of 
the (Service) in the Federal Register on (date).  The complete listing can be obtained by calling the LRA contact 
person identified below. 
 
NOIs for homeless assistance may be submitted by any State or local government agency or private nonprofit 
organization that provides or proposes to provide services to homeless persons and/or families residing in (list 
municipalities and counties comprising the LRA).   
 
A workshop will be held at the (location), on (date) at (time), which will include an overview of the base 
redevelopment planning process, a tour of the installation, information on any land use constraints known at the 
time, and information on the NOI process.  To register for this workshop, please call the LRA contact person 
identified below by (date).  Attendance at this workshop is not required to submit an NOI, but is highly 
encouraged. 
 
NOIs from homeless service providers must include:  (i) a description of the homeless assistance program that 
the homeless service provider proposes to carry out at (location); (ii) a description of the need for the program; 
(iii) a description of the extent to which the program is or will be coordinated with other homeless assistance 
programs in the communities in the vicinity of (installation); (iv) information about the physical requirements 
necessary to carry out the program, including a description of the buildings and property at (installation) that are 
necessary in order to carry out the program; (v) a description of the financial plan, the organizational structure 
and capacity, prior experience, and qualifications of the organization to carry out the program; and (vi) an 
assessment of the time required to commence carrying out the program. 
 
Entities interested in obtaining property through a public benefit conveyance (PBC), other than a homeless 
assistance conveyance, are invited to contact the following Federal agency offices to find out more about each 
agency’s PBC program and to discuss with the agency the entity’s potential for qualifying for a conveyance of 
property.  Federal agencies sponsoring PBCs include the Department of the Interior for parks, recreation, 
wildlife conservation, lighthouses, and historic monuments uses; the Department of Education for educational 
uses; the Department of Health and Human Services for public health uses; the Department of Justice for 
correctional facilities and law enforcement uses; the Department of Housing and Urban Development for Self-
Help Programs; the Department of Transportation for airports and seaports; the Veterans Administration for 
cemeteries;  and the Federal Emergency Management Agency for emergency management purposes. A 
complete listing of the Federal agencies with PBC programs with specific points of contact is available from the 
LRA.   
  
NOIs for PBCs must include: (i) a description of the eligibility for the proposed transfer, (ii) the proposed use of 
the property, including a description of the buildings and property necessary to carry out such proposed use, (iii) 
time frame for occupation, and (iv) the benefit to the community from such proposed use, including the number 
of jobs the use would generate.   
 
For additional information or to register for the workshop, contact (LRA contact person) at (address and phone 
number). 
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Workshop 
 
Early in the outreach process and in coordination with HUD and the Military Department, 
the LRA shall conduct at least one workshop on the installation.  The goals of these 
workshops are to: 
 


• Inform homeless and public interest groups about the closure/realignment and 
property disposal process. 


• Allow groups to tour the buildings and properties available.  


• Explain the LRA’s process and the schedule for receiving NOIs. 


• Discuss any known land-use constraints affecting the available property and 
buildings. 


 


Direct Outreach 
 
LRAs shall meet with homeless assistance providers expressing interest in properties on 
or off the installation.  The LRA must submit to HUD a list of providers that were 
consulted throughout the reuse planning process.   
 


Outreach Area and Effort  
 
The Redevelopment Act specifies that outreach to homeless assistance providers must 
extend to the community in the vicinity of the installation—defined as the jurisdictions 
that constitute the LRA.  For example, if the LRA’s Executive Committee is composed of 
city and county representatives, the official area for outreach includes the geographic area 
of the city and county and the homeless assistance providers that serve persons residing 
within those two jurisdictions.  For assistance in defining the catchment area, LRAs 
should contact the HUD Headquarters Office listed in Appendix 1. 
 
As long as the LRA meets the minimum standard, it may extend its outreach efforts as 
widely as it wishes to private or public interest groups both within and outside the local 
community.   
 
A jurisdiction that receives Community Development Block Grant funds as a member of 
an urban county (as defined by HUD) should examine how housing and services for the 
homeless are provided within the county.  If the homeless service system is countywide, 
these LRAs should consider extending their outreach to all the communities that constitute 
the urban county. 
 


Public Benefit Transfers 
 
Eligible units of State and local governments and certain nonprofit organizations may 
acquire surplus real property for public benefit uses at discounts of up to 100 percent. 
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Public benefit conveyance categories include parks and recreation, historic monuments, 
airports, health, education, correctional facilities, highways, self-help housing and wildlife 
conservation.  Under the public benefit programs, eligible entities must apply to a 
sponsoring Federal agency. For example, if a city wanted to obtain surplus Federal 
property for use as a college, it would make an application to the Department of 
Education.  
 
The regulations encourage LRAs to work with federal agencies that sponsor public benefit 
transfers for public and private interests at the same time that the LRA is conducting its 
homeless outreach.  However, the Federal District Court for the District of Columbia has 
ruled that the homeless and public benefit outreach processes are parallel tracks that must 
be carried out before HUD can make a determination on an application.  HUD 
recommends that all LRAs publicly solicit notices of interest for public benefit transfers at 
the same time the LRA solicits notices of interest for homeless assistance uses.  HUD will 
require evidence that outreach for public benefit transfers has taken place as a condition to 
approval of your application.   
  


Format for Public Benefit Transfer NOIs 
 
No prescribed format is required for these NOIs.  They should specify the name of the 
entity and the specific interest in property or facilities along with a description of the 
planned use.  Additionally, each sponsoring Federal agency has its own application 
requirements. 
 


Format for Homeless Assistance Provider NOIs 
NOIs from homeless assistance providers must be more specific.  They must contain at 
least: 
 


• A description of the need for the program (See Continuum of Care discussion in 
Section 3). 


 
• A description of the proposed homeless assistance program, including the specific 


proposed reuse of properties or facilities, such as supportive services, job and 
skills training, employment programs, emergency shelters, transitional or 
permanent housing, food and clothing banks, treatment facilities, or other activities 
that meet homeless needs. 


 
• A description of the extent to which the program is or will be coordinated with 


other homeless assistance programs in the communities in the vicinity of the 
installation (see the discussion of the Continuums of Care in Section 3). 


 
• Information about the physical requirements necessary to implement the program, 


including a description of the buildings and property at the installation that are 
proposed to carry out the program. 
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• A description of the homeless assistance provider who is submitting the notice, its 
organizational and legal capacity to carry out the program, and its financial plan 
for implementing the program. 


 
• An assessment of the time required by the homeless assistance provider to carry 


out the program. 
 


LRAs may require more information, if reasonably related to the proposed reuse.   
 


 


Frequently Asked Questions: 


 


Do all closing/realigning installations have LRAs? 
 
No.  LRAs are formed only if buildings and properties on the installation will be available 
for local use (declared surplus) as the result of a closure or realignment.  Some base 
closures/realignments involve the relocation of personnel and may not affect the overall 
need for buildings and properties.  On some occasions, other Federal agencies obtain the 
excess buildings and property during Federal screening. 
 


Is HUD involved in all closing/realigning installations? 
 
No.  Under the Redevelopment Act, HUD has a statutory mandate to review the reuse plan 
for closing/realigning BRAC Commission installations that have a recognized LRA.  
Therefore, HUD has no formal role in base redevelopment if: 
 


• The installation is not a BRAC Commission closure/realignment action. 
 
• The installation contains no surplus property. 
 


Does the Redevelopment Act cover all installations regardless of size? 
 
The Redevelopment Act applies to all military installations regardless of their size, 
location, or complexity.  HUD acknowledges that a community’s response to base 
redevelopment will vary according to the size, location, and complexity of the installation.  
HUD recognizes that LRA applications developed for major installations, which may 
encompass thousands of acres, will be more lengthy and complicated than 3-or 4-acre 
reserve facilities that contain few buildings.  Each application, however, must address all 
the elements required by statute or regulations.   
 
For example, an LRA located in a small rural community having a small homeless 
population will not be held to the same level of detail in its submission as will an LRA in 
a large metropolitan area with a large homeless population.  Ultimately, LRAs must 
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follow the process stipulated in the Redevelopment Act and submit applications that 
balance the expressed needs of the community for economic redevelopment, other 
development, and homeless assistance. 
 


What organizations are eligible to obtain property for homeless 
assistance? 
  
Governments and private nonprofits that serve the homeless or propose to serve the 
homeless are eligible to receive base property under a no cost homeless assistance 
transfer.  Note that homeless assistance transfers are not available for general relief of the 
poor or for those who are temporarily dislocated due to disaster.  Only those organizations 
that propose to serve homeless persons meeting the McKinney-Vento Act definition are 
eligible to receive a no cost transfer.  HUD will review the LRA application and the NOIs 
that are proposed to receive property to determine that the organizations slated to receive 
property for homeless assistance purposes qualify.   
 


Can organizations that have never served the homeless before get no-
cost transfers for homeless assistance? 
  
Yes, however, they must propose to serve homeless on the property and should be able to 
show their capacity to carry out the proposed project. 
 


What is the McKinney-Vento Act definition of homeless? 
 
The term “homeless” or “homeless individual or homeless person” includes:   
 
(1) An individual who lacks a fixed, regular, and adequate nighttime residence; and  
 
(2) An individual who has a primary nighttime residence that is—  
 


(a) A supervised publicly or privately operated shelter designed to provide 
temporary living accommodations (including welfare hotels, congregate 
shelters, and transitional housing for the mentally ill);  


 
(b) An institution that provides a temporary residence for individuals intended to 


be institutionalized; or  
 
(c) A public or private place not designed for, or ordinarily used as, a regular 


sleeping accommodation for human beings.  
 
It does not include any individual imprisoned or otherwise detained pursuant to an Act of 
the Congress or a State law.  Neither does it include people living in overcrowded or 
substandard housing. 
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What organizations are eligible to obtain property under public benefit 
transfers? 
 
There are a number of public benefit transfers available through different federal agencies.  
They include transfers for airports, schools, prisons, parks and recreation, public 
monuments, health care uses and self-help housing development.  For more information 
on public benefit transfers, please see: 
http://www.propertydisposal.gsa.gov/Property/PubBenefitProp/ 
 


What can an LRA do to speed up the HUD review process 
 


• Accept Technical Assistance.   
• Submit a complete application.   
• Don’t just submit the bare bones.   
• Use your application as an opportunity to “make your case” to HUD.  Explain your 


reasons for accepting and rejecting each homeless NOI and make sure HUD 
knows what informed your decision-making.  Explain why you think you met all 
the review criteria, in particular, why your plan is balanced.  


• Describe the process used to make decisions on NOIs and explain why it is a fair 
and equitable process.   


 
   
 
 
 
 



http://www.propertydisposal.gsa.gov/Property/PubBenefitProp/
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Section 3: The Consolidated Plan and  
the Continuum of Care 


 
This section discusses the Consolidated Plan and the Continuum of Care and how each 
can facilitate the base reuse planning process.   
 


The Consolidated Plan   
 
A Consolidated Plan is developed by each State and local government receiving grant 
funds from HUD under four formula grant programs:  Community Development Block 
Grant (CDBG), HOME Investment Partnerships Program (HOME), Housing 
Opportunities for Persons with AIDS (HOPWA), and Emergency Shelter Grants (ESG).   
 
In developing its Consolidated Plan, the State and local governments are required to 
consult with community-based organizations, businesses, nonprofit organizations, and 
other entities that provide housing and housing services.  The Consolidated Plan is 
primarily an affordable housing plan that describes housing needs (including needs of the 
homeless) and market conditions and sets forth a strategic plan with housing priorities and 
objectives.  The Consolidated Plan serves as application for the four formula programs 
and sets forth how the funds will be used.  Consolidated Plans also include a non-housing 
community development plan and identify specific long-term and short-term community 
development objectives, including economic development activities that create jobs.  
These are developed in accordance with the primary objective of the CDBG program to 
provide decent housing and a suitable living environment and expand economic 
opportunities, principally for low- and moderate-income persons.  A Consolidated Plan 
may also include neighborhood revitalization strategies for jurisdictions that elect to carry 
out a revitalization strategy in one or more neighborhoods.  Some State and local 
consolidated plans are available from HUD online at: 
http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/about/conplan/local/index.cfm.  Other Consolidated Plans 
may be available on the State or local government’s web site.  In developing a base reuse 
plan, the diversity of interests and the needs of the community must be balanced.  
Achieving this balance requires broad-based strategic planning that will lead to the 
integration of the military property into the local community.  
 
The Consolidated Plan is particularly useful in base reuse planning because it summarizes 
the housing needs of the community, the current inventory of services to address those 
needs, and the gaps that remain between the need and the current inventory.  It consists of 
the following elements:  
 


• A thorough assessment of housing needs, including the needs of the homeless, and 
available resources.  


 
• A 3- to 5-year strategy to address priority needs and objectives with a timetable to 


achieve those objectives. 



http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/about/conplan/local/index.cfm
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• An annual funding plan specifying projects and activities the jurisdiction will 


undertake with funds from the four HUD formula programs. 
 


Using the Consolidated Plan for Reuse Planning  
 
The Consolidated Plans of the community or communities that constitute the LRA are 
significant existing tools for base reuse planning.  HUD encourages their use for: 
 


• An assessment of affordable housing and homeless needs. 
 


• Statements of local priorities for projects serving individual neighborhoods or the 
community as a whole.  The LRA can learn about projects and areas receiving or 
targeted to receive assistance, including projects in neighborhoods in the vicinity 
of the installation. 


 
• Surveys of the neighborhoods in the vicinity of the installation through use of the 


GIS Boundary Files and Enterprise Geographic Information System (EGIS) 
mapping software. 


 
• An estimate of the number of homeless persons and families in the community. 


 
• Identification of homeless assistance providers in the community in the vicinity of 


the installation. 
 


• Gaps in the current homeless services system. 
 


Helpful Resource Tables in the Consolidated Plan 
 


• Table 1A: Homeless Gap Analysis and Population/Subpopulations Charts;  
• Table 1B: Special Needs (Non-Homeless); 
• Table 1C: Summary of Specific Homeless/Special Needs Objectives. 
• Table 2A: Priority Housing Needs; 
• Table 2B: Priority Community Development Needs; 
• Table 2C: Summary of Specific Community Development Objectives; and 
• Table   3:  Action Plan Projects  


 
For additional information regarding the Consolidated Plan see:  
 
http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/about/conplan/index.cfm 



http://www.hud.gov/offices/cpd/about/conplan/index.cfm
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Other Local Plans are Useful, too  
 
HUD also encourages use of additional planning documents, such as:  
 


• Strategic plans from Empowerment Zones/ Enterprise Communities.  
• Plans for economic development completed by State or local economic 


development authorities, councils of government, municipal or county government 
planning agencies, or chambers of commerce.  


• Plans for transportation, affordable housing, parks and recreation, and public 
works that have been developed by special purpose districts, selected State or local 
agencies, or nonprofit organizations.  


• State or local ten year plans to end chronic homelessness, particularly as 
coordinated with the local Continuum of Care plan. 


• Functional plans and specific proposals for shelter providers, homeless assistance 
coalitions, or religious organizations.  


 
Although these plans often contain information relevant for preparing the redevelopment 
plan and the homeless assistance submission, HUD would be in a position to question 
information from a source that contradicts information in the Consolidated Plan.  
 


Means to Assess Homeless Needs without Consolidated Plans  
 
Jurisdictions should use other local planning documents, mentioned in the previous 
paragraph, to describe information about the current homeless services system and the 
need that currently is not being met.  LRAs that represent these jurisdictions are not 
required to conduct surveys of the homeless population. The LRA may use the statements 
of need provided in the NOIs.  
 


The Continuum of Care and Reuse Planning 
 
Addressing homelessness through permanent solutions is one of HUD’s top priorities. To 
that end, the Department has worked toward achieving this goal by encouraging a 
community-based process that provides a comprehensive response to the homeless 
population’s different needs.  This approach—a Continuum of Care—assesses needs, 
inventories resources, identifies gaps, and coordinates public and private resources to fill 
in the gaps and avoid duplication.  Sections in the Consolidated Plan are devoted to the 
needs, inventory of resources, and gaps in the homeless Continuum of Care.  
 
A local Continuum of Care plan submitted to HUD typically includes the following 
components: 
  
• Outreach and assessment to identify an individual’s or family’s needs and make 


connections to facilities and services.  
• Immediate shelter and safe, decent alternatives to the streets.  
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• Transitional housing and necessary social services to include job training and place-
ment, substance abuse treatment, short-term mental health services, and independent 
living skills.  


• Permanent housing or permanent supportive housing arrangements.  
 


Helpful Resource Forms in the CoC Application  
 
• Service Activity Chart – This is an inventory of the supportive services available to 


persons who are experiencing homelessness.  
 
• Housing Activity Charts - These charts are project-by-project listings of the current 


and “in development” inventory of emergency, transitional, and permanent housing.  
These charts also include information on the unmet need for housing in the area.   


 
• Homeless Populations and Subpopulation Chart – Based on an annual count and other 


source documents, this chart details the number of homeless persons and then further 
details the specific subpopulations, such as persons with mental illness, substance 
abuse, etc.  


 
• Homeless Management Information Chart (HMIS) – The HMIS is a computerized 


data collection application designed to capture client-level information over time on 
the numbers, characteristics, and service needs of homeless persons.   
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Section 4:  The Redevelopment Plan and 
Homeless Assistance Submission 


 
This section defines the redevelopment plan, homeless assistance submission, and the 
public comment submission requirements.  It also discusses resources that may facilitate 
the local reuse planning process.  
 


Materials to be Submitted to HUD and to the Military Department  
 
The LRA must submit the following three items:  


• The redevelopment plan.  
• The homeless assistance submission.  
• A summary of public comments on both documents. 


 


The Redevelopment Plan   
 
The Redevelopment Act describes the redevelopment plan as “a conceptual land-use plan 
prepared by the recognized LRA to guide local reuse of the former military installation.” 
It is a strategic plan for the reuse of an entire installation. The redevelopment plan must 
explain the proposed reuses of the military installation and how this reuse will achieve a 
balance in responding to the community’s needs. No specific format is required; it may 
include statistics, graphics, maps, narrative descriptions, or other materials.  


 


Homeless Assistance Submission  
 
The homeless assistance submission consists of the following five components.  Refer to 
the Redevelopment Act or the regulations if additional clarity on the submission is 
needed.  
 
1.  Information about homelessness  
2.  Notices of Interest (NOIs) 
3.  Legally Binding Agreements  
4.  Balance 
5.  Outreach  
 
Component 1 - Information about homelessness in the communities within the 
vicinity of the specific military installation - Obtain information from the Consolidated 
Plan and/or other local planning documents.  Explain how this information was taken into 
consideration in developing the plan.  Different scenarios are provided, illustrating how 
communities of different sizes might collect information: 
 







20                                          Guidebook on Military Base Reuse and Homeless Assistance                               


Scenario A: Large communities. The submission from the LRA for a large (HUD 
entitlement) community shall include:  


• Two tables from the Consolidated Plan: Table 1, Homeless and Special Needs 
Population. Table 2, Priority Homeless Needs Assessment.  


• The narrative sections of the Consolidated Plan that reference these tables. The 
narrative must describe the community’s homeless assistance needs, the 
current inventory of homeless facilities and services, and the identified gaps in 
the Continuum of Care. LRAs may need to submit materials from more than 
one Consolidated Plan if the LRA covers multiple jurisdictions.  


 
Scenario B: Communities that are cities within an urban county (as defined by 
HUD). Submissions from the LRAs for these communities shall include:  


• All the information under Scenario A.  
• A discussion of the homeless needs/inventory/gaps described in the 


Consolidated Plan and how they apply to the specific jurisdiction(s) that are in 
the vicinity of the installation.  


 
Scenario C: Communities located within a jurisdiction that does not prepare a 
Consolidated Plan. These jurisdictions primarily represent rural communities.  
The LRAs for these communities shall submit:  


• A description of the homeless population it perceives to be present in the 
community. LRAs that represent these jurisdictions are not required to conduct 
surveys of the homeless population.  


• A brief inventory of existing services and homeless facilities to serve that 
population.  


• A description of the unmet needs within the context of existing facilities and 
information on services to move the homeless toward self-sufficiency, within 
the context of a Continuum of Care approach. 


 
 
Component 2 - Notices of Interest (NOIs) - This section of the submission shall include: 
 


• A copy of each NOI sent to the LRA by those providers that propose homeless 
assistance activities.  


 
• A description of the NOIs being supported with buildings, property, and/or 


funding and an explanation for this support. Also to be included are explanations 
of why the remaining NOIs were not selected, such as adverse impact on the 
community, lack of financial resources or capacity, and/or inconsistency with the 
Consolidated Plan.  


 
• A description of the impact that selected NOIs will have on the community in the 


vicinity of the installation, addressing the following questions:  
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• Will the selected NOIs affect the character of existing neighborhoods adjacent 
to the properties proposed to assist the homeless? What impact will the NOIs 
have on schools, social services, transportation systems, and infrastructure?  


• Will the selected NOIs have the adverse effect of concentrating minorities 
and/or low-income persons in the vicinity of the installation?  


• Will the community in the vicinity of the installation ensure that general 
services such as transportation, police, fire, water, sewer, and electricity are 
available in conjunction with the proposed homeless assistance activities?  


 
Refer to the Redevelopment Act or the regulations for additional clarity on the NOIs.  
 
Component 3 - Legally Binding Agreements.  
 
Each NOI selected for homeless assistance must be finalized in legally enforceable 
documents, referred to as the legally binding agreements (LBAs).  The LBAs are the 
concrete result of negotiations between the LRA and the homeless assistance provider.  
HUD recommends that both parties engage legal counsel to negotiate and draft LBAs. The 
homeless assistance project described in the LBAs may differ from the NOI submitted by 
the homeless assistance provider.  However, the LBAs must both commit the LRA to 
fulfilling the homeless assistance component of the redevelopment plan and commit the 
homeless assistance provider to carry out the proposed activity.  In the future, if either the 
LRA or the homeless assistance provider fails to fulfill its commitment, the other should 
be able to enforce the contract through legal action.   
 
Although the LBAs need not be executed when submitted to HUD, they must include all 
documents legally required to complete the transactions necessary to realize the homeless 
uses described in the plan upon which balance is predicated.  The LBAs may commit 
properties on or off the base, funding, services, or some combination of these.    
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Component 4 – Balance 
 
The LRA shall discuss (1) how the reuse plan balances the need for economic 
redevelopment, other types of development, and homeless assistance in the community in 
the vicinity of the installation, and (2) how this plan is consistent with the Consolidated 
Plan and other existing housing and community development plans adopted by the 
jurisdictions in the communities served by the LRA.  
 


Key Elements of the Legally Binding Agreement 
 


• If base property is being transferred to a provider, the LBA will include the contract, 
proposed deed or lease and any restrictive covenants. 


• If base property is being transferred to a provider, the LBAs must contain a process 
for negotiating alternative arrangements if an environmental analysis indicates that 
property identified for transfer is not suitable for the intended purpose.  The parties 
should seek functional equivalence in alternative property. 


• If the LRA has agreed to make payments in lieu of providing property, the LBAs 
should explicitly stating the source and amount of funds, the payment schedule, and 
the purpose for which the funds will be used. 


• If property yet to be identified off base is to be offered, the LBA will adequately 
describe the requirements for the property (size, zoning, etc), when it will be 
transferred, and what will happen if suitable property is not found within a specified 
time period. 


• The LBAs must provide for reversion or transfer of the property to the LRA or 
another entity if the homeless assistance provider ceases to use the property for 
homeless assistance. 


• The LBAs must be accompanied by a legal opinion of the chief legal advisor(s) to 
the LRA or the political jurisdiction(s) that will be executing the LBAs.  The legal 
opinion will state that, when executed, the LBAs will constitute legal, valid, binding 
and enforceable obligations on the parties. 


• If the LBAs are not executed when submitted to HUD, they must be accompanied by 
a letter from the chief executive officer of the homeless assistance provider stating 
that the provider has agreed to the terms. 


• LBAs may not be conditioned upon the subsequent approval of any other federal 
agency. 
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Component 5 - Outreach  
 
The LRA shall include the following items in this portion of the submission:  


• A listing of all jurisdictions in the area served by the LRA, describing the 
required catchment area for outreach to homeless assistance providers.  


• A copy of the newspaper advertisement placed by the LRA, including the 
name of the newspaper(s) and date(s) of publication.  


• A listing of homeless assistance providers that the LRA has consulted during 
the process of preparing its application.  


• A description of the outreach efforts made to homeless assistance providers in 
the community in the vicinity of the installation.  


• A description of the workshop conducted on the installation during the 
outreach period.  


 


Public Comment Requirements  
 
Because the Redevelopment Act supports a locally controlled reuse process, the LRA 
must ensure that the local community has an opportunity to be involved in the planning 
process. Therefore, the LRA must:  
 


• Provide an overview of the citizen participation process.  
 
• Make the draft redevelopment plan and homeless assistance submission available 


for public review and comment throughout the application preparation process.  
 


• Conduct at least one public hearing on the application prior to its submittal and 
include a summary of citizens’ comments as part of the redevelopment plan and 
the homeless assistance submission.  


 


Application Submission Format Requirements 
  
The LRA may submit these documents in any format it wishes, providing that they 
contain all of the required elements (conceptual land-use plan, homeless outreach efforts, 
information on homelessness, NOIs, legally binding agreements, and demonstration of 
balanced reuse).  
 


Resources to Facilitate the Reuse Planning Process  
 
Consolidated Plan and Continuum of Care   
 
Most localities have already developed these two planning documents. Therefore, LRAs 
do not have to “reinvent the wheel” as they plan an installation’s reuse (for example, 
conduct homeless surveys or community development needs assessments). These 
documents can provide valuable insights into current efforts, including any shortcomings.  
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Local HUD Field Office  
 
To ensure that documents are complete and to avoid unnecessary delays in HUD’s 
approval process, the LRA, homeless assistance providers, and other interested parties 
should contact local HUD Field CPD Offices for information and assistance. The LRA 
should contact HUD Field CPD Office personnel early in its planning process to help 
prepare the redevelopment plan and homeless assistance submission (see Appendix 1 for a 
listing of HUD Field CPD Offices).  
 


Mailing List of Homeless Assistance Providers  
  
By providing the ZIP codes of communities in their required outreach area to the HUD 
Field CPD Offices, LRAs may obtain mailing lists of homeless assistance providers from 
HUD’s database of those providers located in the vicinity of specific installations. The 
lists can be generated in a variety of formats (for example, address labels or alphabetized 
lists).  
 


HUD Field Offices Assistance to Communities & LRAs 
 
HUD Field Offices can provide the following assistance: 
 


• Explain the Consolidated Plan and describe how this document can facilitate base 
reuse planning.  


• Identify the communities with Consolidated Plans.  
• Provide demonstrations of the Consolidated Plan mapping software.  
• Explain the concept of a Continuum of Care system and describe how the home-


less needs/inventory/gaps assessment in local homeless assistance efforts can be 
useful.  


• Explain the base reuse process. 
• Facilitate the LRA’s outreach efforts by providing lists of homeless assistance 


providers. This information can be obtained from HUD, which maintains a 
national providers database that can be sorted by ZIP code.  


• Provide reminders about environmental issues that must be considered when 
providing housing and services to homeless individuals and/or families.  


• Discuss HUD programs and other Federal resources that are available to help 
finance the renovation and operation of homeless assistance projects as well as 
other community and economic development projects (see Appendix 2 for HUD 
programs).  
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Final Submission of Application to HUD 
 
One copy of the LRA application, consisting of the redevelopment plan, the homeless 
assistance submission, and the summary of the public comments on both documents are 
sent to HUD Headquarters, the local HUD Field Office, and to the local HUD Field 
Office.   
 
Two Copies to:  HUD Headquarters:  


 Assistant Secretary for Community Planning and Development 
     U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development  


 ATTN: BRAC Coordinator 
 451 7th Street SW., Room 7266 
 Washington, DC 20410 
 


One Copy to:  HUD Field CPD Office (See Listing in Appendix 1) 
 
One Copy to:  Military Department (Send to the appropriate military district office.)  
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Section 5: HUD’s Review 
 
HUD must receive the redevelopment plan and homeless assistance submission no later 
than 270 days from the deadline for receipt of NOIs. HUD’s Base Redevelopment Team 
in Washington, D.C., and the appropriate local HUD Field Office review these documents 
and together formulate a determination.  
 
HUD will conduct the described in the program regulations as 24 CFR 586.35, including a 
three-pronged evaluation:  
 
1.  Completeness Review.  HUD determines whether the redevelopment plan and the 
homeless assistance submission contain all required elements (see Section 4). If any 
materials are omitted, HUD’s local Field Office will contact the LRA.  
 
2.  Balance Review.  During its review, HUD will ask several questions regarding:  


• Outreach to homeless assistance providers. Was adequate information and 
assistance given to the community of local homeless assistance providers to 
participate in the development of the application? Did they have adequate time 
and help in responding to the solicitation for NOIs?  


• Impact. Does the overall reuse plan consider the economic impacts of 
homeless assistance activities proposed in the application?  


• Need. Does the reuse plan consider the size and nature of the local homeless 
population and the availability of necessary services and facilities for a 
Continuum of Care?  


• Consistency. Is the reuse plan consistent with the Consolidated Plan or other 
planning documents adopted by the community?  


• Balance. Does the reuse plan achieve an appropriate balance between the 
expressed needs of homeless assistance providers and the needs of the 
communities served by the LRA for economic development and other 
development?  


 
3. Enforceability review.   
 
HUD will determine whether the LRA adequately addressed NOIs received from 
homeless assistance providers relative to NOIs received from other interests in the 
community and developed a balanced plan that addresses some of the various needs 
within the community.  


 
HUD will communicate with the LRA throughout the planning process as well as during 
its review of the application via its local Field Office. The Field Office may contact the 
LRA to obtain clarification and/or to request additional information. HUD will complete 
its review within 60 days of the application’s receipt.  
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Adverse Determinations  - LRA’s Initial Application  
 
HUD must notify the LRA and DoD of its preliminary determination. If the application is 
found to be deficient, HUD must send to the LRA:  


• A summary of deficiencies.  
• An explanation of the overall determination.  
• A statement explaining how the LRA may overcome any deficiencies and 


change the overall determination.  
 
The LRA may submit a revised application within 90 days. Within 30 days of receipt of 
these materials, HUD must provide a written notification to the LRA as to its final 
determination.  
 


Adverse Determinations – LRA’s Revised Application 
 
If the final determination regarding the LRA’s application is not favorable or the LRA 
fails to resubmit a revised application, HUD will work directly with homeless assistance 
providers who have expressed interest in the use of installation buildings and properties. 
In these instances, the Redevelopment Act provides for HUD to determine the information 
necessary for homeless assistance providers to submit an application to HUD. The 
Department will evaluate the financial and other capacities of various homeless assistance 
organizations to carry out programs for the reuse of installation buildings and properties.  
 
Not later than 90 days after HUD receives the revised redevelopment plan and homeless 
assistance submission, HUD will notify DOD and the LRA of the buildings and properties 
that are suitable to use for homeless assistance. HUD also will notify DoD of the extent to 
which the revised plan meets the review criteria.  


DOD will consult with both HUD and the LRA in considering HUD’s recommendations. 
DOD will incorporate HUD’s recommendations where appropriate and consistent with the 
best use of the installation as a whole, taking the LRA’s overall reuse plan into account. 
 
Completeness Review.  The following pages contain the HUD Completeness Review 
Checklist that is used to determine if an application is complete.  It may be helpful for 
LRAs to use it as well.  
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U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Office of Community Planning and Development 


 
Base Closure Community Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance Act 


 
Redevelopment Plan and Homeless Assistance 


Submission Completeness Review  
 


________________________________ 
Name of the Installation 


 
_____________________________________ 
Name of the Local Redevelopment Authority 


 
 
 Yes No N/A 
Redevelopment Plan 
1. Does the LRA Application include a redevelopment plan for the 
installation? 


   


Outreach to Homeless Assistance Providers 
2. Does the LRA Application include a list of the political jurisdictions 
that comprise the LRA? 


   


3. Does the LRA Application include a copy of the LRA newspaper 
advertisement from a newspaper of general circulation in the vicinity of 
the installation? 


   


3.a. Did the newspaper advertisement announce the receipt of 
notices of interest for a minimum of 90 days, maximum 180 days? 


   


4. Does the LRA Application provide a list of homeless assistance 
providers consulted during the outreach process? 


   


5. Does the LRA Application discuss the LRA’s overall efforts of outreach 
to homeless providers in the community in the vicinity of the installation?  


   


6. Does the LRA Application discuss the workshop that was conducted 
during the outreach period? 


   


Information about Homeless in the Vicinity of the Installation 
7. Is there a list of all the political jurisdictions that comprise the LRA?    


7.a. Does the LRA Application include copies of the appropriate 
Consolidated Plan(s) Tables 1 and 2 along with appropriate 
narrative?  LRAs that represent cities within urban counties should 
comment on how the Consolidated Plan applies to their particular 
jurisdiction. 


   


7.b. If the community in the vicinity of the installation is not an 
entitlement city or a city in an urban county, did the LRA provide 
information on the homeless population? 


   







 


Guidebook on Military Base Reuse and Homeless Assistance                                           29 


 
 Yes No N/A 
Notices of Interest (NOIs) 
8. Does the LRA include a copy of each NOI received from homeless 
providers (this includes both approved and disapproved NOIs)? 


   


8.a. Does the LRA explain why each NOI from a homeless 
assistance provider was either approved/disapproved? 


   


Legally Binding Agreements (LBAs) 
9. Does the LRA Application include an LBA for each of the selected 
NOIs with homeless assistance providers? 


   


9.a. Does each LBA for property have an ‘environmental 
renegotiation’ clause (586.30(b)(3)(i)), i.e., does each LBA provide 
for a process for negotiating alternative arrangements that would 
enable the same balance of interests made originally in the event that 
an environmental review conducted subsequent to HUD approval 
indicates that any property identified for transfer in the agreement is 
not suitable for the intended purpose? 


   


9.b. Does each LBA have a ‘Reverter’ clause (586.30(b)(3)(i)  and  
586.45(e)), i.e., when an LBA discusses on-base property awards, 
does it provide for the reversion or transfer, either to the LRA or to 
another entity or entities, of building and property in the event they 
cease to be used for the homeless? 


   


10. Does the LRA application discuss how the LBA(s) with homeless 
providers meet gap(s) in the continuum of care? 


   


11. Does the LRA application discuss how the LBAs may/may not       
impact the community in terms of: 


   


11.a. the impact the homeless housing and services provided  
through the LBA(s) might have on the community? 


   


11.b. the concentration of homeless/low income  individuals and 
families in the community? 


   


11.c. availability of general services in support of the homeless 
persons or families served by LBA(s)? 


   


12. Are the LBAs executed?    
If unexecuted:  


12.a. Are LBA acceptance letters provided from each non-profit 
with an LBA? 


   


If unexecuted: 
12.b. If the non-profit is an umbrella or consortium organization, did 
the provider organizations consent to the arrangement with the 
umbrella/consortium and LRA as reflected within the LBA?   


   


13. Has the LRA’s or political jurisdiction’s chief legal counsel provided 
an opinion for LBA(s) as to their enforceability under State law 
(586.30(b)(3)(i)?    
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 Yes No N/A 
Balance between Economic Redevelopment, Other Development, and Homeless Assistance 
14. Does the LRA Application discuss how the LBAs are the 
consistent with Consolidated Plan? 


   


14.a. Does the LRA Application relate the LBAs to the priorities 
discussed in the Consolidated Plan? 


   


14.b. Does the LRA Application describe how it  balances the  
needs for economic redevelopment, other development, and 
homeless assistance? 


   


Public Comment Requirements 
15. Does the LRA Application provide an overview of the citizen 
participation process? 


   


15.a. Does the LRA Application provide information on the public 
hearing? 


   


15.b. Does the LRA Application include a summary of the 
comments from the public hearing on the draft application? 


   


Public Benefit Transfer Outreach 
16. Does the LRA Application contain evidence that public benefit 
transfer outreach was conducted? 


   


 
 
 
       
Field Office Review completed by: _____________________on ________________ 
      Name    Date 
 
 
 
Headquarters Review completed by: ____________________on_________________   


Name    Date 
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Section 6: Model Base Reuse Plans 
 
This section describes several model reuse plans that an LRA may follow for balancing 
the needs of the homeless with other needs in the community. These may be used as best 
practices/lessons learned from 1995 and later Base Closure actions.  As the process 
begins, LRAs and homeless assistance providers may find it helpful to reach out to 
communities that have gone through the process for advice and tips.  In addition, a 
number of successful strategies have emerged over the past three BRAC rounds that have 
worked to make the process run more smoothly and helped produce positive outcomes to 
address homelessness in their community.  This chapter will outline some strategies that 
both LRAs and homeless assistance providers have used successfully to balance the 
various needs in the community including the need of the homeless.   
 


Case Studies  


In this section, three case studies highlight how these communities negotiated the BRAC 
process, successfully balancing the needs of the homeless in their community with other 
needs in their community.  As you will see, these communities developed different 
mechanisms and processes that drew heavily from their community’s strengths in order to 
organize, plan and implement a base reuse plan that successfully transitioned installations 
from military to civilian use.  The communities highlighted were chosen to provide 
examples from rural, small cities, and suburban settings.    


 


Naval Station Roosevelt Roads (Puerto Rico) 
Summary   
In late September 2003, the U.S. Congress directed the Secretary of the Navy to close the 
Naval Station Roosevelt Roads in Puerto Rico.  This base closure process was not part of 
one of the previous BRAC closure rounds.  The naval station was a sprawling 8,600-acre 
site located in a rural part of Puerto Rico.  The base contained over 3,600 acres of land 
available for reuse and over 1,600 facilities.  Since the naval station was located in a rural 
part of the island, the Commonwealth of Puerto Rico took the lead in the redevelopment 
process appointing the Department of Economic Development and Commerce as the 
LRA.  The Commonwealth and the LRA saw the closure of the naval station as a 
significant opportunity for economic development and job creation that would benefit all 
the citizens of Puerto Rico.   


Planning Process 
Early on in the process, the LRA designated its General Counsel to lead and organize the 
planning process to incorporate the needs of the homeless within the larger redevelopment 
effort.  Identifying leadership and accountability as the process begins is important to 
ensure that the process runs smoothly and speaks with a single voice. 
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The LRA’s first step in addressing the needs of the homeless was to assess the homeless 
situation in the communities in the vicinity of installation.  Since the naval station was 
located in a rural area, the LRA analyzed the homeless situation in two small towns 
(Ceiba and Naguabo).  Using the most recent Puerto Rico Balance of State Continuum of 
Care application, the LRA determined that there was a small homeless population in these 
towns - 36 individuals.  In addition, the LRA found that the homeless were younger and 
had a higher representation of women than in the rest of the Commonwealth. 


As a next step the LRA, working with the HUD Field CPD Office, initiated outreach to 
engage the homeless assistance providers in the two communities.  The LRA made a 
presentation at a meeting of the Coalition of Coalitions (Puerto Rico’s Homeless Planning 
Organization) hosted by HUD in San Juan.   


In addition the LRA, with HUD’s assistance, hosted two workshops for homeless 
assistance providers and other community organizations to explain the process for 
homeless projects and public benefit conveyances.  Within these workshops, the LRA 
clearly explained the distinction between a project serving the homeless and a project 
serving the public, i.e., a public benefit conveyance.  Ensuring the community had a good 
understanding of the difference early in the process prevented any misunderstandings and 
potential grievances later in the evaluation and selection process.  These workshops also 
included tours of the base to view available facilities and learn about any land use 
restraints.  In the second workshop, the LRA reviewed the Notice of Interest (NOI) 
Process and provided a recommended format for the Notice of Interest.  


The LRA received two NOIs clearly labeled as being for homeless assistance.  The LRA 
review committee reviewed both proposals.  The review committee selected a transitional 
housing project planning to serve 6 homeless women who are victims of domestic 
violence and their families proposed by a local homeless assistance agency (Casa de la 
Bondad).  The review committee felt that this project helps fill a significant gap in the 
Community’s continuum of care.  The review and selection process went smoothly with 
no opposition from the broader community.  After the selection process, the LRA 
developed and submitted their application to HUD in December of 2004.   


Successful Outcome  
Casa de la Bondad’s transitional housing project will serve 6 homeless women who are 
victims of domestic violence and their families.  The project will occupy 6 housing units 
(4 BR) in the Nimitz housing complex.  The LRA entered into a legally binding 
agreement (LBA) with Casa de la Bondad.  As part of the LBA, a contingency process 
was established for negotiating alternative arrangements, i.e., site or compensation) if the 
identified site is deemed unsuitable based upon the results of an environmental review to 
be conducted by the Navy.  The homeless service provider is currently working to 
implement the program. 


Project Contact: Michelle Smith 
HUD Puerto Rico Field Office 
787-766-5400, Ext. 2084 


Roosevelt Roads Reuse Plan Website: 
http://www.planrooseveltroads.com/english/index.html 



http://www.planrooseveltroads.com/english/index.html
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Key West Naval Air Station (Florida) 
Summary 
The Key West Naval Air Station was designated for realignment under BRAC 1995.  As 
part of this process, the Department of the Navy identified certain parcels of land and 
facilities on the naval station as surplus.  In 1996, the City of Key West, a small city with 
a population of approximately 27,000 citizens, established the Key West Local 
Redevelopment Authority (LRA) to develop a reuse plan for this excess property.  The 
Key West economy is primarily oriented towards services and retail businesses which are 
part of its vibrant tourism industry.  In addition, Key West’s housing market has become 
increasingly dominated by outside investors and the seasonal home market.  As a result, 
there is a recognized need for affordable housing opportunities targeted to year round 
residents.  Finally, Key West’s homeless assistance providers, through its Homeless 
Coalition, used the potential availability of property from the naval station consolidation 
to undertake a planning process of their own to determine the met and unmet needs of the 
homeless throughout Key West.  Within this context, the LRA began the redevelopment 
planning process seeking to balance the economic redevelopment and housing needs of 
the community with the needs of the homeless.   


Planning Process 
The LRA retained the assistance of an experienced architectural and planning firm to 
assist with the overall reuse plan.  The LRA began the process by assessing the specific 
needs of the homeless in the City of Key West.  Key West is a small city and a   
Consolidated Plan was not available from which to draw information and data.  The LRA 
collected information and data from the Monroe County Continuum of Care and 
interviewed government officials and homeless assistance providers.  In addition, the LRA 
drew from the Homeless Coalition’s Plan 1999 – The Homeless Element of the Key West 
Comprehensive Community Plan (Plan 1999) that identified the homeless community’s 
met and unmet needs.  As a result of this analysis, the LRA estimated the homeless 
population in Key West to be 147 individuals, broken down between 103 individuals and 
44 individuals in homeless families.  It is important to note that the LRA collaborated 
closely with the Key West’s Homeless Coalition and the Continuum of Care in this 
analysis of need and the estimate of the number of homeless within Key West.  


In response to the advertisements for surplus properties at the naval station, thirty-five 
notices of interest (NOIs) including nine homeless NOIs were received by the LRA. The 
LRA organized an extensive citizen participation process to evaluate the NOIs and 
determine the proposed uses of the surplus property.  The LRA retained the Florida 
Conflict Resolution Consortium (an independent, non-partisan, arbitration organization) to 
facilitate public participation meetings which included priorities forums, design charettes 
and alternatives generation workshops.  Homeless coalition members participated actively 
in every meeting of the citizen participation process.  Homeless assistance providers felt 
that their sustained participation within the process, i.e., attending all LRA-sponsored 
meetings was crucial to ensuring that the final plan effectively addressed the needs of Key 
West’s homeless.   


As a result of the extensive community process, the LRA and the community determined 
that the Poinciana housing site, which contained 212 units of existing military housing on 
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36 acres, presented the best opportunity to “achieving the communities goals and 
objectives.”  The LRA’s redevelopment plan for the site proposed 228 units of housing, 
including 50 units targeted for the homeless (i.e. 25% of the Poinciana units).  The LRA 
felt that these 50 units targeted for homeless individuals and families proactively 
addressed gaps in the Continuum of Care for specific homeless sub-populations within the 
context of the “overriding need for affordable housing”.   In coming to this agreement, 
both the LRA and the Homeless Coalition felt that the reuse plan could not address every 
gap or need within the Continuum but could achieve a reasonable balance of addressing 
the needs of the homeless with other needs in the community, such as affordable housing 
and economic development.     


To simplify the process and establish a clear line of responsibility and accountability for 
the redevelopment of the site, the City of Key West and the LRA developed a master 
development agreement with the Key West Housing Authority (KWHA.)  In turn, KWHA 
negotiated with organizations that submitted NOIs to determine which homeless 
assistance providers would implement the activities.  This negotiation was a collaborative 
process with the Southernmost Homeless Assistance League (formerly known as the 
Homeless Coalition) identifying the agencies.  Once the organizations were identified, 
KWHA entered into legally binding agreements (sub-leases) with the seven homeless 
assistance providers.   


Successful Outcome 
The Reuse Plan for surplus properties at the naval station resulted in 50 units of 
transitional and permanent housing targeted to specific homeless sub-populations 
identified by the Homeless Coalition’s Plan 1999.   


Below is a summary of the homeless projects created by the Key West’s Base Reuse Plan: 


• 10 units of transitional/short-term housing for homeless men with substance abuse 
issues; 


• 8 units of transitional housing for homeless families; 


• 18 units of transitional/permanent housing for homeless men and women with 
substance abuse and mental health issues; 


• 10 units of transitional housing for homeless families who are victims of domestic 
violence; and  


• 4 units of transitional housing for homeless individuals who are physically 
disabled. 


The Poinciana Housing site is surrounded by a fairly dense residential community.  At the 
beginning of the process, there was strong opposition to homeless projects from the 
surrounding community.  The homeless providers countered this opposition through 
coordinated engagement, educating the community about the details of each proposed 
project and convincing them that the homeless assistance providers had the capacity and 
experience to be good stewards.  The homeless providers engaged the community and its 
concerns through monthly meetings.  Over time, the homeless providers addressed most if 
not all community concerns.  As a result, the community’s opposition diminished and was 
transformed eventually to overall support for these homeless projects.       
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In implementing these projects, the Rural Health Network (RHM) played an important 
leadership role coordinating the development efforts of the seven projects as well as 
providing technical assistance to the homeless assistance providers that had little to no 
development capacity or experience.   The coordination of development activities amongst 
these projects and the provision of specialized technical assistance included:   


• Environmental Considerations - The RHN collected all available environmental 
reports on the properties designated for the homeless projects as well as 
researched and accessed grant funding for lead and asbestos remediation. 


• Coordination of Continuum of Care and State Funding – Recognizing that there 
were not enough funding resources for all the projects in one year, the RHN 
developed a funding plan that phased funding requests to HUD over a multi-year 
period. 


• Technical Assistance Regarding Rehabilitation Activities – The RHN assisted 
several homeless assistance providers by completing rehabilitation, assisting them 
with funding, and retaining competent contractors.  In addition, KWHA assisted 
the providers by providing them with detailed cost estimates for the needed 
rehabilitation work. 


• Infrastructure Costs - The RHN, the homeless assistance providers, the City of 
Key West and KWHA worked to develop successful strategies to address 
infrastructure costs in turn reducing the cost to the homeless projects.  In order to 
address sewer service and needed roadwork, a larger City replacement project was 
able to address the needs of the homeless projects.  In terms of water connection, 
the projects were able to take advantage of recent upgrades accomplished by the 
Navy.  


As a result of this balanced process, there are currently seven projects providing 50 units 
of transitional housing for a variety of homeless sub-populations including veterans, 
families, victims of domestic violence as well as homeless individuals.       
 
Project Contact: Sandy Higgs 
Formerly of the Rural Health Network 
305-296-6227 
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Memphis Defense Depot (Tennessee) 
Summary 
The Memphis Defense Depot was closed 
in the 1995 BRAC round, and comprised 
almost 700 acres and over 130 buildings of 
various types (i.e. warehouses, 
maintenance buildings and other support 
buildings).  The depot also included eight 
duplex housing units in four structures.  
The Memphis Defense Depot is located in 
an industrial section of Memphis adjacent 
to the local airport.  The City of Memphis 
and Shelby County created a joint local 
agency named the Memphis Depot Redevelopment Agency as the Local Redevelopment 
Authority (LRA).  The LRA’s mission focused on a redevelopment plan that created 
economic development opportunities and replaced jobs that were lost due to the closing.  
The LRA clearly understood the need to identify all the communities in the vicinity of the 
installation by including both the City of Memphis and Shelby County within the larger 
Redevelopment Plan. 


Planning Process 
In order to effectively determine the needs of the homeless, the LRA reviewed the 
Consolidated Plans of both the City of Memphis and Shelby County.  In this analysis, the 
LRA determined that the greatest need was for transitional housing serving both homeless 
individuals and families.  Early on, the LRA made a deliberate decision to create an 
inclusive process reaching out to both the local homeless coalition named the Partners For 
the Homeless (The Partners) and the City of Memphis’ Division of Housing and 
Community Development (DHCD).  Both of these organizations played an important role 
in developing and refining the process to engage, assess and select homeless project(s) for 
inclusion within the overall Redevelopment Plan.  The Partners assisted the LRA outreach 
to the community’s homeless assistance providers.  DHCD was particularly helpful in 
identifying and engaging the specific homeless assistance providers that had the capacity 
and experience to effectively implement and operate a new homeless project.  Through its 
experience administering the HOME and CDBG programs as well as organizing the 
McKinney-Vento homeless funding, DHCD was well aware of the community’s homeless 
assistance providers, their current strengths and weaknesses and each agency’s capacity to 
implement and operate a new homeless project.  The LRA felt that this detailed 
knowledge was especially helpful in evaluating proposals from these homeless assistance 
providers.      


The LRA enlisted both the Partners and DHCD in drafting the formalized Request for 
Notices of Interest (NOIs).  The Request for NOIs contained background regarding the 
redevelopment process at the Memphis Depot; a description of the properties made 
available; a description of the evaluation criteria; a description of the evaluation process 
and an outline of the application requirements to submit a NOI for a homeless project.  
Once this document was developed, the LRA advertised the solicitation by public notice 
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and sent invitations to over sixty local homeless assistance providers for a briefing and 
tour of the facility.  Thirty-seven organizations and eight public agencies attended the 
briefing and tour.  During the period of time that potential applicants were given to 
prepare their NOIs, the LRA offered the opportunity for an additional tour and 
consultation to interested agencies on a request basis.  The LRA received six NOIs – five 
from local homeless assistance providers and one from the Department of Veterans’ 
Affairs.        


The LRA continued to include both the Partners and DHCD in the screening and 
evaluation process.  A review committee from the Partners (who were not associated with 
any of the NOIs submitted) initially assessed and ranked each NOI based upon the 
established evaluation criteria recommending specific homeless projects to the LRA.  The 
DHCD reviewed NOIs, assessing the capacity of the homeless assistance providers.  The 
LRA then selected two homeless projects for inclusion in the Redevelopment Plan. The 
projects were an affordable rental housing project for eight homeless families to be 
operated by the Metropolitan Inter-Faith Association (MIFA) at the former officer housing 
(4 duplex buildings) and a specialized job training and supported work program operated 
by the Memphis Leadership Foundation (MLF).   


The LRA entered into a legally binding agreement (LBA) with MIFA that provides for a 
transfer of the four duplex houses, adjacent parking and related land (6 acres).  The LRA 
entered into a short-term, five-year lease for the selected warehouse building and adjacent 
land to MLF since the Redevelopment Plan calls for the building to be demolished for 
future development.  At the time, the LRA was committed to working with the MLF to 
identify a more permanent site for this valuable program.  After the selection process and 
execution of these agreements with the homeless assistance providers, the LRA developed 
the Homeless Assistance Plan and submitted it to HUD for approval. 


After the LBA was executed, MIFA chose not move forward with the implementation of 
the project.  The LRA quickly initiated a second solicitation using the exact same 
selection process, again collaborating with the Partners and DHCD.  The Partners 
evaluated and ranked all NOIs recommending a transitional housing project for homeless 
veterans proposed by Alpha Omega Veterans Services.  Alpha Omega proposed a 
transitional housing program at the site (4 duplex buildings) of the former officers 
housing.  After independently reviewing the NOIs with DHCD, the LRA accepted the 
Partner’s recommendation and selected Alpha Omega Veterans Services.  The LRA then 
contacted HUD and amended their Homeless Assistance Plan and executed an LBA with 
Alpha Omega Veterans Services.  


In the implementation stage, the LRA continued to work collaboratively with Alpha 
Omega identifying funding to create a separate entrance to the transitional housing 
program and provide a fence around the 6-acre property.  The LRA facilitated the hookups 
with the utility companies, but Alpha Omega was responsible for the cost.  


Successful Outcome  
Alpha Omega Veterans Services currently provides eight units of specialized transitional 
housing for homeless veterans.  Through private fundraising efforts, the agency was able 
to cover all project startup costs to include utility hookups and minor renovations.  Alpha 
Omega’s Board of Director was actively involved throughout the acquisition and 
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implementation process.  The Memphis Leadership Foundation continues to offer the 
specialized job training and supported work program producing wooden pallets for 
commercial use by private companies at the Memphis Depot.  Working collaboratively 
with the LRA and its Board of Directors, the MLF was able to find a permanent home for 
the training program at the Memphis Depot entering into a reasonable long-term lease 
with a private industrial company that had some extra space.  These homeless assistance 
providers did not experience any opposition from the surrounding community due to the 
small scale of the projects and the fact that the projects were naturally buffered by the 
industrial nature of the larger site.   


Project Contacts: 
Jim Covington 
President, Memphis Depot 
1-901-942-4939 
 
Cordell Walker 
Executive Director, Alpha Omega Veterans Services 
901-726-5678 


 


Memphis Depot Website: 
http://www.memphisdepot.net 


 


Alpha Omega Veterans Services Website: 
http://www.aovs.org 



http://www.memphisdepot.net

http://www.aovs.org
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Appendix 1: HUD Contacts 


 


HUD Headquarters: 
 
U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development 
Office of Special Needs Assistance Programs 
BRAC Coordinator 
451 Seventh Street, SW, Room 7266 
Washington, DC 20410 
 


HUD CPD Field Offices:  


All CPD field offices are listed here for reference.  LRAs should contact the field office 
closest to the affected installation.  Local HUD Field office information is also available 
on the HUD Website at: http://offices/cpd/about/staff/fodirectors/index.cfm.  


 



http://offices/cpd/about/staff/fodirectors/index.cfm
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Community Planning and Development Field Office  
Contact Information 


 
New England 


Field Office Address Phone Number Fax Number 


Hartford  
Field Office 


1 Corporate Center 
Hartford, CT 
06103-3220 


( 860 ) 240-4800  
ext. 3059 


( 860 ) 240-4857 


Manchester  
Field Office 


Norris Cotton Federal Bldg. 
275 Chestnut St. 
Manchester, NH 
03101-2487 


( 603 ) 666-7510 
ext. 3017 


( 603 ) 666-7644 


Boston  
Regional Office 


10 Causeway Street 
Boston, MA 
02222-1092 


(617) 994-8357 (617) 565-5442 


New York / New Jersey 
Buffalo  
Field Office 


Lafayette Court 
465 Main Street 
5th Floor 
Buffalo, NY 
14203-1780 


(716) 551-5755 
ext. 5800 


(716) 551-5634  
or 4789 
 


Newark  
Field Office 


One Newark Center 
13th Floor 
Newark, NJ 
07102-5260 


( 973 ) 622-7900 
ext. 3300 


( 973 ) 645-4461 


New York 
Regional Office 


26 Federal Plaza 
Suite 3541 
New York, NY 
10278-0068 


( 212 ) 264-2885 
ext. 3401 


( 212 ) 264-0993 


Mid-Atlantic 
Baltimore  
Field Office 


10 South Howard St. 
5th Floor 
Baltimore, MD 
21201-2505 


( 410 ) 962-2520 
ext. 3071 


( 410 ) 962-7250 


Philadelphia 
Regional Office 


The Wanamaker Bldg 
100 Penn Square, East 
Philadelphia, PA 
19107-3380 


( 215 ) 656-0626 
ext.3201 


( 215 ) 656-3442 


Pittsburgh  
Field Office 


339 Sixth Avenue 
6th Floor 
Pittsburgh, PA 
15222-2515 


( 412 )  644-2999 ( 412 ) 644-2678 
or 6499 


Richmond  
Field Office 


600 East Broad Street 
Richmond, VA 
23219-4320 


( 804 ) 771-2100  
ext. 3766 


( 804 ) 771-2284 


Washington, DC 
Field Office 


820 First St NE 
Suite 300 
Washington, DC 
20002-4205 


( 202 ) 275-9200  
ext. 3163 


( 202 ) 275-4190 
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Southeast / Caribbean 


Field Office Address Phone Number Fax Number 


Birmingham  
Field Office 


950 22nd St. North 
Suite 900 
Birmingham, AL 
35203-5302 


( 205 ) 731-2630  
ext. 1027 


( 205 ) 731-2388 


San Juan 
(Caribbean)  
Field Office 


171 Carlos E. Chardon 
Ave. 
San Juan, PR 
00918-0903 


( 787 ) 766-5400  
ext. 2005 


( 787 ) 766-5107 


Miami  
Field Office 


909 SE First Ave. 
Miami, FL 33131 


( 305 ) 536-4431  
ext. 2223 


( 305 ) 536-4781 


Atlanta  
Regional Office 


40 Marietta St. 
Five Points Plaza 
Atlanta, GA 
30303-2806 


( 404 ) 331-5001  
ext. 2449 


( 404 ) 331-6997 


Jacksonville  
Field Office 


301 West Bay Street 
Suite 2200 
Jacksonville, FL 


( 904 ) 232-1777  
ext. 2077 


( 904 ) 232-3617 


Louisville  
Field Office 


601 West Broadway 
Louisville, KY 
40202 


( 502 ) 582-6163  
ext. 200 


( 502 ) 582-5300 


Jackson  
Field Office 


McCoy Federal Bldg 
100 W. Capitol St. 
Room 910 
Jackson, MS 
39269-1096 


( 601 ) 965-4700 
ext. 3140 


( 601 ) 965-5912 


Greensboro  
Field Office 


Asheville Building 
1500 Pinecroft Rd 
Greensboro, NC 
27407-3707 


( 336 ) 547-4006 ( 336 ) 547-4148 


Columbia  
Field Office 


1835 Assembly St. 
13th Floor  
Columbia, SC 
29201-2480 


( 803 ) 765-5564 ( 803 ) 253-3426 


Knoxville  
Field Office 


710 Locust Street, SW 
Suite 300 
Knoxville, TN 
37902-2526 


( 865 ) 545-4391 
ext. 125 


( 865 ) 545-4575 


 







42                                          Guidebook on Military Base Reuse and Homeless Assistance                               


 
 


Midwest 


Field Office Address Phone Number Fax Number 


Chicago  
Regional Office 


Ralph Metcalfe Federal 
Bldg. 
77 W Jackson Blvd 
Chicago, IL 60604-3507 


( 312 ) 353-6236  
ext. 2713 


( 312 ) 353-5417 


Indianapolis  
Field Office 


151 N Delaware St. 
Suite 1200 
Indianapolis, IN 46204-
2526 


( 317 ) 226-6303  
ext. 6790 


( 317 ) 226-6317 


Detroit  
Field Office 


477 Michigan Ave 
Detroit, MI  48226-2592 


( 313 ) 226-7900 
ext. 8059 


( 313 ) 226-6689 


Minneapolis  
Field Office 


Kinnard Financial Center 
920 Second Ave S. 
Minneapolis MN 55402 


( 612 ) 370-3019 
ext. 2107 


( 612 ) 370-3093 


Columbus  
Field Office 


200 North High St 
Columbus, OH  
43215-2463 


( 614 ) 469-5737  
ext. 8248 


( 614 ) 469-2237 


Milwaukee 
Field Office 


310 W Wisconsin Avenue 
Room 1380 
Milwaukee, WI 53203-2289 


( 414 ) 297-3214  
ext. 8100 


( 414 ) 297-3202 


Southwest 
Little Rock  
Field Office 


425 West Capitol Avenue 
Suite 900 
Little Rock, AR 72201-
3488 


( 501 ) 324-6375  
ext. 3300 


( 501 ) 324-5954 


New Orleans 
Field Office 


Hale Boggs Building 
501 Magazine Street 
9th Floor 
New Orleans, LA 70130-
3099 


( 504 ) 589-7214  
ext. 1047 


( 504 ) 589-4089 


Albuquerque 
Field Office 


625 Silver Ave SW 
Suite 100  
Albuquerque, NM 87102 


( 505 ) 346-7361 ( 505 ) 346-6604 


Oklahoma City 
Field Office 


500 W. Main St 
Suite 400 
Oklahoma City, OK  
73102-2233 


( 405 ) 609-8569 ( 405 ) 553-7574 


San Antonio 
Field Office 


One Alamo Center 
106 S. St. Mary's St. 
San Antonio, Texas 78205 


( 210 ) 475-6821 ( 210 ) 472-6825 


Houston  
Field Office 


1301 Fonnin St 
Suite 2200 
Houston, TX 77002 


( 913 ) 718-3199 ( 913 ) 551-5859 


Ft. Worth 
Regional Office 


801 Cherry St. 
PO Box 2905 
Ft. Worth, TX 76113-2905 


( 817 ) 978-5951 ( 817 ) 978-5559 
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Great Plains 
Field Office Address Phone Number Fax Number 


Kansas City 
Regional Office 


400 State Ave 
Room 200 
Kansas City, KS 66101-
2406 


( 913 ) 551-5485 ( 913 ) 551-5859 


Omaha  
Field Office 


10909 Mill Valley Road 
Suite 100 
Omaha, NE 68154-3955 


( 402 ) 492-3147 ( 402 ) 492-3163 


St. Louis  
Field Office 


1222 Spruce St 
Suite 3207 
St. Louis, MO  
63103-2836 


( 314 ) 539-6533 ( 314 ) 539-6818 


Rocky Mountain 
Denver  
Regional Office 


1670 Broadway 
Denver, CO  
80202-3607 


( 303 ) 672-5414 
ext. 1326 


( 303 ) 672-5028 


Pacific/Hawaii 
San Francisco 
Regional Office 


600 Harrison St. 
3rd Floor 
San Francisco, CA 
94104-1300 


( 415 ) 489-6568 ( 415 ) 489-6601 


Honolulu  
Field Office 


500 Ala Moana Blvd.  
Suite 3A 
Honolulu, HI  
96813-4918 


( 808 ) 522-8180  
ext. 264 


( 808 ) 522-8194 


Los Angeles 
Field Office 


611 W.6th St. Ste.800 
Los Angeles, CA 90017 


( 213 ) 894-8000  
ext. 2555 


( 213 ) 894-8122 


Phoenix  
Field Office 


One N. Central Ave 
Suite 600 
Phoenix, AZ 85004 


( 602 ) 379-7175 ( 602 ) 379-4431 


Nevada  
Field Office  


Foley Building, Ste. 2900 
300 Las Vegas Blvd. 
Las Vegas, NV 89101 


( 702 ) 366-2100 ( 702 ) 388-6244 


Northwest/Alaska 
Anchorage  
Field Office 


3000 C Street  
Suite 401 
Anchorage, AK  
99503-4399 


( 907 ) 677-9890 ( 907 ) 271-3667 


Portland  
Field Office 


400 SW 6th Ave. 
Suite 700 
Portland, OR  
97204-1632 


( 503 ) 326-7018 ( 503 ) 326-3684  or 4065 


Seattle  
Regional Office 


909 First Ave. 
Suite 200 
Seattle, WA 98104-1000 


( 206 ) 220-5268 ( 206 ) 220-5403 
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Appendix 2:  HUD Funding for Homeless 
Assistance Programs  


 
HUD currently administers three primary competitive programs that provide assistance to 
help fill gaps in the local Continuum of Care system.  Each year, HUD awards funding 
for these programs through a single competitive application process.  For example, in FY 
2005, HUD awarded over $1.1 billion among these three programs for Continuum of 
Care systems.  In FY 2006, HUD is expecting to award approximately $1.2 billion.  


A brief description of each competitive program follows. For more information on how 
to apply for each, contact the local HUD Field Office listed in Appendix 1.  The HUD 
CPD Field Office can also explain how the four HUD formula programs (CDBG, 
HOME, HOPWA, and ESG) can be used to fund homeless housing and service 
programs.  


Supportive Housing Program (SHP)  
 
Program. The Supportive Housing Program is designed to promote the development of 
supportive housing and supportive services, including innovative approaches assisting 
homeless persons in the transition from homelessness and enabling them to live as 
independently as possible. SHP funds may be used to provide transitional housing, 
permanent housing for persons with disabilities, and supportive services.  


Eligible applicants. States, units of general local government, public housing agencies,  
private nonprofit organizations, and community mental health centers that are public 
nonprofit organizations are eligible to apply.  


Eligible activities. Grantees may use SHP funds to acquire, rehabilitate, or construct 
structures for use as supportive housing or in providing supportive services; to lease 
structures for use as supportive housing or providing supportive services; to provide 
operating costs for supportive housing; and/or to provide supportive services.  
 


Shelter Plus Care Program (S+C)  
 
Program. The purpose of the Shelter Plus Care program is to provide rental assistance for 
hard-to-serve homeless persons with disabilities in connection with supportive services 
funded from sources other than this program.  Assistance is targeted primarily to homeless 
persons who are severely mentally ill; have chronic problems with alcohol, drugs, or both; 
or have AIDS or related diseases.  


Eligible applicants. States, units of general local government, and public housing 
agencies may apply.  


Eligible activities. The Shelter Plus Care program provides rental assistance through four 
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components: tenant-based rental assistance, sponsor-based rental assistance, project-based 
rental assistance, and rental assistance in connection with the moderate rehabilitation of 
single-room-occupancy units. Applicants may request assistance for any component.  


Section 8 Moderate Rehabilitation Single Room Occupancy (SRO) 
Program  
 
Program. The purpose of the SRO Program is to provide rental assistance to homeless 
individuals in connection with the moderate rehabilitation of SRO dwellings. Resources 
to fund the cost of rehabilitating the dwellings must be from other sources. However, the 
rental assistance covers operating expenses of the SRO housing, including debt service 
for rehabilitation financing, provided that the monthly rental assistance per unit does not 
exceed the moderate rehabilitation fair market rent for an SRO unit, as established by 
HUD.  


Eligible applicants. Private nonprofit organizations and public housing agencies are 
eligible to apply.  


Eligible activities. SRO assistance may be used only for rental assistance and for 
administering the rental assistance program.  
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OFFICE OF THE UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE
3000 DEFENSE PENTAGON


WASHINGTON, DC 20301-3000


September 2005


The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) periodically prepares and distributes 
community guidance manuals to assist communities dealing with the issues arising from 
military base closures/realignments, and base redevelopment. This manual is intended to 
provide information and procedural guidance on converting former military airfields to 
public civilian aviation use. 


When a base closes, the former military property often presents the affected community 
with the single greatest asset for overcoming the job losses and other local impacts. 
Former military airfields often include runways that can accommodate the largest 
civil aircraft as well as ready-to-use land, buildings, and equipment. If a community 
determines an opportunity exists for civilian aviation use, airfield conversions have 
proven to be a vital economic engine for job creation and economic growth. 


The information in this manual is intended to provide you with a good initial overview, 
including detailed information on the process to convert former military airfield property 
to public civilian aviation use, the role of and assistance available from the Federal 
Aviation Administration, as well as case studies from the local perspective of successful 
airfield conversions. Additionally, we include websites and points of contact to help you 
work through the many considerations associated with an airfield conversion. 


 Additional information about OEA, related links, and community contacts can be found 
at www.oea.gov. We hope you find this manual helpful. 


Patrick J. O’Brien
Director
Office of Economic Adjustment


ACQUISITION AND 
TECHNOLOGY
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Foreword


American military bases open, close, contract, or expand to satisfy Defense changes and 
meet national security challenges. Between 1988 and 1995, 387 military installations 
were approved for closure or realignment (97 were classified as major closures and 55 as 
major realignments). During these closure years, communities selected 24 of 49 former 
military airfields for conversion to civil uses, ranging from major metropolitan airports to 
cargo hubs and general aviation. It was determined during the reuse planning process that 
many of these former airfields could be a primary engine for attracting new businesses, 
creating new jobs, and expanding the local economy. 


The effects of military base closures and realignments are felt locally. Jobs are lost, 
often large parcels of land are made available for civilian uses, or a significant influx of 
personnel may strain the local capacity to provide housing, infrastructure, and community 
services. These Defense actions create challenges for community leaders; thus, the 
Defense Economic Adjustment Program and the Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) 
were established to help alleviate the adverse effects of Defense actions, including 
military base closures and realignments, and to provide transitional guidance to 
communities. An orderly economic adjustment transition process has evolved. For base 
closures and realignments, Congress has prescribed the organization, procedures, and 
timing for local activities that deal with surplus base property.


OEA publishes community guidance manuals in order to help communities steer their 
way through the often traumatic and confusing adjustment period. These manuals 
elaborate on the basic direction and principles described in “Responding to Change: 
Communities & BRAC.” Readers should understand that the actions addressed in each 
manual relate to a local adjustment program and a single organization that is the focus for 
all activities. All OEA guidance publications are available on the OEA website www.oea.
gov 


The purpose of this manual is to provide guidance and information to State and local 
governments that are interested in converting a former military airfield to public aviation 
uses. (An executive summary of the specific conversion steps is available in Appendix 
I.) Conversions have proven to be among the most beneficial civilian reuses of military 
airfields, providing communities an opportunity to take over an operating airport to 
serve as a driver of new jobs and economic activity. Some examples of communities 
that have benefited from converting a former airfield include Pease Air Force Base, NH, 
which increased civilian jobs to 5,124 from 1,170 in 1991; England Air Force Base, 
LA, which increased jobs to 1,963 from 682 in 1992; Bergstrom Air Force Base, TX, 
which increased jobs to 4,359 from 927 in 1993; and Castle Air Force Base, CA, which 
increased jobs to 2,326 from 1,149 in 1995. 
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The Military Airfield Conversion Opportunity


As the aviation industry recovers from the economic downturn of 2001, air traffic growth 
will again bring airport and airway infrastructure issues to the forefront. The Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA) has forecast passenger enplanements to return to pre-9/11 
levels in 2005, and passenger enplanements are forecast to grow at an average annual rate 
of 4.3 percent through 2015. Owing to the shift to Internet shopping, air cargo demand is 
also growing rapidly. System capacity must be expanded to meet the projected demand. 
A recovery in demand for commercial air transportation, along with the rapid expansion 
of general aviation (private and corporate aircraft), will continue to strain the existing 
aviation system.


The 2004 Department of Transportation (DoT)/FAA report on “Capacity Needs in the 
National Airspace System” concluded that the predominant trend over the next two 
decades will be the expansion of existing airports to meet forecast demands. But even 
planned improvements will not be sufficient at some locations. Therefore, plans for 
capacity enhancements, including new runways and in limited cases new airfields, must 
continue, and more new runways must be planned. A complete breakdown of airports and 
areas requiring increased capacity can be found at http://faa.gov/arp/publications/reports/
index.cfm


By converting former military air bases to civilian airports, many communities, big 
and small, have been able to improve their air links and tap new economic growth 
potential. Communities with inadequate airports may acquire former military airfields as 
supplements or replacements for old airports. Sacramento’s air cargo center is the former 
Mather Air Force Base, freeing up capacity for passenger air traffic growth at the area’s 
principal passenger airport. About a third of the converted military airfields in the last 
round of base closures found their role as reliever airports in metropolitan areas. 


Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, TX (BRAC 91), now called Austin-Bergstrom 
International, was one of the most dramatic military base conversions ever 
accomplished. The city was poised to buy land for a new airport, but fortunate 
timing allowed Austin to convert the closed air base. On May 2, 1999, the first 
scheduled passenger flight landed at the new airport, ushering in a new era of air 
service for Austin and central Texas. (Cargo operations actually began in 1997.) 
The City of Austin estimates it saved $200 million in land acquisition and runway 
construction costs alone by transforming the former Air Force base into the $690 
million international airport. By 2012, more than 16,000 new jobs are expected to be 
associated with the airport and more than 725,000 square feet of new development 
drawn to the surrounding area.







Converting Military Airfields to Civil Airports


Office of Economic Adjustment 3


Former military airfields and the current civil airport inventory


In 2002, there were 3,344 airports in the nation’s air transport system. More than 500 of 
these were at one time military airfields or are currently being jointly used by military 
and civil aircraft. Many of these are large hubs. Examples include Hartsfield International 
in Atlanta, Chicago O’Hare, Oakland International, John Wayne-Orange County, Orlando 
International, Myrtle Beach International, Charleston, SC, and many other major airports. 
For many years the Territory of Guam jointly used Naval Air Station Agana as its vital 
international airport. When the Naval Air Station closed in 1995, all of the airfield, its 
air traffic control system, and much of the abutting land were transferred to the Guam 
Airport Authority.


Joint-Use Airfields


Joint-Use Airfields are owned and operated by the Department of Defense but civilian use 
is permitted. While joint use is authorized by Federal law, each service must determine 
whether civilian operations are compatible with the military mission. The process must 
be initiated by the local airport sponsor in a formal proposal to the base commander. The 
proposal should include all the information needed to assess the impact of the civilian 
use on the military mission through a 5-year projection of the civilian operations. Such 
agreements can be mutually beneficial because of the shared cost of operation. The joint-
use agreement must also be compatible with FAA grant and deed assurances. The civilian 
portion of a joint-use airport is eligible for FAA funding for airport improvements. As of 
2002, 22 active military airfields were being jointly used with civilian aircraft operations 
(see list at Appendix III). As a result of base closures, the DoD retained parts of Grissom, 
March, Homestead, and Kelly Air Force Bases for DoD aviation components, although 
most of the airfields at these bases became available for joint civilian use.


A list of military airfields that transferred to civil sponsorship can be found in Appendix 
IV. A few former military airfields deemed by the FAA to have civil aviation potential 
were not accepted by their communities and were redeveloped for non-aviation uses.


Guidelines to Airfield Conversion


NPIAS, Gateway to Military Airfield Conversion


To help meet the nation’s anticipated demand for air transport, the Federal Aviation 
Administration maintains the National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems (NPIAS). 
Airports included in the NPIAS are public airports considered to be safe, efficient, and 
integrated into the system of airports needed to meet the needs of civil aviation, national 







Converting Military Airfields to Civil Airports


Office of Economic Adjustment4


defense, and the Postal Service. The airport authorities operating them are eligible to 
receive grants from the Aviation Trust Fund through the Airport Improvement Program 
(AIP). Congress has set aside a portion of this funding for former military airports in the 
Military Airport Program (MAP), described in more detail later.


The NPIAS report is prepared and published by the FAA every 2 years. The June 2004 
NPIAS report identified about 3,344 airports needed for the nation’s passenger and air 
cargo transport. Of these, only about 510 are served by scheduled air carriers.


Why is the NPIAS important? A proposed airport must be in the NPIAS to receive 
FAA funding from the AIP and MAP. Upon declaring a military airfield surplus, the 
Military Department (Army/Navy/Air Force) will notify the FAA that it is available for 
transfer. The FAA will determine if the airfield qualifies for the NPIAS and for transfer 
as a public airport. Most States have a State airport plan as well, and inclusion in it is 
sometimes a preliminary step toward listing in the NPIAS. It is important for State or 
local governments interested in sponsoring or promoting an airport conversion to take 
the initiative by contacting both the FAA airports division regional office and the State 
aviation office. This should be done as early as possible. Ultimately, it is the airport 
sponsor’s responsibility to ensure that the FAA includes its airport in the NPIAS by 
submitting an official request to the FAA. 


Where does a former military airfield fit into the airport system? The NPIAS categorizes 
airports as three major types: (1) commercial service airports, (2) reliever airports, and (3) 
general aviation airports. These classifications provide the basis for distribution of FAA 
funding.


1) Commercial service airports are defined as public airports receiving scheduled 
passenger service and having 2,500 or more enplaned passengers per year. There 
are 510 commercial service airports, 383 of which have more than 10,000 annual 
passenger enplanements and are classified as primary airports. Primary airports 
receive an annual apportionment of at least $1 million in AIP funds, with the 
amount determined by the number of enplaned passengers. Primary airports are 
grouped into the following four categories:


a) Large hub airfields each account for at least 1 percent of total U.S. passenger 
enplanements. There are 31 large hub airports, accounting for 70 percent of all 
enplanements.


b) Medium hubs each account for between 0.25 percent and 1 percent of total 
passenger enplanements. There are 37 medium hub airports, accounting for 20 
percent of all enplanements.


c) Small hubs each account for between 0.05 percent to 0.25 percent of total 
passenger enplanements. There are 68 small hub airports, accounting for 8 
percent of all enplanements.
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d) Non-hubs are defined as airports that enplane less than 0.05 percent of 
all commercial passenger enplanements but more than 10,000 annual 
enplanements. There are 247 non-hub airports, accounting for 2 percent of all 
enplanements.


2) Reliever airports are airports in metropolitan areas that are intended to reduce 
congestion at large commercial airports by providing pilots with alternative 
landing areas or by accommodating traffic from nearby congested airports. 
Relievers must have at least 100 based aircraft or 25,000 itinerant (stopover) 
operations. There are 278 reliever airfields, all of which are included in the 
NPIAS.


3) General aviation airports serve less congested metropolitan areas, smaller 
communities, and remote locations, providing rural areas access to the aviation 
system. There are 2,556 general aviation airports in the NPIAS.  General aviation 
airports should meet the criteria of having at least 10 locally based aircraft and be 
located at least 20 miles or 30 minutes from the nearest NPIAS airport.


Identify an Airport Sponsor


The acquisition and conversion of a former military airfield takes a great deal of 
planning, most of which will be done by the State or community that steps forward as the 
airport sponsor. By sponsor, we mean a State, political subdivision, municipality, or tax-
supported institution willing and able to own and operate the airport. Only tax-supported 
State and local governmental entities are eligible to receive surplus military property 
(airfields).


Coordination with OEA


To begin the base reuse planning process, the DoD Office of Economic Adjustment 
(OEA) recognizes a Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA), which is responsible for 
reuse planning of the surplus property. The LRA is a unit of State or local government, 
but it may or may not be the same entity that sponsors the airport. Early in the base reuse 
planning process, the LRA will be advised of the availability of surplus military property. 
This occurs after the DoD has notified potential Federal users, like the FAA, of available 
excess property. Potential airport proponents should, however, begin working with the 
LRA, local FAA officials, and State aviation agencies as soon as a military airfield is 
designated for closure. This early initiative could provide opportunities for interaction 
with the military operators of the airfield prior to closure, facilitating a seamless transfer. 
Information on former and current OEA-recognized LRAs and their reuse efforts can be 
obtained from OEA or by visiting the OEA website at www.oea.gov
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Prepare the Airport Master Plan


Early airport planning is essential and must be coordinated closely with various local 
stakeholders, such as State and local governments, the DoD, and the local community 
(through various outreach mechanisms, including public meetings). Since the LRA will 
include extensive stakeholder participation in its planning, the airport sponsor will want 
to start coordinating its efforts with those of the LRA.


Concurrent Planning: The disposing Military Department will not normally transfer 
public benefit property, such as an airfield, unless the new use is in the community’s 
base reuse plan. Base reuse planning should be performed concurrent with development 
of an Airport Master Plan (AMP), which also includes an Airport Layout Plan (ALP), 
to determine the feasibility and viability of operating the airport and the amount of land 
needed to ensure sustainability. If the LRA is not the airport sponsor, it is incumbent upon 
the LRA to coordinate with the airport sponsor to ensure that airport planning is fully 
considered in the base reuse planning process. 


Airport Master Plan: The AMP is the key document for determining the airport 
classification for its civil role and its eligibility for FAA funding and no-cost transfer to 
a civil airport sponsor. Preparation of the AMP should begin concurrently with the base 
reuse plan, and the work should be coordinated. The plan identifies (1) current and a 
20-year projection of aeronautical needs of the geographic area served, (2) associated 
environmental impacts, and (3) facility requirements and capital development needs. 
Included in the AMP will be:


• an operations and business plan, showing the extent to which the airport will be 
self-supporting;


• communications and navigational aids needed for the civil airport;
• a multi-year capital development plan; and
• an Airport Layout Plan (ALP).


The ALP particularly should be done in coordination with the base reuse plan, since the 
land use in one area affects that in the others. The Airport Layout Plan is usually more 
detailed than the base reuse plan. 


Grant funding for the AMP should be available from AIP funds administered by the 
FAA.  Recipients of these grants are not necessarily the airport sponsors who will later 
own and operate the airports. Local government planning departments, for example, 
may apply for these grants prior to determination of the airport owner/operator. Later, 
however, the airport sponsor will have to show land ownership to get funding for capital 
improvements. This funding is also from the AIP, which includes a military airport set-
aside. Guidance on preparing and applying for funding is available at www.faa.gov/arp/
400home.cfm 







Converting Military Airfields to Civil Airports


Office of Economic Adjustment 7


Environmental review and impact analysis


Environmental review and impact analysis is normally developed during the Airport 
Master Planning process and incorporated into the DoD property disposal Environmental 
Assessment (EA) required by the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) and 
applicable State environmental assessments. The disposing Military Department is 
responsible for conducting the NEPA analysis and producing the required documentation. 
Based on the results reported in the EA and any other investigations, the disposing 
Military Department will prepare either a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) or 
an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), which may require additional investigation 
and analysis. If the airfield is not deactivated and contamination is not significant, an EA 
may be all that is required. The Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) and the FAA 
(a cooperating agency in the EIS process) work closely with the Military Department in 
preparing the EIS, if required. Both the FAA and the Military Department will normally 
issue the Records of Decision (ROD) that are required to conclude the NEPA process for 
the airport. The FAA is bound by statutory and regulatory requirements to evaluate the 
environmental (noise, traffic, pollution) consequences of all proposed developments on 
the approved Airport Layout Plan. The applicable regulations include but are not limited 
to NEPA, the Clean Air Act, and the Airport and Airway Improvement Act. For more 
information on the environmental review process, contact your regional FAA or EPA 
office.


Acquiring a Former Military Airfield


Applying for land and improvements: 


An airport sponsor applies to the Military Department disposing of the surplus property 
for an aviation Public Benefit Conveyance (PBC). The sponsor is typically an existing 
airport authority serving the area in which the base is located. However, the sponsor 
could be a local or State government not currently operating an airport. The Local 
Redevelopment Authority, which could be the airport sponsor, and the FAA should 
already be working with the Military Department personnel who will handle the airport 
PBC application. While the FAA reviews the application for airport property, the 
disposing Military Department may not accept the application unless it is consistent with 
the local base reuse plan developed by the LRA. To qualify for FAA resources the airfield 
should be conveyed under  an airport PBC, even though other conveyance mechanisms 
may be available. 


The PBC application will completely describe the property being acquired, easements 
to be acquired, and easements reserved to other owners. The application should include 
land as well as buildings and surplus equipment (personal property) needed for airport 
operation. Land and buildings need not be limited to those directly used for airport 
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operations. The request may include land and improvements for commercial development 
that will support the airport through the revenue produced. Bear in mind that proceeds 
from property acquired through an airport PBC may only be used for airport purposes 
and the property can only be leased, not sold. The Military Department will prepare 
documentation for the transfer and will request from the FAA a recommendation as to 
the need (public benefit) of the proposed airport and the qualifications of the sponsors. 
The FAA will submit a “determination of suitability to transfer” letter to the Military 
Department as part of the PBC process. 


Public Benefit Conveyance (PBC) of Military Property for Civil Use


Congress has created a number of authorities for transferring surplus Federal property 
to eligible recipients who have viable plans for reusing the property for approved public 
purposes. One such public purpose is a civil airport. Section 13 (g) of the Surplus 
Property Act of 1944 (49 U.S.C. 47151), which is continued in effect by section 602(a) 
of the Federal Property and Administrative Services Act of 1949 and amended by 
Public Law 311, 81st Congress (50 U.S.C. App. 1622(a)-(c)), authorizes the conveyance 
or disposal of all right, title, and interest of the United States in and to any surplus 
real property or personal property (excluding highest and best use property which is 
determined by the Administrator to be industrial) to any State, political subdivision, 
municipality, or tax-supported institution without monetary consideration to the United 
States. Such property must be determined by the Secretary of the Department of 
Transportation to be suitable, essential, or desirable for development, improvement, 
operation, or maintenance of a public airport, including property needed to develop 
sources of revenue from non-aviation businesses at a public airport. In other words, the 
Federal Government may transfer property to jurisdictions at no cost if deemed necessary 
to support the public aviation system.


In accordance with 41 CFR 102-75.385, the disposal agency (the Military Department) 
must notify eligible public agencies that property currently used as or suitable for use as a 
public airport under the Surplus Property Act of 1944, as amended, has been determined 
to be surplus.


Congress has designated the FAA as the government’s sponsor for responding to airport 
surplus property determinations and airport transfers. Local airport sponsors that apply 
to a Military Department for a PBC must obtain FAA support for their request. The FAA 
will review the application and make a recommendation to the Military Department as 
to the suitability of the proposal and qualifications of the applicant. Also, in that role the 
FAA works with and supports sponsors under a variety of programs if the applicant meets 
requirements for the nation’s airport system. Ultimately, it is the airport recipient that 
will prepare the PBC application to the Military Department, relying heavily on guidance 
and input from the FAA. The application for DoD surplus property, including terms and 
conditions, can be found at www.faa.gov/ARP/planning/map/surplus.cfm?ARPnav=map
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The viability of a PBC property is an important planning consideration, since airport 
PBCs are transferred in perpetuity. If the new owner is unable to operate and maintain the 
airport, the property could revert back to the Federal Government. An FAA-sponsored 
Airport Feasibility Study is an essential planning tool that can help determine long-term 
viability.


Environmental cleanup responsibilities:


The DoD and FAA will work together to expedite transfer of the property so that civilian 
operations can begin as soon as possible. Under Federal law, the Military Department 
disposing of the property is responsible for remediation of environmental contamination 
on the property prior to disposal. In some cases cleanup could take years, but effective 
use and transfer of the property could take place well before cleanup is completed.


DoD’s policy is to transfer property deeds as soon as possible, but when cleanup 
is a factor, effective property reuse can be expedited through the use of a Lease in 
Furtherance of Conveyance (LIFOC) or use of Early Transfer Authority (ETA). A LIFOC 
is a long-term (25 years or more) lease that allows use of contaminated property as long 
as actions have been taken to protect human health and the environment, but with an 
agreement that the user will take deed to the property when remediation is complete. The 
ETA also allows use of property with pending remediation, except in this case the deed is 
transferred up front with an agreement that the Military Department remains responsible 
for cleanup. Before an early transfer can take place, the Governor of the State in which 
the Federal property is located must agree to defer the Federal covenant that requires 
cleanup. The document the Governor will be requested to agree to by the Military 
Department is called a Covenant Deferral Request (CDR). For sites on the EPA’s National 
Priorities List (NPL), both the EPA Administrator and Governor of the State must agree 
to the early transfer; for non-NPL sites only the Governor must agree.


The CDR is normally submitted as part of a Finding of Suitability for Early Transfer 
(FOSET) document pursuant to the Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) 120(h)(3)(C), which describes the property 
to be transferred, the extent of the contamination, intended future land use, any Land Use 
Controls (LUCs) that may be placed on the property, corrective actions, and assurances 
that the property will be remediated. A Military Department may use LUCs to satisfy the 
EPA requirement to protect human health and the environment by controlling use of the 
property until environmental cleanup is complete.


One advantage of using a LIFOC or Early Transfer is transfer of control of the 
property to the airport sponsor/recipient, a requirement for FAA funding of any capital 
improvements. The FAA can also assist the local airport sponsors in preparing the legal 
documents associated with transfer.
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CERCLA Requirements for Federal Property Transfers - When a Federal 
agency transfers to an entity other than another Federal agency real property on 
which hazardous substances have been stored for 1 or more years known to have 
been released, or disposed of, the deed must contain covenants warranting that
- all remedial action necessary to protect human health and the environment with 
respect to any such substance remaining on the property has been taken before date 
of transfer CERCLA Section 120 (h)(3)(A)(ii)(I))]; and
- any additional remedial action found to be necessary after the date of transfer shall 
be conducted by the United States (CERCLA Section 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(II)).


Land Use Controls - Land Use Controls include any type of physical, legal, or 
administrative mechanism that restricts the use of, or limits access to, real property 
to prevent exposure to contaminants above permissible levels. LUCs can be a 
combination of Engineering Controls (ECs) and Institutional Controls (ICs) designed 
to limit land use at a particular contaminated site for the protection of human health 
and the environment. ECs normally include land caps, building methods, or any 
physical barrier (fences, signs, guards). ICs are a variety of legal devices imposed 
to ensure the ECs stay in place, or to restrict land use via easements, covenants, 
notices, zoning, permits, etc. Authorization to use LUCs as an environmental 
remedy stems from delegation of that authority by the President to the Secretary 
of Defense in Executive Order 12580. Considering the impact LUCs can have on 
redevelopment, Military Departments will normally consult with Federal and State 
regulators, along with local land use authorities, when determining the type of 
LUC, and establishing who will be responsible for maintenance, monitoring, and 
enforcement of the LUC.


Other Conveyance Considerations


Airport Industrial Parks: Conversion of military airfields to civil airports is often 
associated with aviation/airport industrial park development. Land for airport-related 
revenue producing activities may be included in the public benefit conveyance—but 
only if revenue from its use is needed to sustain airport operations. The former England 
Air Force Base (AFB) became a full-service airport encompassing a commercial and 
industrial center that is a major factor in the economy of central Louisiana. The result was 
similar for the rural Upper Peninsula of Michigan after the closure of K.I. Sawyer AFB 
near Marquette.


Non-Real Estate Surplus Property (Personal Property): All of the non-real estate surplus 
property that the airport sponsor wishes to acquire must be included in the application 
for a Public Benefit Conveyance. Therefore, airport sponsors need to establish contact 
with the military airfield operators as soon as possible to ensure that they have a 
complete inventory of surplus property. Surplus property might include, for example, 
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air communication and navigation systems, lighting, and other airfield equipment (fire/
rescue trucks, snow plows, fuel trucks, etc.). Other equipment, such as precision approach 
radars, microwave instrument landing systems, and tactical air navigation systems, 
may be obsolete or incompatible. Essential state-of-the-art equipment, such as Global 
Positioning Systems (GPS), may not be available and will require new funding. A search 
for surplus airport personal property can be accomplished through the General Services 
Administration (GSA) website at www.gsaxcess.gov or by contacting the regional FAA 
office. Not all military surplus equipment is suitable for civil use. Contact the FAA non-
Federal Program Manager to determine suitability.


Legal Requirements of the FAA in Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) - 
Section 175.7 of 32 CFR 175 stipulates, as part of the BRAC Act of 1990 (Public 
Law 101-510), that within 90 days of the notice of availability (published in the 
Federal Register), the FAA should survey air traffic control and air navigation 
equipment at the installation to determine what is needed to support air traffic 
control, surveillance, and communications functions, and to identify facilities 
needed to support the National Airspace System. FAA requests for property are 
governed by 41 CFR 101-47.308-2 Property to Public Airports, which states that 
pursuant to the Surplus Property Act of 1944 (49 U.S.C. 47151) property may 
be conveyed or disposed of to a State, political subdivision, municipality, or tax-
supported institution for a public airport.


With FAA approval, the Military Department may also transfer its instrument approaches. 
They are usually not transferred unless completely compatible with civil operations. 
The sponsor should begin consulting with the Military Department early in the closure 
process to obtain the information needed for FAA review. The FAA regional flight 
procedures office can provide guidance on instrument approaches.


In some cases, the FAA will maintain and operate former military navigation and 
communication systems, but only if analysis shows that these systems support the enroute 
navigation system. The FAA will determine the eligibility of terminal locations for 
continuance, modification, or discontinuance of terminal air navigation facilities and air 
traffic control services. 


Alternatively, the new airport sponsor or operator may take over and operate the terminal 
navigation aids, lighting systems and communications systems as part of a public benefit 
conveyance.  The sponsor may also receive the Air Traffic Control Tower, if a tower is 
needed. This will allow the terminal systems (including towers) to resume operations for 
civil use. In such cases, the local airport sponsor will be responsible for funding operation 
and maintenance of these facilities. The maintenance of ATC systems by non- Federal 
operators is based on guidelines set forth in 14 CFR Part 171, FAA Advisory Circular 
150/5220-16 and FAA Order 6700.20A and is overseen by the FAA non-Federal Program 
Manager. Currently, there are about 2,800 non-Federal installations that are part of the 
Nation Airspace System.
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For local airport operators not able to assume controller operations at former military 
Air Traffic Control Towers, the FAA Contract Tower (FCT) Program may be an option. 
The FAA can pay for contract controller services at low activity control towers, and in 
some cases this could include some airfields previously operated by the DoD. For more 
information on the FCT Program, see www.contracttower.org


Seeking Federal Funding Availability


The Office of Economic Adjustment assists State and local governments through a Local 
Redevelopment Authority by providing Federal grant funding for base reuse planning. 
Airport planning and capital improvement funding may be available through the FAA and 
the Department of Commerce, Economic Development Administration (EDA). 


The Federal Aviation Administration can support the conversion of an airfield as long 
as it is in the NPIAS and is for a public purpose. The FAA can provide grant funds to an 
LRA or airport sponsor. The following is a description of FAA funding that is provided 
via the Airport Improvement Program and Military Airport Programs:


The Airport Improvement Program (AIP):


The AIP provides grants to public agencies for the planning and development of public 
use airports. The Federal share of eligible costs for large and medium primary hub 
airports is 75 percent, with the exception of the noise program, for which the share is 
80 percent. For remaining airports (small hub, non-hub, primary relievers, and general 
aviation airports), the Federal share is 95 percent. 


The AIP was funded at about $3.4 billion in FY 2003 from the Aviation Trust Fund. The 
money comes from a variety of fees paid by passengers and the aviation industry. The 
FAA estimates that over the next 5 years, $39.5 billion of AIP eligible infrastructure 
development will be required to meet the needs of all segments of civil aviation. FAA 
management uses the NPIAS in administering the AIP.


Funds from the Trust Fund may be granted to State and local governments for airport 
planning as soon as a military airfield is identified for closure or potential joint use. 
Additional funding for construction can be made available to sites accepted for 
inclusion in the NPIAS once the property is conveyed or leased to the new owners. 
Additional funding information is available at www.faa.gov/arp/financial/aip/overview.
cfm?ARPnav=aip
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AIP Stipulations: The following are some of the requirements that must be met for 
the FAA to consider a project for AIP capital improvement funding:
1. The project sponsorship requirements have been met. 
2. The project is reasonably consistent with the plans of planning agencies for the 
development of the area in which the airport is located. 
3. Sufficient funds are available for the portion of the project not paid for by the 
Federal Government. 
4. The project will be completed without undue delay. 
5. The airport location is included in the current version of the NPIAS. 
6. The project involves more than $25,000 in AIP funds. 
7. The project is depicted on a current Airport Layout Plan approved by the FAA.


The table below is a list of most of the eligible and ineligible projects supported through 
the AIP. Contact the appropriate Regional Airports Division office for more details  
(see Appendix V).


Airport Feasibility Studies
Airport Master Plans
Airport Layout Plans (ALPs)
Runway construction/rehabilitation
Taxiway construction/rehabilitation
Apron construction/rehabilitation
Airfield lighting
Airfield signage
Airfield drainage
Land acquisition
Weather observation stations (AWOS)
NAVAIDs 
Planning studies
Environmental studies
Safety Area improvements
Access roads located on airport property 
Removing, lowering, moving, marking, 
and lighting hazards  


Fuel farms*
General Aviation Terminal Buildings*
Automobile parking lots*
Cargo buildings*
Aircraft hangars*
Office and office equipment
Landscaping
Artworks
Industrial park development
Marketing plans
Training
Improvements for commercial 
enterprises
Maintenance or repairs of buildings
Maintenance equipment and vehicles


* Eligible for MAP Funding


Source: The FAA


Examples of Eligible vs. Ineligible AIP Projects


Eligible Projects Ineligible Projects
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The Military Airport Program (MAP):


The MAP was established in Federal law (49 U.S.C. 47118) to place special emphasis on 
the development of appropriate former military (e.g. closed under BRAC) and existing 
joint-use military airports. This is a set-aside in the Aviation Trust Fund, representing 
$35 million in FY 2005, or about 4 percent (49 U.S.C. 47117) of the discretionary part of 
the full AIP appropriation. Competition for the limited number of slots in this program 
is keen because regulations allow funding of certain capital improvements that are not 
allowed under the main AIP. 


MAP grants can be used for projects not generally funded by the AIP, such as surface 
parking lots, fuel farms, hangars, terminals, utility systems (on and off the airport), access 
roads, and cargo buildings. An airport must be designated or forecast to be a commercial 
service, reliever, or general aviation airport to be included in the MAP. Development 
must be included in the NPIAS if it is to be funded under MAP (FAA Order 5090.3C 
paragraph 1-10b). Special rules for MAP are meant to encourage military airport 
conversions by funding their particular needs. The FAA will place the MAP notice of 
funding availability in the Federal Register annually. 


The FAA will designate a military airfield as eligible for MAP funding if it will reduce 
delays at airports (looking at all the airports in the metro region) with more than 20,000 
hours of annual delays in commercial passenger aircraft takeoffs and landings, enhance 
airport and air traffic control system capacity in metropolitan areas, or reduce current and 
projected flight delays.


Annual participation in the MAP set-aside has been limited to a total of 15 (49 U.S.C. 
47118) former military airfields. Only one general aviation airport is permitted to 
participate. Airports may participate in the program for up to 5 fiscal years (49 U.S.C. 
47118). 


The FAA can fund airport sponsors who already have title to the property or a long-term 
lease (at least 25 years) or joint operations agreement in place. An example of a long-term 
lease from the DoD would be a Lease in Furtherance of Conveyance (LIFOC), which 
would give a sponsor control of the property pending final environmental cleanup and 
deed transfer. 


The FAA will evaluate projects for funding based on factors related to building air traffic 
system capacity and relieving congestion. Among these factors are airport operational 
capacity, both peak and annual; landside surface access; potential of competing airports 
in the metropolitan region to serve the need; air cargo potential; forecasted aircraft and 
passenger levels; and potential to replace an existing commercial service or reliever 
airport. MAP applications are extensive; among other things, they must document that the 
following have occurred:
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(1) Environmental review of the military property or a joint-use agreement has been 
completed. This would be the NEPA documentation for disposal of the property, 
though some States, such as California, have additional environmental impact review 
requirements.
(2) The airport has an FAA unconditionally approved Airport Layout Plan (ALP) and 
a 5-year Airport Capital Improvement Program (ACIP), indicating projects for which 
MAP or other AIP funding is being requested.


The Economic Development Administration


The Economic Development Administration (EDA) may also be able to assist airport 
authorities with grants to support implementation of the Airport Master Plan. The 
Economic Adjustment Program, administered by the Department of Commerce, assists 
State and local governments in the design and implementation of strategies to adjust or 
bring about change to the economy. 


The EDA’s Economic Adjustment Program predominantly supports three types of 
grant activities: strategic planning, project implementation, and Revolving Loan Funds 
(RLFs). Implementation grants support one or more activities identified in an EDA-
approved Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS). EDA will normally 
accept an OEA-funded base reuse plan or an FAA-approved Airport Master Plan as a 
qualifying CEDS. Activities may include, but are not limited to, the creation/expansion 
of strategically targeted business development and financing of programs, such as 
infrastructure improvements, organizational development, and market or industry 
research and analysis. RLFs may be requested to assist the airport sponsor in generating 
business development on the airport. See Appendix V for EDA points of contact.


In cases where an airport project is supported by both the FAA and the EDA, the FAA 
may administer the EDA grant. The FAA has established a formal Memorandum of 
Agreement (MOA) with the EDA that allows it to coordinate, manage, and administer the 
entire project.
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Appendix I


Steps to Convert a Former Military Airfield


The following steps are the primary considerations for organizing, planning, and 
implementing the conversion of a military airfield to a civil airport. Most of the steps 
should be performed on parallel tracks to ensure a streamlined and efficient process.


1. Identify a sponsor: The first step in converting a closing military airfield is to identify 
a sponsoring agency (i.e., the airport must be owned and operated by a tax-supported 
unit of State or local government). In some cases the LRA and the airport sponsor are the 
same entity. The FAA will support only airports that are sponsored.


2. Contact your regional FAA office: Ensure that the regional FAA office is aware of your 
interest in converting the airfield and get an initial assessment on FAA NPIAS needs. 
Regional points of contact are listed in Appendix V. For additional information, visit 
www.faa.gov/arp/regions.cfm 


3. Coordinate with OEA: The DoD Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) is the primary 
government agency that will assist communities with military installation reuse planning. 
OEA will formally recognize a unit of State or local government as the LRA to plan 
and implement conversion of the base to new uses. OEA provides technical and grant 
assistance to the LRA for preparation of the base reuse plan. A proposed civilian airport 
must be included in the reuse plan for the disposing Military Department to approve a 
Public Benefit Conveyance (PBC) of the property to the airport sponsor.


4. Contact the Military Department (property disposal authority): The closure, cleanup, 
and conveyance of military installation property are enhanced when the Military 
Department knows the reuse intentions early in the planning process, particularly 
regarding conveyance of airfield equipment. OEA will assist the LRA or airport sponsor 
by coordinating with the appropriate Military Department and Federal agencies.


5. Ensure that the proposed airport is included in the NPIAS: Inclusion in the NPIAS is a 
requirement for FAA AIP capital improvement funding support. Active military airfields 
are not on this list unless there are civilian operations under a joint-use agreement with 
the Military Department. Submit a formal request to the FAA for inclusion of your 
proposed airport into the NPIAS. The 2005-2009 NPIAS report can be found at www.faa.
gov/arp/planning/npias/npias2005/NPIAS2005Narr.pdf 


6. Prepare the Airport Master Plan (AMP): The FAA can fund the required AMP, which 
must be submitted by the airport sponsor for a PBC, under its Airport Improvement 
Program (AIP). Among other things, the master plan will include an airport layout plan, 
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operations plan, and capital improvement plan. The FAA National Planning website is 
www.faa.gov/arp/400home.cfm 


7. Evaluate civil airport potential: An initial assessment can be made as part of the base 
reuse planning process. This assessment should include a strategic concept plan for the 
entire base, of which the airport would potentially be one of the main economic engines 
in the reuse plan. However, the FAA may provide support for a more detailed Airport 
Feasibility Study.


8. Apply for a PBC: The civil airport sponsor applies to the disposing Military 
Department for a no-cost PBC of the airfield, equipment, and revenue-producing 
property needed to support airport operations. The PBC application must be supported 
by the FAA before the Military Department considers the request. The FAA will base its 
recommendation on the Airport Master Plan, Airport Layout Plan, and environmental 
conclusions resulting from the EA or EIS. With a favorable FAA recommendation, the 
Military Department should proceed with the transfer of the property after the Records of 
Decision have been issued. The PBC application form can be found at www.faa.gov/arp/
planning/map/mapapply.doc


9. Request redevelopment grant funds: Once the airfield has been conveyed, the civil 
airport sponsor can request additional FAA funding via the AIP and the Military Airport 
Program (MAP) for capital improvements needed to adapt the airfield to civil uses. In 
addition, the Economic Development Administration should be contacted for possible 
infrastructure grants.


10. Begin operations: Once the property has been conveyed either by deed or long-term 
lease, the sponsor should seek to gain revenue-producing tenants, and undertake the 
necessary conversion activities to initiate operations and receive FAA authorization for 
airfield, equipment and aircraft operations.
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Appendix II


Case Studies


A.) Cecil’s New Niche Is Aircraft Maintenance


With about one million people, Jacksonville, FL, is at the center of one of the nation’s 
fastest growing metropolitan areas. With three existing public airports, you might think 
its air transport needs were well met. Yet, when Naval Air Station (NAS) Cecil Field 
closed in 1999, there was never any question but that it would become the area’s fourth 
airport.


The closure resulted in the loss of approximately 6,833 military, 399 civilian, and 
596 contractor jobs. The decision to retain the airport and make it an integral part of 
the area’s economic recovery following the base closure was virtually preordained. 
Located approximately 13 miles west of the city’s downtown, the rechristened Cecil 
Commerce Center has easy access to air and rail connections and a deepwater port. Its 
facilities are ideally suited for aircraft maintenance, repair, and overhaul operations, as 
well as aviation-related industrial and commercial development. Cecil Field also offers 
an effective base of operations for corporate aircraft, general aviation, air cargo, and 
National Guard and Reserve aviation. The former military airfield, now called Cecil 
Field, is the general aviation hub of the Cecil Commerce Center. 


“Cecil brought a new market to the airport system—a ready-made facility for 
maintenance, repair, and overhaul,” said Bob Simpson, Cecil Field airport manager. 
“Cecil Field, with its long runways, existing hangars, and ample parking apron, brought a 
tremendous opportunity to the city.” 


The 6,081-acre airport has more runway space than all of the existing airports in the 
Jacksonville area combined. It has four 200-foot-wide runways, three of which measure 
8,000 feet in length. The fourth is 12,500 feet long, the third longest runway in Florida 
behind Miami and Cape Canaveral. In addition, the Airport Authority inherited 175 
major buildings totaling 2.9 million square feet: over 425,000 square feet of warehouse, 
industrial, and general use space; 537,000 square yards of apron; eight hangars; and 
225,000 square feet of general office and support facilities. 


The conversion of NAS Cecil Field was well planned and executed. It required the full 
cooperation of numerous Federal, State, and city agencies. According to local officials, 
three principles guided the community’s actions: (1) Commitment—the city’s leadership 
wasted no time on anger or sorrow, but instead called for a commitment to make the 
“highest and best use” of the property. (2) Participation—a broad spectrum of the local 
citizenry were appointed to the newly created Cecil Field Development Commission. 
Membership included, but was not limited to, two State senators, a State representative, 
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commissioners from each of the adjoining four counties affected by the closure, four 
members of the City Council, representatives from each of the local electric, port, and 
transportation authorities, the executive director of the Northeast Florida Planning 
Council, officials and members of the Chamber of Commerce, and several private 
citizens. (3) Mission—at the outset, the Commission had a consensus for its mission. It 
remains valid today: “Our strength is generated from our commitment to the community 
we represent. Accordingly, we are committed to providing the people of our community 
with high-quality development plans and responsive leadership and management,” said 
Bob Simpson.


Due to the size and location of the facility, five counties—Baker, Clay, Duval, Nassau, 
and St. John’s—were directly affected by its closure. The runways and aviation facilities 
were conveyed to the Jacksonville Airport Authority to operate as a public airport. Before 
receiving the majority of the non-aviation lands at the base, the City of Jacksonville 
prepared a comprehensive reuse and development plan for the property that called for 
commercial, educational, residential, and recreational uses on the lands abutting the 
airport.


At the time of closure, NAS Cecil Field encompassed 17,224 acres. Of that, 641 acres 
were eventually conveyed to Clay County for conservation purposes, and 8,312 acres 
went to the City of Jacksonville for economic development to complement the airport, 
along with 2,190 acres for parks and recreational use. The balance, 6,081 acres, was 
conveyed to the Jacksonville Airport Authority as a no-cost public benefit conveyance in 
October 1999. With the Jacksonville Port Authority’s completion of the Airport Master 
Plan for the air station in October 1998, the FAA included Cecil Field in its NPIAS. 
Subsequently, the FAA selected Cecil Field for inclusion in its Military Airport Program. 


The factors that determined Cecil Field’s choices of conveyance mechanism were 
described by its manager, Bob Simpson, as follows: “The Base Reuse Commission 
developed a land conveyance plan that considered future land use, availability of funding 
sources for the various types of transfers, protection of property in the vicinity of the 
airport from incompatible land uses and encroachment, the need to set aside property for 
recreation and conservation, and market projections of demand for land that would be 
available to sell (which is permitted in an Economic Development Conveyance) and land 
that would be available only for lease (as with the FAA-sponsored aviation PBC).”  


A cautionary note—while the runways and aviation facilities were immediately reusable, 
many of the other facilities left behind by the Navy were not. Further, the infrastructure, 
roads, and utility services did not comply with local codes and standards. As a result, 
costly and in some cases lengthy repairs, modifications, and improvements were 
necessary. This situation is not uncommon, since military facilities are not subject to 
local zoning, building, or development guidelines or codes. The FAA’s Military Airport 
Program recognizes this situation by allowing capital investments on former military 
airports designed to bring them into compliance with relevant civilian codes and prepare 
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them for civilian uses. Cecil Field combined this funding with resources available to 
the well-established Jacksonville Airport Authority, of which it is a component. Federal 
Government funding support was significant: $1.8 million from the DoD’s Office of 
Economic Adjustment for planning; $7.9 million from the U.S. Economic Development 
Administration for engineering, construction, and upgrading; and $2.1 million from the 
FAA for airport planning and improvements.


By early 2004, 100 percent of the hangar space and 90 percent of the non-hangar areas 
had been leased out. At that time the tenant mix at the Cecil Commerce Center included 
such recognizable names as Boeing, the U.S. Coast Guard, the Department of Homeland 
Security, and Embraer, along with a myriad of Federal, State and local agencies and 
private businesses. One-third of the tenants were directly involved in the aviation 
industry. This commercial and industrial mix is complemented by both active and passive 
recreation opportunities as well as residential development. The new jobs that have 
been created on-site exceed the number of civilian employees at the time of the closure 
announcement.


The City of Jacksonville and its partners in the redevelopment and reuse of the naval 
air station benefited greatly from the professionalism, dedication, and capabilities of 
those who made Cecil Field the success story it is today. The need to identify and utilize 
competent and experienced personnel in any complex large-scale economic development 
effort cannot be overstated. Typically, local airport authorities in metropolitan areas 
like Jacksonville are highly professional, self-supporting enterprises able to make 
available very qualified specialists to establish, market, and operate the new civil airport. 
In addition, the Jacksonville Airport Authority was able to incorporate Cecil Field’s 
marketing program into the existing Jacksonville Economic Development Commission 
and Chamber of Commerce programs.  


B.) K.I. Sawyer: New Airport, New Opportunities


Former military airports in rural areas present a special reuse challenge. The loss of jobs 
hits particularly hard in areas where there are few if any other large employers. And 
the assets left behind—usually a great airport, serviceable buildings, and large tracts of 
land—may not be in demand.


The former K.I. Sawyer Air Force Base is located in Marquette County, MI. With only 
317,616 people in Michigan’s rural Upper Peninsula, the county faced one of the highest 
population loss rates in the country, according to the U.S. Census Bureau. This was the 
context in which the air base closed in 1995, with a loss of 788 civilian and 2,354 military 
jobs. By 1999, the community’s reuse effort was recognized as one of the most successful 
in the country when it was chosen Facility of the Year by the National Association of 
Installation Developers (NAID: an association of Defense communities), a national 
coordinating organization including Local Redevelopment Authorities.
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By 2002, almost 1,000 jobs had been created, more than replacing lost civilian jobs. 
Sixty-three companies or organizations were operating on the base with plenty of room to 
grow. About 2 million square feet of the total 4 million made available to the community 
remained for adaptive reuse or replacement. The county moved its primary commercial 
airport to what is still known as K.I. Sawyer, in honor of a local pioneer settler. In 2003, 
all of the 1.7 million square feet of residential space had been sold, committed, leased, or 
conveyed. 


“Perhaps the biggest accomplishment in any base conversion program,” said Thomas M. 
Rumora, former executive director of the K.I. Sawyer Development Department, County 
of Marquette, “is overcoming diabolical complexity!”


“Sudden and severe economic impact causes extreme stress, and simultaneously 
energizes both the best and worst characteristics of a community’s character. Success 
criteria such as jobs, revenues, and leases do not adequately portray the monumental task 
of managing the costly and divisive forces of denial, confusion, resentment, rivalries, 
second-guessing, and the resulting difficulties in planning a cohesive recovery strategy.”


Even before the county finished its reuse plan, opposition to moving the airport back to 
K.I. Sawyer arose. What became and Air Force base in the mid-1950s originally was 
the local airport. A new airport was built (with the support of the Air Force) to make 
way for the base. A small but vocal and well- organized group of private pilots who 
used the “new” airport opposed the return to K.I. Sawyer. The group expressed concern 
about leaving behind some private hangars and a popular pilots’ club facility as well as 
traveling perhaps 10 miles more from town to Sawyer airport. 


This opposition led to the attempted recall of three county commissioners. These efforts 
failed, but did cost time and cohesion in the community. Harold R. Pawley, retired 
director of Sawyer International Airport and Business Center, said, “In retrospect, we 
should have taken the time to educate the community—make the case that the move back 
to Sawyer was better both for air travel and for recovery from the economic losses of the 
base closure. We tried to ignore them, at first, because we hadn’t finished our reuse plan. 
No decision to move the airport had been made. We may have headed off some of the 
opposition if we had responded to their concerns earlier.”


Today, says Pawley, air traffic is growing. There was a 25 percent increase in commercial 
passengers in 2002. Three airlines, American Eagle, Messaba, and Northwest Air Link, 
fly from Sawyer to Chicago, Detroit, and Milwaukee. He says that some of the general 
aviation pilots like their new facilities better.


And, of course, the airport is the keystone of economic activity on the former base. K.I. 
Sawyer’s business plan, Rumora notes, was to use the housing units to provide much of 
the revenue needed for redevelopment. The aviation/commercial/industrial area provided 
most of the job creation, and the key was a broad diversification of tenants. 
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The “diabolical complexity” continued even after the conversion was well under way. 
Sawyer lies within three self-governing townships that have land use control authority. 
The county, as the recognized Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA), tried to resolve the 
land control issues by setting up an advisory committee made up of representatives from 
the townships and the county commission. This committee proved unworkable and was 
dissolved. The Sawyer LRA decided that the division of land use authorities among three 
township governments was unworkable. Michigan State law provided a way to adjust 
township lines. The LRA negotiated a three-way deal under which one township ceded 
land (and land use control) to another township, which was willing to work closely with 
the LRA. The third township has only a housing area with few issues. Unfortunately, the 
reshuffling of authority has a 2-year limit.


Until late 1999, most of the tenants had found K.I. Sawyer on their own. By this time the 
community recognized the need for an active marketing program, which was launched 
with the help of a $700,000 grant from the Economic Development Administration for 
marketing materials. The Office of Economic Adjustment later sponsored a conference 
at K.I. Sawyer in which various base closure communities exchanged ideas about how to 
market unusual “white elephant” facilities.


Public investment in the base’s conversion has been significant. All of the DoD land 
was transferred to the community free under various transfer mechanisms. About half 
of the base (almost 2,500 acres) was transferred under a Public Benefit Conveyance 
sponsored by the FAA. The FAA also granted $27.8 million for airport improvement. The 
Office of Economic Adjustment supported planning with over $2 million. The Economic 
Development Administration granted $10.6 million; the U.S. Labor Department provided 
$1 million for assistance to dislocated workers; and the State of Michigan provided $6.6 
million. Beyond that, the State designated much of the former base as a Renaissance 
Zone, which eliminates State and local taxes for a 15-year period as an incentive to 
new and existing tenants. This public investment leveraged about $50 million in private 
investment by 2002, according to one estimate. 


K.I. Sawyer (or KIS) prefers to market itself as a “new community.” “In its appearance, 
activities, types of employers, number of residents, and mix of land uses,” said Rumora, 
“KIS is creating and supporting community-scale projects and services” ranging from air 
transportation and places of employment to housing and all supporting services.  


C.) Mather: Air Cargo Reliever


The former Mather Air Force Base found its civilian role by specializing in air cargo. 
Booming Sacramento County, CA, decided that one way to expand capacity and reduce 
delays for passengers at its flagship Sacramento International Airport was to reduce 
the level of cargo operations there. The closure of Mather in 1993 presented a singular 
opportunity, following the 1988 BRAC announcement. Its location, in the middle of the 
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so-called “Fabulous 50” corridor, a focus for commercial and residential development in 
the region, was even better for the rapidly growing air cargo industry in Sacramento. It is 
just 12 miles from downtown Sacramento, 87 miles from San Francisco, and 115 miles 
from Reno, NV.


The air base came with one of the longest runways in the State—11,300 feet—plus a 
second 6,100-foot runway. Within 2 years Mather was handling 40 percent of all air cargo 
in the Sacramento metro region; by 2000 Mather handled 73 percent. In that year, cargo 
had grown 70 percent over the previous year. Presently three major air cargo companies 
operate on the base—Airborne Express, DHL Worldwide, and United Parcel Service 
(UPS.). Menlo Air Cargo (formerly Emery Worldwide) has established a cargo sort/
trucking operation at Mather. In 2004 there were about 80,000 annual aircraft operations 
at Mather, over 5,000 by air cargo aircraft.


Under a Public Benefit Conveyance the county received 2,875 acres for the airport, out 
of a total of 5,700 acres that were declared surplus by the DoD. The County Airports 
Department took over the property in March 1995. The property included four hangars 
and other buildings, which have been leased to air cargo and other airport-related 
businesses. In 1997/98, with $9.7 million in grant funding from the U.S. Economic 
Development Administration, the county was able to build a modern new terminal for 
its general aviation operations and improve critical infrastructure and surface roadway 
access. As of FY 2004, over $20 million in FAA funding has been granted to the airport 
for airfield improvements, hangar building upgrades, and roadway capital improvements. 
During this period the FAA selected Mather for its regional high-altitude air traffic 
control center, with a planned staff of 200.


By early 2003, there were over 3,500 jobs on the former base, more civilian jobs 
than when it was an active base. There were 54 tenants, 21 of them on the airport 
parcel. Sacramento County attributes much of its success in bringing in new jobs and 
development to an early decision to hire expertise from the private sector. Since the 
county had little capital to invest up front, it worked out an innovative agreement under 
which the property management company is paid by commissions and land on which it 
can develop commercial office buildings. Compensation is based on performance. 


Despite the Federal Government’s no-cost transfer of an operating military airport, the 
county found that its plan for growth faced many constraints that will require additional 
investment. Since the airfield had been designed for the needs of the former U.S. Air 
Force Strategic Air Command, many facilities needed extensive remodeling—especially 
improvements to meet local building codes—for a variety of civilian uses. 


Overall, the airport pavement and support facilities are in good condition to accommodate 
additional air cargo operations. The primary constraint to marketing for additional air 
cargo business is the lack of a Category II/III precision approach instrument landing 
system. This upgrade is now in the county’s capital improvement plan but will also 
require substantial funding from the FAA. 
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 G. Hardy Acree, the county’s director of airports, has said, “Air cargo is almost a 
misnomer. All cargo companies are essentially trucking companies. Trucks and vans 
move the cargo. An air cargo company is a trucking company that happens to own 
airplanes. Trucks define the market. In order to expand the market, we will have to cater 
to the trucking industry. Trucks need warehouse and dock space. There is not enough 
of it. Not at Mather, not in Sacramento, nor in California. In time, Mather will have to 
become a full-service cargo port, and this will mean extensive trucking service facilities, 
including not only warehouse space, but parking and vehicle services as well. Becoming 
truck friendly will then yield the expanded markets and the follow-on needed for new air 
cargo services.”


Mather also has plans for its growing general aviation clientele, which is serviced by the 
nationwide airport operations firm Trajen. Sacramento is hosting a growing number of 
high-tech firms, many of which could no longer expand in Silicon Valley. Increasingly, 
company jets will ferry high-tech workers between Sacramento and the Valley and 
elsewhere, as the popularity of charter and private jet travel grows.


In planning for this growth, Sacramento County faces familiar problems. Rapidly 
spreading residential development in Mather’s flight path has created some opposition to 
operations. Some of this development was approved by the county after Mather became 
a busy civilian airport. The crash of an Emery jet in February 2000, near the airport 
boundary, did not help the situation.


But the county is committed to the airport as an economic asset that has generated around 
$150 million in business sales and 1,300 jobs since the county began its operations. Like 
many other communities, Sacramento County must mediate among competing interests. 
That process was under the direction of Rob Leonard, assistant director of airports. His 
advice to other local redevelopment authorities is, “Know what you want. Make sure it 
is realistic and viable. Know what your market niche is. Develop a good plan and get the 
stakeholders behind it. Get your congressional delegation and local elected official behind 
it, especially if there is community opposition. Stability and unity of leadership is the key 
to success. Be persistent!”  
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Appendix IV


Military Airfields Transferred to Civil Sponsors


Former Military Airfields Operating as Civil Airports


Military Airport Property Transferred to Civil Sponsor by Deed


Military Airport Property Transferred to Civil Sponsor by Long-Term Lease (LIFOC)


Military Airport Property Transferred to Civil Sponsor for Joint-Use 


Military Airport Property Transferring to Civil Sponsorship - Planning Underway


# Military Airfield Name Location Closure 
Approve


Mission 
Move


Civilian Airport Name Location 
ID


1 Fritzsche AAF Marina, CA 91 95 Marina Municipal OAR


2 Norton AFB San Bernardino, CA 88 94 San Bernardino International SBD


3 Agana NAS Agana, GU 93 98 Guam International GUM


4 Barbers Point NAS Oahu, HI 93 97 Kalaeloa JRF


5 Bergstrom AFB Austin, TX 91 93 Austin-Bergstrom International BSM


6 Williams AFB Phoenix, AZ 91 93 Williams Gateway IWA


7 Cecil Field NAS Jacksonville, FL 93 98 Cecil Field VQQ


8 K.I. Sawyer AFB Gwinn, MI 93 95 Sawyer Airport SAW


# Military Airfield Name Location Closure 
Approve


Mission 
Move


Civilian Airport Name Location 
ID


9 Chanute AFB Rantoul, IL 88 93 Rantoul National Aviation Center TIP


10 George AFB Victorville, CA 88 92 Southern California Logistics VCV


11 Mather AFB Sacramento, CA 88 93 Sacramento Mather MHR


12 Pease AFB Portsmouth, NH 88 91 Pease International Trade port PSM


13 Castle AFB Merced, CA 91 95 Castle Airport MER


14 England AFB Alexandria, LA 91 92 Alexandria International AEX


15 Myrtle Beach AFB Myrtle Beach, SC 91 93 Myrtle Beach International MYR


16 Rickenbacker AFB Columbus, OH 91 94 Rickenbacker International LCK


17 Wurtsmith AFB Oscoda, MI 91 93 Oscoda-Wurtsmith OSC


18 Memphis NAS Millington, TN 93 95 Millington Municipal NQA


19 Tipton AAF Odenton, MD 88 95 Tipton Airport FME


# Military Airfield Name Location Closure 
Approve


Mission 
Move


Civilian Airport Name Location 
ID


20 Grissom ARB Peru, IN 91 94 Grissom Aeroplex GUS


21 March ARB Riverside, CA 93 96 March Inland Port RIV


# Military Airfield Name Location Closure 
Approve


Mission 
Move


Civilian Airport Name Location 
ID


22 Griffiss AFB Rome, NY 93 95 Griffiss Airpark RME


23 Plattsburgh AFB Plattsburgh, NY 93 95 Plattsburgh Airbase PBG


24 Blackstone AAF Blackstone, VA 95 97 Perkinson/Baaf BKT
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Appendix V


Points of Contact
For information on the Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process and procedures, 
Local Redevelopment Authorities (LRA), base reuse planning, Public Benefit 
Conveyances (PBC), and related matters, contact:


Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA)
400 Army Navy Drive, Suite 200
Arlington, VA 22202-4704
(703) 604-6020
DSN 664-6020
Website: www.oea.gov 


_______________________________________________________________________
For information on the NPIAS, AMP, and FAA funding, contact the following regional 
FAA offices (District Offices may also be available within a region):


Federal Aviation Administration (FAA)
FAA Headquarters
800 Independence Ave., S.W.
Washington, DC 20591
(202) 267-8785


Regional FAA Offices’ Addresses and Telephone Numbers 
NEW ENGLAND REGIONAL OFFICE 
Maine, New Hampshire, Vermont, Massachusetts, 
Rhode Island, and Connecticut 
Airports Division, ANE-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
12 New England Executive Park 
Burlington, MA 01803-5299 
Telephone: (781) 238-7600 
Fax: (781) 238-7608 


EASTERN REGIONAL OFFICE 
New York, New Jersey, Pennsylvania, Delaware, 
Maryland, Virginia, West Virginia, and District of 
Columbia 
Airports District, AEA-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
One Aviation Plaza 
159039 Rockaway Boulevard 
Springfield Gardens, NY 11434 
Telephone: (718) 553-3330 
Fax: (718) 995-9219


SOUTHERN REGIONAL OFFICE 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Florida, 
Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands, Tennessee, Kentucky, 
Mississippi, and Alabama 
Airports Division, ASO-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
1701 Columbia Avenue 
College Park, GA 30337 
Telephone: (404) 305-6700 


GREAT LAKES REGIONAL OFFICE 
Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Wisconsin, Minnesota,             
Ohio, North Dakota, and South Dakota 
Airports Division, AGL-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
2300 East Devon Avenue, Suite 309 
Des Plaines, IL 60018 
Telephone: (847) 294-7272
Fax: (847) 294-7036 
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Regional FAA Offices’ Addresses and Telephone Numbers (cont.) 


CENTRAL REGIONAL OFFICE 
Kansas, Missouri, Iowa, and Nebraska 
Airports Division, ACE-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
901 Locust 
Kansas City, MO 64106-2641 
Telephone: (816) 329-2600 
Fax: (816) 329-2610 


SOUTHWEST REGIONAL OFFICE 
Arkansas, Texas, Oklahoma, New Mexico, and 
Louisiana 
Airports Division, ASW-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
2601 Meacham Boulevard 
Fort Worth, TX 76137-4298 
Telephone: (817) 222-5600 
Fax: (817) 222-5984 
Mail Address: 
Department of Transportation, ASW-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Fort Worth, TX 76193-0600 


WESTERN-PACIFIC REGIONAL OFFICE 
California, Arizona, Nevada, Hawaii, American 
Samoa, Guam, and Commonwealth of Northern 
Mariana Islands 
Airports Division, AWP-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
15000 Aviation Boulevard, Room 3012 
Hawthorne, CA 90261 
Telephone: (310) 725-3600 
Fax: (310) 725-6847 


NORTHWEST MOUNTAIN REGIONAL OFFICE 
Washington, Idaho, Oregon, Colorado, Wyoming, 
Utah, and Montana 
Airports Division, ANM-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
1601 Lind Avenue, S.W., Suite 315 
Renton, WA 98055-4056 
Telephone: (425) 227-2600 
Fax: (425) 227-1600 


ALASKAN REGIONAL OFFICE 
Alaska 
Airports Division, AAL-600 
Federal Aviation Administration 
Anchorage Federal Office Building 
222 West 7th Avenue, Box 14 
Anchorage, AK 99513 
Telephone: (907) 271-5438 
Fax: (907) 271-285
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The Economic Development Administration (EDA)


For information on EDA programs, investment policies, and funding opportunities, 
contact the following regional offices:
 
Headquarter Information:
U.S. Department of Commerce
Economic Development Administration
1401 Constitution Avenue, N.W.
Washington, DC 20230


ATLANTA REGION
Alabama, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky,
Mississippi, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Tennessee
401 West Peachtree Street, NW
Suite 1820
Atlanta, GA 30308-3510
Telephone: (404) 730-3002
Fax: (404) 730-3025 
William J. Day, Jr., Regional Director
wday1@eda.doc.gov


DENVER REGION
Colorado, Iowa, Kansas, Missouri, Montana, 
North Dakota, Nebraska
South Dakota, Utah, Wyoming 
1244 Speer Boulevard
Suite 670
Denver, CO 80204-3591
Telephone: (303) 844-4715
Fax: (303) 844-3968 
Robert E. Olson, Regional Director
rolson@eda.doc.gov


AUSTIN REGION
Arkansas, Louisiana, New Mexico, Oklahoma, 
Texas
504 Lavaca Street
Suite 1100
Austin, TX 78701-4037
Telephone: (512)-381-8144
Fax: (512)-381-8177
Pedro R. Garza, Regional Director
pgarza@eda.doc.gov


PHILADELPHIA REGION
Connecticut, Delaware, District of Columbia, 
Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, New Hampshire, New Jersey, New 
York, Pennsylvania, 
Rhode Island, Vermont, Virginia, West Virginia, 
Puerto Rico, Virgin Islands
Curtis Center, Suite 140 South
601 Walnut Street
Philadelphia, PA 19106-3821
Telephone: (215) 597-4603 
Fax: (215) 597-1063
Paul M. Raetsch, Regional Director
praetsch@eda.doc.gov


CHICAGO REGION
Illinois, Indiana, Michigan, Minnesota, Ohio, 
Wisconsin
111 North Canal Street
Suite 855
Chicago, IL 60606-7208
Telephone: (312) 353-7706
Fax: (312) 353-8575
C. Robert Sawyer, Regional Director
rsawyer@eda.doc.gov


SEATTLE REGION
Alaska, Arizona, California, Hawaii, Idaho, 
Nevada, Oregon, Washington, American Samoa, 
Commonwealth of Northern Mariana Islands, 
Guam, Federated States of Micronesia, Rep. of 
Marshall Islands, Rep. of Palau 
Jackson Federal Building, Room 1890
915 Second Avenue 
Seattle, WA 98174-1001
Telephone: (206) 220-7660
Fax: (206) –220-7669 
A. Leonard Smith, Regional Director
lsmith7@eda.doc.gov
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Appendix VI


Acronyms
AAF Army Air Field
ACIP Airport Capital Improvement Program
AFB Air Force Base
AIP Airport Improvement Program
ALP Airport Layout Plan
AMP Airport Master Plan
ATA Air Transportation Association
ATC Air Traffic Control
BRAC Base Realignment and Closure
CDR Covenant Deferral Request
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act
CEDS Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy
DoD Department of Defense
DoT Department of Transportation
EA Environmental Assessment
EC Engineering Controls
EDA Economic Development Administration
EIS Environmental Impact Statement
EPA Environmental Protection Agency
ETA Early Transfer Authority
FAA Federal Aviation Administration
FCT FAA Contract Tower Program
FONSI Finding of No Significant Impact
FOSET Finding of Suitability for Early Transfer
GA General Aviation
GPS Global Positioning Systems 
GSA General Services Administration
IC Institutional Controls
LIFOC Lease in Furtherance of Conveyance
LRA Local Redevelopment Authority
LUC Land Use Controls
MAP  Military Airport Program
MOA Memorandum of Agreement
NAS Naval Air Station
NEPA National Environmental Policy Act
NPIAS National Plan of Integrated Airport Systems
NPL National Priorities List
OEA Office of Economic Adjustment
OSD Office of the Secretary of Defense
PBC Public Benefit Conveyance
PBT Public Benefit Transfer (Same as PBC)
PFC Passenger Facility Charges
ROD Record of Decision
RLF Revolving Loan Funds







The Office of Economic Adjustment, a field activity within the Department of 
Defense, assists communities, regions, and States adversely impacted by significant 
Defense program changes. OEA provides hands-on technical assistance as well 
as financial and other resources for reuse planning of closed or realigned military 
installations. Over the past four decades OEA has helped hundreds of U.S. 
communities develop economic strategies to adjust to defense industry cutbacks, 
base closures, and force structure realignments, and to develop compatible land use 
strategies to mitigate encroachment at the nation s̓ military installations. 
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I. INTRODUCTION 
 
The National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006, “Conference Report to 
Accompany H.R. 1815," Report 109-360, December 18, 2005, of the Committee on 
Armed Services, House of Representatives, directs the Secretary of Defense to submit a 
report that identifies the Department of Defense (DoD or Department) installations that 
have gained or are expected to gain military students from 2004 through 2011 as a result 
of BRAC, rebasing, force restructuring, or change in the number of military housing 
units. 
 
Specifically, the Committee requests that the Secretary address the following: 
 
• The number of students that have been or are expected to be gained at those 


installations, 
 
• A Plan for how the Department will work collaboratively with other federal agencies, 


as well as local and state education agencies, to ensure that military children have 
access to sufficient educational resources and facilities when they arrive at one of the 
new, highly impacted installations identified above, and 


 
• A list of possible funding resources, including federal grants, available to local 


education agencies (LEAs) to assist in financing the necessary construction, 
expansion, and addition of teachers required to accommodate significant increases in 
students. 


 
The body of this report focused on the context and data of the gain of military students, 
the impact of these gains, and the assistance provided by DoD, its partners and other 
federal agencies.   
 
The Department has a vested interest in quality education for military families even 
though elementary and secondary education is the jurisdiction of the state and local 
government.  Attracting and retaining high quality personnel is a priority for the all 
volunteer Armed Forces today.  One of the major factors in retaining the most capable 
personnel is providing quality educational experiences for Service members and their 
families.   
 
In addition, the Department understands the tempo of life and the needs of children living 
in a military community.  Working with prominent research institutes to identify 
challenges that these military children face with frequent moves in and out of school 
systems has also expanded the Department's knowledge base.  The Department has 
funded such resources as the Johns Hopkins Military Child Initiative that it established to 
help communities and school districts provide support to children of military families in 
transition and promote opportunities for success.  
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The Department of Defense Education Activity (DoDEA) has developed expertise to 
address the issues of both transition and quality education for military students who move 
frequently and have deployed parents.  DoDEA plans to share this expertise with LEAs 
expecting an increase in student population due to rebasing. 
 
In addition, DoD has collected best practices from communities that experienced growth 
and can offer communities and schools a wide range of ideas and technical assistance in 
identifying resources for financial and facilities planning that have been used successfully 
by growth communities.  The Department recognizes in this report the efforts of the 
Military Services to promote school transition support for the well-being of military 
families.  
 
Finally, the Department is using its influence to build productive relationships with state 
and federal agencies to create policies that enable LEAs to expand and construct schools 
and help communities to provide educational opportunities that meet the needs of military 
families. 
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II. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 
The following provides a summary of concepts developed in the body of the report: 
 
Number of Students Expected to be Gained 
 
• The Department is providing the number of students projected by states, by Services 


and by installation in Appendices 1 and 2.   
 
• There are many factors that influence a Military family's decision to relocate and the 


timeline for their relocation.  Therefore, these numbers are to be used within the 
context of those factors. 


 
• The most accurate accounting of the number of students occurs between the local 


command and the local community.  Housing locations and availability, housing 
construction timelines, specific demographics of the military members moving to a 
location, impact of deployment, and an evolving mission of the Armed Services are 
factors in determining accurate numbers of arriving students. 


 
Impact on Students and LEAs:  The Department identified three issues that challenge 
schools impacted by an increase of students due to large-scale rebasing: 
   
• Student transition issues – transition is an issue for students during normal permanent 


change of station moves.  Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) and force 
transformation heighten the need to deploy tools and best practices to accommodate 
the large influx of students.  


 
• Increasing capacity in concert with the increased need – most LEAs are operating 


near their capacity and some may not have the local flexibility to accrue the necessary 
resources to meet the increase through traditional means.    


 
• Quality of education/schools – parents view educational options and high standards as 


essential.  The need to increase capacity cannot be at the expense of quality. 
 
Assistance Available through Collaborative Efforts 
   
• The Department is working with impacted communities and LEAs to provide a three-


part assistance plan that:  1) provides technical assistance; 2) builds productive 
relationships with states and other federal agencies; and, 3) provides opportunities to 
share best practices, expertise and planning assistance for successful education 
expansion. 
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• The Department is committed to providing information for community planning for 
the education of children of military families.  DoD understands that each community 
is unique and must plan for its own school expansion needs.  In some cases, 
information may be required to plan for the financial implications of expansion and, 
in other cases, there may be a need for information to address school improvement 
and education enhancement. 


 
• The Department is assembling an array of educational strategies that address the 


financial needs of a community, the needs of students in transition and the need for 
quality educational opportunities. 


 
• The Department continues to work with state and other federal agencies to identify 


best practices and strategies that help develop and expand successful education 
policies.   


 
• The Department recognizes that many states play a major role in working with local 


communities to provide an array of financial incentives and strategies to offset the 
costs of school construction and expansion.  The Department's role is to augment state 
and local policies and programs that address relocation concerns. 


 
Funding Alternatives and Resources   
 
• Federal resources available through existing programs are primarily oriented towards 


transferring federal property, facilitating tax-exempt loans or support health and 
safety oriented repair.  These sources can be of assistance to LEAs by reducing the 
cost of credit and by covering costs that would otherwise reduce sources of funding 
for construction. 


 
• Similarly, alternatives to traditional funding can accelerate construction that cannot 


wait for a bond initiative, and can provide additional funding to supplement the 
project.  


 
• Alternatives to enhance capacity can reduce the need for construction and provide 


near-term solutions to accommodate increases in capacity until resources are available 
to support construction. 


 
• Charter schools offer an opportunity to extend education capabilities and provide 


quality education choices to communities.  Charter schools also face significant 
facility shortfalls, and because of their independent nature, have different funding 
obstacles to overcome to establish construction projects.   
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III. NUMBER OF STUDENTS TRANSITIONING  
 
DoD rebasing initiatives (i.e., BRAC, rebasing, force restructuring, and the change in 
number of military housing units) provide an ideal opportunity to work with and assist 
communities that are experiencing growth in student population. A critical aspect of this 
opportunity is providing timely and accurate information upon which plans and resource 
allocation decisions can be based.   
 
The Department is deliberate and cautious in the distribution of any numbers that 
communities will use to plan and develop infrastructure and implement systems to 
support the projected numbers.  While the Department understands the need to provide 
communities with a timely projection, it is essential for local military commands to work 
with LEAs to provide information and updates on the impact and most up-to-date 
transitioning student numbers available.  Communities working with local military 
commands will be able to address the unique characteristics of the mission and the 
corresponding unique demographics of the anticipated population.  
 
The data are taken from the projections that the Services provided in the preparation of 
this report.  The data are disaggregated by states (Appendix 1) and by Military Service 
(Appendix 2).   
 
The projections in Appendices 1 and 2 reflect not only gains but also the projected total 
gains and losses for each school year.  This provides a more complete picture of how the 
student population is projected to change over time.  The projected total gains and losses 
affords LEAs more complete information, and allows them to determine whether to 
address changes through permanent or temporary measures.  
 
A. Definitions 
 
The Department uses the following definitions: 
 
"BRAC, rebasing, force restructuring, or change in the number of military housing 
units" is defined as a "base closure process" as in Public Law 109-163, January 6, 2006, 
SEC.572 "Assistance to Local Educational Agencies that benefit dependents of members 
of the Armed Forces and Department of Defense Civilian Employees."  This definition 
includes the 2005 base closure and realignment process authorized by Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 
U.S.C. 2687 note) or any base closure or realignment process, including the privatization 
of military housing, over the period 2004 through 2011. 
 
"Student" is defined as a "military dependent student" as in PL 109-163, January 6, 2006, 
SEC.572 "Assistance to Local Educational Agencies that benefit dependents of members 
of the Armed Forces and Department of Defense Civilian Employees."  Military 
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dependent student is defined as (A) an elementary and secondary school student who is a 
dependent of a member of the Armed Forces; and (B) an elementary and secondary 
school student who is a dependent of a civilian employee of the Department of Defense.    
 
"Installations" is defined as those installations located in the 50 states and the District of 
Columbia. 
 
"Over the period of 2004 through 2011" refers to the school years that begin in the fall 
of 2004 and end in the summer of 2011. 
 
B. Description of Data 
 
The final count of students was reported only for those installations with a net gain of 250 
or more students.   
 
The following assumptions were used to calculate the number of military dependent 
students per military member and DoD civilian: 
 
• 48% of Military Member or DoD Civilians have a dependent child 


 
• 1.6 children per Military Member or DoD Civilian (average) 


 
• 63% of children are school-age children 
 
When using military Service member data to evaluate the number of school age children 
of military and civilian employees who will potentially be moving to a particular military 
installation, the numbers need to be evaluated in the proper context.  The number of 
military service members moving to a particular installation may not be a true indicator 
on what is actually happening in a particular community with regards to the number of 
dependents.   
 
Military Dependent Students are absorbed into a community in several ways.  First, not 
all students attend traditional public schools.  Students may attend public charter schools, 
private/religious schools, DoD Domestic Dependent Elementary and Secondary Schools 
or they may be home-schooled.  Additionally, several LEAs may service one installation.  
For example, at Bolling AFB, 30% of students attend a public charter school, 30% attend 
private/religious schools and 40% attend traditional public schools spread over the 
District of Columbia, Maryland and Virginia. 
 
Projected number of students assumes that every student will accompany the military 
member.  However, there are many factors which go into military decisions to move 
and/or when to move to new locations.  The following factors may influence the time that 
military members move their families: 
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• Scheduled deployment of a military member soon after relocation – Families may 


choose to stay at a current location and/or return to a location close to extended family 
if the military member is scheduled to deploy soon after arrival at a new location. 


 
• Permanent Change of Duty Station (PCS) date after the beginning of a school year – 


Family members may choose to stay at a location until the completion of the current 
school year to alleviate transitional challenges that may occur during a school year.  


 
Projected number of civilian students assumes that DoD civilians will leave their current 
duty location and transfer to the new location.  No positions will be filled by hiring 
civilians already living in/around the gaining installation.   
 
C. Additional Data Information 
 
                  Table 1  
 
                   Students per Grade Level and Age. 
 


Grade Percent Age 
K-1st 20% 5-6 
2nd-3rd 18% 7-8 
4th-5th 17% 9-10 
6th-7th 15% 11-12 
8th-9th 13% 13-14 
10th-11th 10% 15-16 
12th 7% 17-18 
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IV.  IMPACT ON STUDENTS AND LEAS 
 
One of the major decisions for military families in accepting a new duty assignment is the 
quality of schools for their children.  The Department is committed to supporting students 
of military families who undergo frequent moves and deployments, and is actively 
seeking means of assisting schools to provide quality education to military dependent 
students. 
 
A. School Transition 


 
The Army Secondary Education Transition Study (2000) identified transfer of records, 
course sequencing, graduation requirements, and inclusion in extra-curricular activities as 
transition issues for military affiliated school age students.  Additional transitional issues 
of military students include quality school choices and a challenging and rigorous 
curriculum. 


 
• Transfer of Records – Official transcripts for military-affiliated children often come 


from other states or overseas schools.  Children may be placed incorrectly because 
some schools refuse to accept hand-carried copies until the official version arrives.  
Because of the possible time lapse between entry into school and the arrival of school 
records, this process jeopardizes proper placement for all students and, in particular 
those involved in Special Education, Gifted Education, English Language Learners, 
and Advanced Placement Courses. 
 


• Course Sequencing – States have varying prerequisite course requirements that can 
result in thwarting transitioning students' academic advancement, repeating content or 
eliminating transitioning students from Honor or Advanced Placement courses. 
 


• Graduation Requirements – Graduation requirements vary from state to state.  In 
some states, specific courses are required for graduation.  The graduation of military 
students who transfer during their junior or senior year may be jeopardized if they are 
unable, due to state or local policies or scheduling constraints, to enroll in the 
necessary coursework. 
 


• Exclusion from Extra-Curricular Activities - Students who enroll in school after 
auditions, tryouts, elections and membership recruitments are often eliminated from 
activities that promote socialization and connectedness to their new school 
community.  Often their skills and talents are not recognized or developed or placed 
on "hold" because they are seen as transient or having arrived "too late."  
Organizations such as the National Honor Society permit local entrance requirements 
that can eliminate students even when they have been members in their previous 
school. 
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• Redundant or Missed Entrance/Exit Testing - Children who move frequently are 
often penalized for missing tests required to enter or exit various levels of the 
educational system.  Tests are often specific to the state and therefore entrance/exit 
tests taken in another state are not recognized.  Others spend time away from 
instruction in order to complete testing in one state only to repeat a similar test in the 
next state. Redundant and missed entrance and exit testing can result in a child being 
over-tested, placed incorrectly, or denied advancement. 
 


• Kindergarten and First Grade Entrance Age Variances - Children enrolled in 
Kindergarten in one state may not qualify by age when transferring during the year to 
another state.  Children who have completed Kindergarten in another state are 
sometimes denied entry into first grade if they do not meet the age requirement. 


 
B. School Capacity 


 
LEAs have ongoing construction and facility improvement programs, driven by shifts in 
demographics and evolving educational requirements.  LEAs generally depend upon 
local bonds and state-supported funds to accomplish renovations and new construction.  
The local bonds are primarily supported through sales taxes and property taxes.  Many 
States operate capital programs for school construction, which can be used by the LEAs 
to maintain facilities and increase capacity to sustain community growth.   
 
LEAs may question how ready they are to accommodate the projected gain of military 
connected students as a result of DoD rebasing initiatives within their traditional sources 
of revenue especially in the near-term.  In those situations, a business plan that includes 
affected jurisdictions that anticipate increased military population, places the cost of 
school construction in the context of projected revenue.  Increases in residential and 
commercial property taxes and sales taxes collected would be expected without 
increasing tax rates.  These additional revenues can be considered to help offset the costs 
associated with constructing additional school facilities (see Section VI. B., Construction 
Funding Alternatives, page 21, for further discussion of successful financing strategies).  
School capacity issues being evaluated by the impacted LEAs should be presented in the 
context of the other issues being considered by the affected local and state governments, 
for instance land-use planning to support new housing development.  
 
C. School Quality  


 
Maintaining quality of life for Service members is a priority of the Department of 
Defense.  Military families consider the quality of their children's education to be one of 
their primary life concerns.  It impacts military recruitment, readiness and retention and 
satisfaction with Service Member assignment.  To promote school satisfaction, especially 
as it pertains to education transition, DoD works with military communities to collect and 
share best practices in education focusing on the needs of the military child population. 
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• Availability of Quality School Choices - Different schools offer alternatives in 


teaching styles, content and learning opportunities. Parents in many communities have 
a growing array of options when choosing a school, although the extent of the options 
varies from state to state.  The Department of Education’s (ED's) official website 
provides a link for families to explore school options including public and private 
schools.  The enactment of No Child Left Behind Act of 2001, the rapid growth of the 
charter school movement, and the growing acceptance of virtual classes and virtual 
schools have all increased the choices available to families.  Many of these options 
not only offer the community a way to meet the demands of a growing student 
population, they also enhance the quality of education available to families.  The 
Department has an interest in ensuring that military families are aware of these 
options and will assist impacted communities to gather information on these 
successful alternatives and connect expanding communities to the resources that make 
these choices possible.   
 


• Enhancing or Supplementing the Curriculum - The recent focus on quality 
education has brought high standards and accountability to public schools and 
communities now hold schools responsible for meeting this challenge.  While 
expanding, schools must look beyond traditional practices to provide a rigorous 
curriculum as called for in President Bush's 2006 education agenda ensuring "that 
high schools offer more rigorous course work, including Advanced Placement and 
International Baccalaureate programs in math, science and critical-need foreign 
languages."  (Strengthening Education for the 21st Century, April 2006, U.S. 
Department of Education)   
  


DoD also believes that schools may want to look beyond traditional approaches to 
instruction to offer opportunities such as virtual learning options.  Successful strategies 
for small schools, including virtual classes and the use of technology, have enabled the 
exchange of information and ideas to continue well beyond classroom walls and provide 
challenging courses throughout the curriculum.  More information concerning approaches 
to instruction using technology can be found in ED's National Education Technology 
Plan at www.ED.gov.   
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V. ASSISTANCE AVAILABLE THROUGH COLLABORATIVE EFFORTS 
 
The Department is working with communities and LEAs to offer an array of strategies to 
meet their needs.  The Department offers assistance in a three-part plan that:  
 
1. Provides technical assistance. 
 
2. Builds relationships with states and other federal agencies. 
 
3. Provides opportunities to share best practices and assists in planning for education 


expansion. 
 


Although education is the purview of local and state agencies, the Department is 
committed to working with impacted communities through this three-part assistance plan.  
Conferences that bring military, community and business leaders together are part of the 
plan to provide the technical assistance, strategies, points of contacts and informational 
resources necessary for successful school expansion.  The plan includes assisting 
communities to develop relationships with states and federal agencies that are responsible 
for establishing policies that impact expanding communities in order to provide solutions 
for local education challenges.  
 
A. School Transition Assistance  
 
1. Army Initiatives 
 
The Army is the Service most impacted by rebasing initiatives.  Its proactive efforts to 
address school transition issues began formally in 1997 and have become a model for 
successful initiatives and lessons learned. 
 
The Army has developed the Army Family Action Plan (AFAP) process to gather 
grassroots input on Army-wide issues affecting the well-being of their families.  Through 
the AFAP process, school transition topics of concern to military families have been 
identified for resolution.   
 
In February 1999, the Chief of Staff of the Army conducted an in-depth study and made 
recommendations to improve the predictability for military-connected high school aged 
students during the transition process.  The Secondary Education Transition Study 
(SETS) has become the foundation for Army School Transition Services and many other 
Army initiatives.  Today, there are more than 249 school districts surrounding military 
installations who have committed to serving military connected children by signing the 
SETS Memorandum of Agreement (MOA).  
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In order to efficiently and effectively address school transition issues on the local level, 
the Army established School Liaison Officers (SLO) to serve as primary advisors to 
garrison command staff, parents and educators.  They are currently placed at 117 Army 
installations across the country.  In addition, seven School Transition Specialists (STS) 
are assigned to Installation Management Agency offices to evaluate and address systemic 
school transition issues on the regional level. 
 
In Alaska and Hawaii, Army Child and Youth Services programs and local school 
districts partnered to develop a school sponsorship pilot program.  At the pilot's 
successful conclusion, the Army recognized the need for an on-going transition support 
initiative, leading to the development of the Student2Student© (S2S) campus-based 
program.  Student-led and faculty-sponsored, S2S provides the on-the-ground school 
connectedness for transitioning students.  School Liaison Officers assist S2S through 
community support efforts.  The core S2S team attends initial training and returns to train 
and develop more team members.  Over 180 school campuses have this program in 
operation.  A middle school program (grades 6-8) is under development and being piloted 
in 2006. 
 
Army-sponsored Education Summits are designed to have a direct impact on transition 
issues at the local level.  The Summit of 2003 established the National SETS Steering 
Committee for SETS signatories to guide and encourage implementation of the SETS 
MOA by facilitating opportunities for networking, educating, supporting, advocating, 
innovating and coordinating initiatives that benefit all students.  
 
Concern for the education transition of students with special needs led the Army to 
sponsor the Special Needs Study of 2004.  This preliminary study examined the issues 
faced by transitioning military families of special needs students served by the Army’s 
Exceptional Family Member Program.  The findings determined areas for further 
examination and are currently being addressed in the second phase of the study. 
 
In response to large-scale relocation efforts, the Army developed and implemented the 
Army School Transition Plan in 2005.  The goal is to prepare families and local 
communities for the successful transition to school systems supporting the mobile and 
transforming Army from 2005-2011 and beyond.  
  
The 2005 Army Education Summit, "Communities Working to Improve Student 
Transition," explored the effects of the Army's Transformation/Overseas Rebasing and 
Base Realignment and Closure Initiatives on local communities and schools.   
Participants were joint military and civilian community leader teams from 25 highly 
impacted communities in the continental United States and Europe and their supporting 
school districts.  The Education Summit was designed to provide a better understanding 
of the Army's plans and assist in joint planning to address the challenges from major 
increases or losses of military families assigned to affected communities.   
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As part of the Army School Transition Plan, the 2005 Summit also aimed at 
strengthening the partnerships, sharing ideas and best practices, and identifying actions 
and roles.   Through these and many additional initiatives, the Army has identified the 
educational transition needs of its children of military families and pursued the solutions. 
 
2.  Johns Hopkins Military Child Initiative 
 
Four years ago, when DoD began working with ED to develop resources for military 
students in transition, ED offered an opportunity for DoD to attend the Wingspread 
Conference on Student Connectedness, headed by Dr. Robert Blum.  The research 
findings were so compelling and matched so perfectly with the transient nature of the 
military child, that DoD worked with Dr. Blum (co-investigator of the National 
Longitudinal Study on Adolescent Health) to develop a dissemination center for schools 
impacted by military children to foster the concept of connectedness and parent 
involvement known as the Military Child Initiative (MCI).   
 
The center for schools impacted by children of the military focuses on meeting the needs 
of children and youth least likely to feel connected to school – children of military 
families who live in highly mobile circumstances.  Approaches were developed to assist 
impacted schools and military parents who want to improve student success, 
school/family/community partnerships and student engagement.  This center provides 
national, state and local education agencies, schools, parents, and health professionals 
with information, tools, and services to support military impacted schools. 
 
The Military Child Initiative helps parents, educators, schools, school districts and 
communities to: 
 
• Improve the quality of educational programs in public, charter, and private schools 


serving children from military families. 
 


• Identify effective programs and practices that address the academic, health, social and 
emotional challenges of children in mobile families. 
 


• Identify effective programs and practices that address the emotional, health, social 
and academic challenges of children in military families with deployed parents and 
with recently returned parents. 
 


• Serve as repository for information on school “connectedness:” positive school 
climate; student engagement; and school, family, and community partnerships. 
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• Enable every school serving military children to establish and sustain goal-oriented 
programs so that all families and the community remain connected to the children’s 
education. 
 


• Increase the capacity of and give instruction and support to all who work with military 
youth in especially mobile circumstances. 


 
The center collects and disseminates information on research and best practices in regard 
to connectedness and parents in education. Connectedness issues are addressed by Dr. 
Robert Blum at mci@jhsph.edu and parent involvement inquiries are referred to Dr. 
Joyce Epstein at cmartin@csos.jhu.edu.  Specialists at the MCI work with schools to 
evaluate their needs, develop and implement programs and measure their successes.  For 
example, Johns Hopkins is currently working with a consortium of schools in Alaska and 
Hawaii on a project for new student orientation and leadership that has become so 
successful that entire school districts in Alaska have adopted the program.  MCI is 
currently in the process of working with these schools to evaluate the impact of the 
program on student success.   
 
MCI services are offered at no charge to impacted schools and communities.  Through 
publications, conferences, presentations and training of school liaison officers and 
impacted school administrators, DoD has made the services of the MCI available to 
interested impacted schools.  As a result and by request, MCI works with schools 
"outside the gate" of several of our military installations.  In addition, they disseminate 
information via monographs and informational brochures to hundreds of LEAs and 
educational organizations working with military children. 
 
3. DoD Toolkits  
 
The Department has recently developed "toolkits" in the form of books and interactive 
CDs to assist installation commanders, educators, and families involved in large-scale 
military relocations.  The books and CDs are designed to offer quick access to 
information, forms and resources that promote solutions to student transition issues.  The 
toolkits can be downloaded from the DoD website www.militarystudent.org or ordered 
from Military OneSource (1-800-342-9647).   
 
• The School Leader's Toolkit was created for school superintendents and contains 


helpful information regarding school transition issues, strategies and best practices to 
address transition challenges, partnership possibilities with military communities and 
other state and local agencies, as well as resources and other helpful information. 
 


• The Commander's Toolkit assists military leaders working with parents and 
impacted school districts to assist in smooth transitions for military children.  A list of 
transition issues and suggested ways that military leaders can work with schools and 
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parents to address the challenges are included along with resources and partnership 
suggestions. 
 


• The Military Parent's Toolkit helps parents to support their children as they say 
good-bye to one community and adjust to another.  The Toolkit also explains the 
school selection process and offers resources when choosing a school.  It is designed 
to provide parents with the information necessary to be key players in ensuring school 
satisfaction and a positive transition for their children.    


 
4. DoD Partnerships with States and Other Federal Agencies 
 
The current military rebasing initiatives will relocate large numbers of military families 
and affect an increasing number of LEAs that educate military children.  The rebasing 
impact provides an opportunity for the DoD, states and other federal agencies to support 
LEAs and military communities in pursuit of quality education through the examination 
and sharing of successful educational options and best practices.   
 
DoD makes a concerted effort, through the www.USA4MilitaryFamilies.org website and 
through the Defense State Liaison office (DSLO), to inform state policy makers as to the 
needs of military families, including those surrounding the education of military children 
and other key quality of life issues.  The website shares news about legislative efforts and 
best practices from other states that adequately address these issues.  In addition, DoD 
responds to questions from state lawmakers regarding the impact of legislation under 
consideration in the various states.  Some recent examples of the success of this initiative 
include Virginia's move to become the 30th state to offer unrestricted in-state college 
tuition rates to military dependents and an agreement that end-of-the-course testing from 
other states may be substituted for the Virginia Standards of Learning to accommodate 
the unique needs of the military child.   
 
DoD acknowledges that the states and LEAs have primary responsibility for education, 
however, the Department understands that, in order to promote its mission, it must also 
accept an active, supportive role in the education of the 1.2 million school-age children of 
Service members.1 


 
5. Educating Military Children Compact 
 
The Office of the Under Secretary for Personnel and Readiness in cooperation with the 
Council of State Governments (CSG) initiated the exploration and development of an 
interstate compact addressing the educational transition issues affecting military 
children.  Such an agreement will transcend state and local boundaries and create uniform 
standards of practice for each of the identified educational issues (e.g., Transfer of 


                                                 
1 Represents children of Active Duty, Guard and Reserve members 
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Records, Course Sequencing, Graduation Requirement, Redundant or Missed 
Entrance/Exit Testing, etc.).  Drawing on existing research and practices developed in 
communities and states, the Educating Military Children Compact will provide a remedy 
to these and other educational issues and will be developed by a coalition of local, state 
and federal policymakers, education experts and other key external stakeholders.   


 
B. School Capacity Assistance 


 
1.  The Office of Economic Adjustment  


 
The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) is a major Department of Defense resource 
for assisting communities that are significantly impacted by Defense program changes, 
including base closures and realignments.  OEA assistance is available for planning a 
wide range of community development activities, including school expansion, when the 
military mission is increasing at an installation.  OEA grant assistance is not available for 
constructing schools. 
 
Technical and financial assistance may be provided by OEA directly or in coordination 
with other federal agencies as well as state governments.  Support may be provided for a 
range of public activities including: 
 
• Economic and demographic analysis 


 
• Housing and transportation assessments 


 
• Analysis of school capacity and other public facility needs 


 
• Public capital improvement strategies and school financing plans 


 
• Managing and monitoring community development 


 
The OEA has produced "Managing Growth, Communities Respond."  This DVD features 
communities that have gone through large-scale military growth and highlights several 
best practices in community planning and development.  For additional information, 
contact www.oea.gov. 


 
2. Economic Adjustment Committee 
 
The President’s Economic Adjustment Committee (EAC), as chartered under Executive 
Order 12788 to support the Defense Economic Adjustment Program, is chaired by the 
Secretary of Defense with the Secretaries of Labor and Commerce as co-vice chairs. The 
EAC is comprised of twenty-two Federal agencies and coordinates Federal interagency 
and intergovernmental assistance to support the Defense Economic Adjustment Program 







 13


and help communities, businesses, and workers respond to economic impacts caused by 
significant Defense program changes.  The assistance presented ranges from the 
community redevelopment of former military property to the absorption of troops and 
their dependents through mission growth.  The twenty-two Federal agencies that 
comprise the EAC assembled a guide, "Federal Assistance for Impacted Communities 
(April 2006)," that lists Federal assistance and represents additional resources for 
communities, workers, and businesses affected by Defense program changes.  The guide 
is available at http://www.oea.gov 
  
In response to the projected student growth in this report, Federal Team visits will occur 
under the auspices of the EAC to those growth locations where the receiving community 
either requests a visit or the EAC member agencies determine the magnitude of the 
growth is likely to adversely impact the local school system(s).  These team visits will 
include collaboration with the affected installation, LEAs, state education representatives 
as they elect to participate, and other participants as appropriate.  Members of these teams 
will seek to assess local capacities to absorb the projected growth and identify any needs 
for third party assistance.  EAC member agencies recognize these projections may be 
revised by future appropriations and national security needs, and will need to remain 
flexible throughout the period of anticipated growth. 
 
3. DoD Conferences 
 
As stated earlier, the Department views conferences as a major opportunity to facilitate 
the use of best practices and to provide opportunities for effective planning.  The 
conference held in May 2006 and the subsequent conference planned for the November 
2006 are good examples of this initiative:  
 
• Office of the Secretary of Defense/Military Service/Community Conference: 


"Responding to Change," May 2006.   The conference presented state and local 
officials with helpful perspectives for responding to the anticipated growth or 
downsizing actions arising from the 2005 BRAC process. Specific sessions were 
conducted to discuss education issues.   LEA officials with previous growth 
experience, ED, Army and DoD representatives came together to discuss their 
respective roles, and to learn how communities can successfully absorb mission 
growth impacts in their local schools. 


 
• DoD Conference on Education for Military-Connected Communities, November 


2006. A DoD Conference on Education for military-connected communities is being 
scheduled for the most heavily impacted communities to share best practices and 
strategies for financial and facilities planning, school choice and quality and school 
expansion planning.  Specifically the conference will bring expertise identified in this 
report to affected communities.   


 







 14 


The conference will:  
 
• Explore an array of innovative strategies for impacted school systems and their 


communities in the areas of facilities, construction finance, and successful 
education opportunities; develop a database of best practices; and promote 
implementation with LEAs through web-based information and published 
materials.   
 


• Identify experts who can assist communities in considering all of these areas in 
their comprehensive plans. 
 


• Raise awareness of incentives, including grants and pilot programs, to promote 
successful educational opportunities suitable for expanding quality learning 
environments for school expansion.   
 


• Inform impacted LEAs and military communities about successful education 
alternatives, solutions to the infusion of large numbers of new students, and best 
practices that address educational transition issues. 
 


• Address other agency or state-driven policies and practices that alleviate education 
transition challenges by exploring and distributing successful state legislation and 
best practices, and by encouraging change through governors, state legislators, 
chief state schools officers, LEAs and their superintendents.  
 


• Provide information about non-profit agencies that promote quality education and 
best practices for children of military families to achieve stated goals and 
communicate successful findings. 
 


• Share existing resources including research, publications, web-based information 
and the expertise of specialists. 


 
C. Assistance for School Quality  
 
Although financial support to build new schools or expand existing schools is a priority 
for many communities, money alone does not satisfy all educational needs.  One of the 
most important quality of life issues for military families is the quality of education for 
their children.  Therefore, the Department shares a vested interest with communities in 
promoting quality education.   


 
1. DoD Assistance to Schools with Enrollment Changes Due to Base Closures, Force 


Structure Changes, or Force Relocations (Impact Aid) 
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Section 572 of Public Law 109-163, the National Defense Authorization Act (NDAA) for 
Fiscal Year (FY) 2006, dated January 6, 2006, authorized the Secretary of Defense, in 
consultation with the Secretary of Education, to provide assistance to eligible LEAs that 
educate dependents of the Armed Forces and DoD civilian employees.  Section 572(b) 
authorized $7 million to assist communities in making adjustments resulting from 
changes in the size or location of the Armed Forces due to base closures, force structure 
changes, or force relocations.  Accordingly, DoD in conjunction with ED provided 
financial assistance to eligible LEAs that experienced an overall increase or reduction of 
(1) not less than five percent in the average daily attendance of military dependent 
students in the schools of the LEA, or (2) not less than 250 military dependent students in 
the average daily attendance in the schools of the LEA.  Distributed in August 2006, the 
FY 06 payments are for schools meeting the requirements during school year 2004-2005.   
 
2. DoD Website Resources 
 
Providing accurate and accessible information to students, their parents, military 
commanders, superintendents of LEAs and state education officials is essential to 
facilitate the large scale movements planned as a result of BRAC and force 
transformation.  The Worldwide Web provides an important vehicle for making policies, 
best practices, and assistance accessible: 
 
• www.MilitaryStudent.org is designed for students, their parents, special needs 


families, educators and installation commanders.  The website provides resources for 
educators in support of social, emotional and academic success for military students.  
It features DoD programs, policies and publications and will house the on-line 
graduate course, "Educating the Military Child." 
 


• www.defenselink.mil/mtom/ provides advice, support and information for military 
teens.  Here, dependent teens can find advice on moving, readjustment, making 
friends, and dealing with the host of stressors that accompany being a teen in a 
military family.  Schools can use this website to enhance their counseling program. 
 


• www.USA4MilitaryFamilies.org is a website and initiative that seeks to engage and 
educate state policymakers, not-for-profit associations, concerned business interests, 
and other state leaders about the needs of Military members and their families, 
particularly as those needs intersect with state public policy.  DoD seeks reduction in 
state statute and policy barriers, enhancing the ability of military families to transition 
to new locations.  The website provides information on this effort, along with best 
practices for school transition and best educational opportunities for military 
dependent children.  As part of this initiative to educate state policymakers, the 
Department seeks cooperative opportunities with associations of state policymakers 
that have in turn expressed a desire to assist their members in developing solutions to 
the challenges of military families.     
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3. Department of Defense Education Agency 
 
Although DoD does not set standards in local public schools, the Department is 
committed to working with schools who educate military dependent students to minimize 
the effects of transition on the children of our military families.  Research into the needs 
of mobile children does exist and DoD advocates the practices that support military 
students both emotionally and academically.  DoD views global rebasing and BRAC, 
which will relocate thousands of military children, as an opportunity and an obligation to 
offer assistance, in ways that the Department can, to schools that will be educating 
military dependent students.  The Department will work with impacted school districts 
that express a desire for the insights and expertise that DoD has to offer.  DoD's hands-on 
education expertise lies primarily within DoDEA. 
 
For 60 years, DoDEA has been the Congressionally-mandated authority for the education 
of military dependent students in overseas and selected stateside locations.  DoDEA 
provides education to eligible DoD military and civilian dependents from kindergarten 
through grade 12 through two programs:  1) the DoD Domestic Dependents Elementary 
and Secondary Schools (DDESS) for dependents at 16 installations within the continental 
United States, Guam and Puerto Rico, and 2) the DoD Dependents Schools (DoDDS) for 
students located outside the United States in Europe, Korea, mainland Japan, and 
Okinawa.    
 
As an entity within DoD, DoDEA has focused solely on the mission of educating military 
children and has been nationally recognized for its achievements.  Part of DoDEA's 
success can be attributed to its focus on continuous improvement.  DoDEA continues to 
address the challenges of the mobile military student.  For example, the increased rigor in 
the DoDEA high schools over the past four years has resulted in increased student 
achievement and has addressed many graduation requirement concerns.  It has also put 
into practice an efficient system for transfer of student records.  In addition, DoDEA is 
committed to becoming partners with state and local agencies as well as the ED for the 
advancement of military student education issues.  
 
Over the next few years, in addition to BRAC movement in the United States, a large 
number of students will be leaving the European theater and relocating to stateside 
installations.  This current large scale movement of students out of DoDEA schools and 
into America's education systems (public, private and home-schooling environments) 
obliges the Department to share with other LEAs the best practices and programs learned 
from DoDEA's many years of experience educating children of the military.  DoDEA 
realizes that many of these students, regardless of where they presently acquire their 
education, will be or have been DoDEA's students.   
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Upon request, DoDEA will share their experience and best practices in a range of areas 
including advanced courses, foreign language instruction and curriculum for national 
strategic languages such as Chinese and Arabic, and will begin a dialogue with districts 
that are seeking teachers and may benefit from teachers with DoDEA experience who are 
returning from overseas.  This close partnership is essential for both working with the 
schools and ensuring the success of military students. 
 
To begin this collaborative effort, DoDEA will conduct two or three pilot programs with 
impacted LEAs that request DoDEA's assistance.  DoDEA can export over 20 component 
programs upon request by school districts. Possible areas for collaboration include 
involvement in high quality teaching and learning, in professional development, program 
improvement, foreign language instruction in elementary schools, improvement of high 
school programs, curriculum consistency, and standards alignment that will enable a 
rigorous and high quality education for military students.  In addition, DoD will gather 
and disseminate best practices from other LEAs that are conducting effective programs 
that meet the needs of military students.     
 
 
4. U.S. Department of Education Grants and Assistance 
 
ED is providing nearly $38 billion this year to states and school districts, primarily 
through formula-based grant programs, to improve elementary and secondary school 
programs and/or performance and to meet the special needs of students.2 Although the 
grants and contracts offered do not target impacted school districts specifically, some 
communities may find these grants beneficial in their efforts to expand education 
opportunities for students.  ED also makes available discretionary grants and cooperative 
agreements based on a competitive application process.  Grants include monies to 
supplement small school curriculum, curriculum partnerships with other federal agencies 
and other LEAs and state facility financing.  DoD encourages states and school districts 
to work with ED to become familiar with its offerings of grants and contracts by 
exploring their website at www.ED.gov (under Grants & Contracts).   
 
Additionally, the President's High School Reform Initiative will offer $1.475 billion in 
FY 2007 and will bring high standards and accountability to high schools by aligning 
their academic goals and performance with the No Child Left Behind Act.  Through 
assessments and targeted interventions, the initiative will help schools raise achievement 
levels and close the achievement gap.   
 
In addition, ED works directly with school districts and DoD to provide assistance in the 
creation of schools to address realignment needs under the amended Federal Property and 
Administrative Services Act of 1949 to transfer federal property for the construction of 


                                                 
2 Overview of ED Grant Programs, http://www.ed.gov/fund/landing.jhtml  
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new schools.  More information can be found on ED's website at 
www.ed.gov/programs/fedrealproperty/realpropbrochure.html.   
 
Schools are encouraged to find out more about grant monies and ED initiatives that may 
help them expand qualitatively as they expand their facilities.  This funding may bring 
needed money to schools as they explore a more rigorous, challenging curriculum. 
Further information on the President's High School Reform Initiative, the National 
Security Language Initiative, and the American Competitiveness Initiative can be found 
in the ED's booklet "Answering the Challenge of a Changing World:  Strengthening 
Education for the 21st Century" at www.ED.gov.   
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VI. FUNDING ALTERNATIVES AND RESOURCES 
 
Alternative funding has become more of an option for LEAs and counties to consider as 
they look for funding school construction to sustain community growth as well as safe 
and effective educational environments.  A review of literature available on the National 
Clearinghouse for Educational Facilities (www.edfacilities.org), provides several 
resources that articulate options to consider for construction funding, enhancing capacity 
through means other than facility construction, and the use of charter schools to increase 
capacity.   
 
A. Federal Resources   
 
A few federal alternatives have been established to assist LEAs with construction needs, 
either as a general requirement or to specifically assist federally impacted schools.  A 
review of current programs provides the following: 
 
1. Construction Funding Support for all LEAs   
 
In addition to the grants provided by ED discussed in the last chapter, the U.S. Treasury 
Department provides a program where LEAs can receive no-interest bonds through its 
Quality Zone Academy Bond (QZAB) program, primarily to support facility renovation 
and repair projects.  On average, the federal government pays all interest costs, which 
enables LEAs to save up to 50 percent of the cost of construction as compared to a tax-
exempt bond.  This support is provided through tax credits provided to the financial 
institution holding the bond instead of cash payments.  These bonds support repair and 
renovation, but cannot be used for new construction.  Repair and renovation construction 
should address infrastructure, technology, health and safety and energy efficiency issues 
in aging and overcrowded schools.  If allowed by state law, QZAB can be used to support 
the purchase of equipment, technology upgrades, curriculum enhancements and teacher 
training.3   
 
QZABs can assist LEAs in accommodating additional students as a result of DoD force 
realignments through renovations that increase capacity.  For instance, one LEA 
renovated a building that had not previously been used as a school, converting it into a 
school building.  QZABs also provide additional support which can potentially alleviate 
the pressure on other revenue sources currently being programmed to accomplish repair 
and renovation projects.  
 


                                                 
3 “QZABs: A Good Deal For School Districts, Basic Facts about Qualified Zone Academic Bonds,” April 2006, 
page 1, http://www.ed.gov/pubs/fixschools/facts.html  







 20 


The Qualified Public Education Facility (QPEF) Bond Program assists LEAs by 
facilitating the issuance of $3 billion in tax-exempt private activity bonds per year.4  Each 
state has a statutory limit on the amount of bonds that can be issued in a four year period.  
The QPEF bonds must be used to construct, rehabilitate, refurbish or equip public school 
facilities.  Bond proceeds are loaned to private developers who lease-back the facilities to 
the school district.  The developer’s credit and operating history determine the interest 
rate of the bond.  In addition to public school facilities, QPEF bonds are available to 
support facility needs of charter schools. 
 
Federal agencies have the opportunity to dispose of excess real property to benefit state 
and local governments, and qualified nonprofit organizations, through the Federal 
Property Administrative Services Act of 1949.   Excess real property may consist of land, 
buildings with associated land, and equipment and other related improvements.  The 
transfer of excess property is accomplished as a form of sale, with a Public Benefit 
Allowance discount between 40 percent and 100 percent of the value of the property.   
Property to be used for schools usually qualifies for 100 percent discount.5 
 
Other federal grants may provide support to LEAs, depending on specific community 
circumstances, such as the Qualified Public Education Facility (QPEF) Bond Program.  
RCDI provides dollar-for-dollar matching grants for technical assistance and training to 
increase the capacity of rural communities to undertake housing, community facilities, 
and community/economic development projects.  NMTC provides tax credits to investors 
to encourage them to invest in low income communities.  A wide range of business and 
community interests (including charter schools) can be considered. 
 
2. Construction Funding Support for Federally Impacted Schools 
 
As part of ED’s Federal Impact Aid program, highly impacted LEAs are eligible for 
construction grants under Section 8007 (b) of the Elementary and Secondary Education 
Act of 1965, as amended by the No Child Left Behind Act of 2001.  The primary focus of 
these grants is again repair, renovation, and alteration to ensure the health, safety and 
well being of students.  Modernization grants are also authorized; however, to date 
appropriation levels have been insufficient to address any modernization grant 
applications.   
 
This grant program, called the Impact Aid Discretionary Construction Program, provides 
grants first to LEAs with unfunded emergency repair requirements.  Grants are for no 
more than 50 percent of the total project cost, unless there is no practical capacity for the 


                                                 
4 Barbara Page, Elise Balboni, Clara Chae, and Katje King, “The Charter School Facility Finance Landscape,” The 
Education Facilities Financing Center of Local Initiates Support Corporation, May 2005, page 12. 
5 “How to Acquire Surplus Federal Real Property for Educational Purposes,” The Federal Property Assisance 
Program, U.S. Department of Education, April 2006, pages 1 - 5 
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LEA to issue a bond.  There are generally more requests for grants than available 
resources, so that only emergency repairs receive funding as the first priority. 
 
 
B. Construction Funding Alternatives  
 
Several LEAs have used alternative funding sources to start construction projects ahead 
of the timeline necessary to use conventional methods through local bond initiatives.   
Local bond initiatives have traditionally been the source because they are tax exempt and 
present a very safe investment for the bondholder.  However, general obligation bonds 
also require a community referendum that may not be possible in communities that have 
already grown tax-weary. 6 
 
Typically, funding alternatives can accelerate both the start date and construction time 
required.  Many of the alternatives require new laws, expertise and organizational 
strategies to facilitate partnerships and optimize cost benefits.   The Department has 
begun to compile information and connect with experts who have successfully 
established these opportunities, so that impacted LEAs can have access to these 
informational resources.   The articles referenced in the footnotes below provide a 
practical guide to the following funding alternatives and some of the states and localities 
using these practices: 
 
1. Private Development of Schools  
 
Although still not commonly used, a private developer can allow an LEA to construct a 
school without engaging in a bond referendum.  Essentially a private developer takes on 
the liability and the construction, and leases the facility to the LEA, typically over the 
length of the loan.  LEAs can save between 5 – 20 percent in the long term through the 
use of a private developer.7   
 
The federal tax code has made the use of these partnerships more attractive to private 
developers by allowing them to issue private activity bonds that are tax-exempt.  Section 
422 of the Economic Growth and Tax Relief Reconciliation Act of 2001 extends this 
exemption to the construction of primary and secondary schools, based on a public-
private venture with a state or local education agency.8  Some states have developed 
legislation to support the development of public-private ventures, such as Virginia, which 


                                                 
6 Bryan Hassel and Katie Walter Esser, “Facilities Financing, New Models for Districts that are Creating Schools 
New,” Education Evolving, January 2004, page 2. 
7 Ibid, page 3. 
8 Ibid, page 3. 
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established the Public-Private Education and Infrastructure Facilities Act (PPEIFA) in 
2002.9 
 
The relationship with a private developer can be structured as a capital lease or operating 
lease to facilitate new construction.  In a municipal/capital lease (also referred to as a sale 
– lease-back arrangement), the private developer owns the facility and carries the liability 
during the period of the lease.  At the end of the lease, the LEA pays a token amount ($1) 
to purchase the property.  As an operating lease (also referred to as a lease – lease-back 
arrangement), the lease is carried as a security by the developer and the LEA accumulates 
ownership in the building as the lease payments accrue.   These payments are taxable 
since they contribute to the ownership by the LEA.  Some sources say that these options 
can provide savings in the long term,10 whereas other sources view these options as 
valuable in providing on-time facilities, but are typically more expensive than bond-
funded construction projects because the private sector’s cost of credit is typically 
higher.11 
 
2. Satellite/Employer-based Schools  
 
Employers and institutions can find it to be in their best interest to partner with an LEA to 
develop a facility on employer’s/institution’s property.   By providing the funding source 
for this facility, the LEA may be able to establish an alternative/specialized school that 
can benefit the workforce and take advantage of the unique environment (such as a 
museum or a zoo).  Florida has been active in developing these partnerships, along with 
other states.   
 
3.  Direct Commercial Borrowing 
 
LEAs typically pay higher costs when obtaining taxable standard financing from a 
commercial bank.  Charter schools have been able to obtain alternatives to commercial 
financing to reduce the cost of credit.  Options include loans through community 
development financial institutions, tax exempt revenue bonds through a nonprofit 
corporation or a government agency and credit enhanced financing by having a 
philanthropic or public entity provide a guarantee for the loan.  In some states, charter 
schools meet the criteria established by the Internal Revenue Service to directly issue tax 
exempt debt. 
 
 
 


                                                 
9 “Recommended Policies for Public School Facilities,” Building Educational Success Together, Section 4:  Public 
School Facilities Funding Policies, May 2005, page 18. 
10 Bryan Hassel and Katie Walter Esser, page 4 
11 Dr. David Lever, “Overview of Alternative Funding,” Task Force to Study Public School Facilities, October 2, 
2003, pages 3 – 4  
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4. Proffers 
 
As part of the approval to construct a housing development, the developer may be 
required to contribute to the construction of a school facility.  This could be subject to 
negotiation with the developer and may result in funding or some in-kind support for the 
construction of a school that will be needed to support the new housing development. 
 
5. Grants and Donations 
 
A consortium of businesses, nonprofits, developers and individuals may be able to defray 
some of the costs of construction.  This option can create additional community 
involvement in the resulting school, but may not provide equitable support for less 
affluent communities. 
 
6. Performance Based Contracting 
 
Energy components (windows, insulation, etc.) and mechanical systems within the school 
facility can be upgraded through the private energy management company that provides 
service to the LEA facilities.  The construction and equipment costs are paid through the 
energy savings that are generated as a result of the upgrades.  
 
7. Construction Efficiencies 
 
There are several options for adding efficiency to the design and construction phases of a 
school construction project.  These options include the use of Construction Management 
Agencies, Construction Management At-Risk, Design-Build and Job-Order Contracting 
as methods of reducing the contract overhead and cost over-runs for construction using 
either traditional or alternative funding.  Additionally, alternatively funded projects can 
use Finance-Design-Build methods which transfer the responsibility for the project to the 
funding entity. 
 
C. Capacity Enhancing Alternatives 
 
Alternatives to a traditional school facility can provide opportunities for an LEA to 
expand capacity while developing innovative educational environments.  Public-public 
and public-private partnerships that facilitate joint use of facilities can optimize use of 
space, and construction and operating costs.  These relationships may also require some 
compromises, but with this said, these partnership alternatives have proven workable in 
several situations.  In addition, the use of the off-campus environment and the use of new 
technology can reduce the need for brick and mortar schools.  These alternatives can be 
described as follows:12  


                                                 
12 Bryan Hassel and Katie Walter Esser, pages 7 – 10 
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1. Sharing Space with Other Agencies  
 
Collaboration of two or more agencies in developing a joint construction project can lead 
to both financial and non-financial benefits.  Schools and other services become the hub 
for the community.  Common infrastructure requirements, such as heating and air 
conditioning can be optimized and common services such as security can be shared.  The 
concept can include both public and private entities in the same structure, and may have 
common use areas, based on different schedule requirements.  For example Pomona, 
California, renovated a mall to include an elementary school, high school, training 
facility for district educators and staff, a regional adult education center and a number of 
commercial and non profit organizations (in a separate non-educational wing).   
 
2. Sharing Space with Higher Education 
 
Collocating K – 12 schools with universities has several benefits, particularly for high 
school students.   The result can be a more coherent K-16 environment for students and 
an opportunity for shared use of some classrooms, labs and athletic facilities.   
 
3. Off-Campus Education 
 
Off-campus education is already being used for high schools, mixing practical application 
of studies through on-the-job training opportunities, off-campus educational 
environments (such as museums), internships with community nonprofits and local 
government agencies, and project-based experiences. 
 
4. Distance Learning 
 
Distance learning has been used by schools for many years to supplement their 
curriculum.  Recently, the concept has broadened to support “cyber schools,” which 
support a home-school environment.  There were 40 “virtual schools” online in 13 states 
as of the 2002-2003 school year.  Pennsylvania had 5,000 students enrolled in 9 virtual 
schools.   
 
For example, some states established “cyber charter schools” for K – 12 instruction.  
Theses cyber charter school primarily support children learning at home and offer choice 
of enrolling in a selection of curriculums.  Some of the resources provided to students 
include computers and printers, Internet service, curriculum, textbooks, and certified 
teachers who monitor student progress.  Some allow students to receive credit and a 
limited reimbursement for physical fitness through team sports or classes in their area.  
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Many programs encourage students to socialize through field trips and “cyber 
classrooms.”    
 
D. Charter Alternatives 
 
Forty states, Puerto Rico and the District of Columbia authorize charter schools.  These 
schools offer an opportunity to extend education capabilities and provide quality 
education choices to communities.  Charter schools also face significant facility 
shortfalls, and because of their independent nature, have different funding obstacles to 
overcome to establish construction projects.   
 
In 2004, less than one fifth of charter schools leased facilities from LEAs.13  In most 
states, charter schools pay operating costs (salaries, utilities, insurances, interest 
payments, etc.) through per pupil revenue from the LEA.  This relationship shapes many 
of the financial factors that determine the cost of obtaining funds for capital 
improvements.   
 
The interest rate at which a charter school can obtain a loan is dependent upon the risk 
perceived by the lender and the sources available to the school to repay the loan.  Charter 
schools generally hold their charters for five years at a time, which limits their ability to 
obtain a loan at a favorable rate.  Some states have recognized this impediment and are 
providing 30 year charters, which can coincide with the length of a commercial loan.  
 
Schools with recent charters tend to have more difficulty, particularly if they have fewer 
than 300 students enrolled.  In a 2004 survey, most investors preferred enrollments of 300 
– 500 with promise for further growth.14  As a consequence, many small charters 
designed to provide education to small groups of at-risk students and special populations 
are at a disadvantage for obtaining capital support for construction.   
 
Additionally, investors expect charter schools to maintain cash reserves to secure the 
loan, requiring many schools to divert revenue, focus effort towards fund raising and cut 
expenditures on operational needs.  Many charter schools are using as much as 25 percent 
of their per pupil income on servicing debt, whereas it is generally agreed that 12 – 15 
percent is the appropriate range for loan payments.  The shortfall unfortunately impairs 
instructional budgets.   
 
To compensate for these limitations, the federal and state governments provide programs 
to level the credit playing field.  Additionally, there are approximately 20 nonprofit 


                                                 
13 Carol Ascher, Clyde Cole, Jodie Harris and Juan Echararreta, “The Finance Gap:  Charter School and Their 
Facilities,” Institute for Education and Social Policy, Steinhardt Scholl of Education, New York University, January 
2004, page iv, http://www.licent.org/resources  
14 Ibid, page v. 







 26 


organizations providing financing and real estate development assistance to charter 
schools, with their own distinct eligibility criteria and regional orientation.    
 
The federal government has established two programs to increase private sector 
investment and state involvement in providing credit opportunities for charter schools.  
The Credit Enhancement for Charter School Facilities Program provides competitive 
grants to nonprofits and public organizations to develop innovative incentives to 
encourage the private sector to invest in charter schools.  The funds cannot be used to 
support construction, lease or renovation of facilities, and are used primarily to secure the 
debt and aid charter schools in identifying investors.    
 
The other federal program, the State Charter School Facilities Incentive Grants Program, 
assists states through competitive grants to develop per-pupil facilities aid programs.  The 
program provides funding on a declining basis for 5 years, with the maximum Federal 
contribution being 90 percent in the first year, 80 percent the second, 60 percent the third, 
40 percent the fourth and 20 percent the fifth year.  The program is intended to encourage 
states to develop per-pupil facility aid programs as well as other cost sharing innovations.   
 
E. LEA School Construction Example 
 
The alternatives to establishing a construction program based on general obligation bonds 
are complex and varied.  Many of the options described in this section of the report can 
provide supplemental assistance to help alleviate the financial constraints of the proposed 
construction initiative or to supplement other proposed improvements that had been 
planned to be accomplished through general obligation bonds.  Making the best use of 
these options requires innovative approaches and willingness to consider all 
opportunities.  The following is a case study from Fort Drum, New York whose school 
district has accommodated significant growth by using several funding opportunities:15 
 


“Recent history provides one example of how growth on a military installation 
impacts a local education agency.  In 1985 the Department of the Army 
announced that the 10th Mountain Division (Light Infantry) would be reactivated 
and permanently stationed at Fort Drum, New York.  Based on the design of the 
installation 72% of the on-post housing would be situated in the Indian River 
Central School District, with an additional four Section 801 housing 
developments being constructed off post but within the District’s boundaries.  
This rural, agriculturally based school district was about to face unprecedented 
growth and expressed all of the concerns that other districts are now voicing. 
 


                                                 
15 James R. Koch, Business Manager, Indian River Central School District, 32735B County Route 29, Philadelphia, 
New York  13673 
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In 1983 Indian River was a 1,925 student district utilizing four K-6 Primary 
buildings, a grade 7-12 High School, and a two bay bus garage to service its 287 
square miles.  Its budget was $6.4 million.  By 2006 it had grown to five K-3 
buildings, an Intermediate School for grades 4 and 5, a grade 6-8 Middle School, 
and a 9-12 High School servicing 3,597 students.  Staff levels tripled, 
transportation facilities were modernized to 12 bays to facilitate the fleet of 
buses that expanded by more than 40, and the budget grew to $49.1 million.  
Funding to support this major expansion came from a number of varied sources. 
 
First and foremost, the State of New York supported the building projects with 
formula building aid, but this required the District to issue general obligation 
bonds, and these bonds required voter approval.  The first bond vote failed.  
However, as time progressed and the voters realized that there was significant 
backing, the votes became easier.  The state came through with the necessary 
aid, and created additional funds through its own version of impact aid.  
Additionally, the District sought available federal grants and used an Energy 
Performance Contract to make additional facility upgrades.  Construction dollars 
from the Federal Impact Aid program also offset the local share of the costs.  
The bottom line is that, through a variety of tools, Indian River invested nearly 
$100 million in capital projects to meet the challenges posed by this expansion, 
and the district’s own staff will tell you that they are a better school because of 
this expansion.”   
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VII. SUMMARY 
 
The student population figures given in this report represent a snapshot in time and can 
increase or decrease depending on mission requirements, timely completion of 
infrastructure such as housing and utilities and the military members' decisions about the 
best time to relocate their dependents.  The most accurate and up-to-date information 
comes from communities working closely with military installation commanders.  Best 
practices from previous large scale relocations show that communities working with 
states, installation commanders and business leaders come up with a plan for educational 
expansion that is supported and is a reflection of the unique needs of that community. 
 
Both the growth and the subsequent expansion of communities is a positive venture.  
Planning for educational expansion must be part of the overall community business plan.  
Information from the Department of Education (ED) enables communities to understand 
and access programs, grants and workshops to expand their range of choices (public, 
private and charter).  DoD encourages parents and communities to search ED's 
publications, such as Choosing a School for Your Child, (March 2005) or the series, 
Creating Successful Magnet Schools Programs, Creating Strong District School Choice 
Programs, and Alternative Routes to Teacher Certification (2004) or as mentioned in this 
report, How to Acquire Surplus Federal Real Property for Educational Purposes (April 
2006) and Answering the Challenge of a Changing World:  Strengthening Education for 
the 21st Century (May 2006).  These publications as well as the information on the 
Department of Education website (www.ED.gov) provide up-to-date information to help 
schools and districts address their needs.   
 


States are encouraged to work with their legislatures to ensure that LEAs have a mandate 
to make policies that promote quality school choice and teacher certification that meets 
the needs of these expanding communities.  Additionally, states and LEAs are 
encouraged to adopt laws, policies and regulations to help transitioning students gain 
entrance into advanced classes for which they qualify or activities and programs in which 
they have an interest.  The Department has taken and will continue to take numerous 
steps to support these sound policies. 
 
New and alternative methods of financing are important, since projected student increases 
may not be fully accommodated by traditional construction financing through county and 
state governments.  Apart from federal programs that donate excess property, federal 
funding is oriented towards repair and refurbishment.  Many states have already 
considered alternative funding for construction, along with alternatives to traditional 
school facilities, to contend with capacity requirements.  Information about alternatives is 
available through various publications, and by networking with LEAs that have gained 
benefits from incorporating these alternatives.  The Department is committed to gathering 
and sharing this information. 
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One of the most important quality of life issues for military families is the education of 
their children.  Service members often accept or decline assignments and continue or 
terminate their military careers based on the level of satisfaction with their child's 
education.  Since recruitment and retention of military personnel are essential to military 
readiness and national security, the Department shares a vested interest with communities 
by not only expanding education opportunities, but also in promoting quality education 
during this expansion.  The Department has developed a plan to assist LEAs and states to 
improve the education experience offered to all students.  The Department has booklets, 
websites and other technical assistance available to LEAs to accomplish this. 
 
Part of the plan to assist schools includes utilizing the expertise of DoDEA, which has 
developed successful practices to educate military children.  Congress extended the 
DoDEA charter to share this expertise and experience to local educational agencies.  
Such resources include 20 exportable component programs that include foreign language 
curriculum and support, access to virtual/distance learning technology capabilities and 
related applications, teacher training, and high quality teaching and learning programs.  
Initially, DoDEA is working with 3 LEAs and is building its capacity to assist many of 
the military impacted school districts who request such assistance.   
 
The Department will continue to work to fulfill its quality of life commitment to military 
families, which was reaffirmed in the Department's report to Congress, Report of the 1st 
Quadrennial Quality of Life Review in May, 2004, which stated, "The Department of 
Defense is committed to supporting students of military families who undergo frequent 
moves and deployments and is actively seeking means of assisting schools in providing 
quality education to military dependent students." 
 
Finally, the Department will continue its concerted efforts to bring together community 
and military leaders to discuss school expansion.  Through conferences such as the 2005 
Army Summit, the 2006 OSD/Military Service/Community Conference, and the 
November 2006 DoD-Military Education Conference, the Department is gathering 
expertise, and sharing best practices for community planning, financial and facility 
resources and improving quality education for all students.  
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  Appendix 1:  Gain of Military Dependent Students by State  
     SY 04/05 SY 05/06 SY 06/07 SY 07/08 SY 08/09 SY 09/10   SY 10/11       


Installation  Svs Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ 
Total 
Mil 


Total 
Civ 


Grand 
Total 


Fort Richardson, AK Army 1003 16 419 (29) (334) (25) 71   142 (36) 115 (103) (71) (3) 1345 (180) 1165 
Fort Wainwright, AK Army (113) (60) 101 (12) 536 26 (10) 2 (2) (14) (3)   15   524 (58) 466 
Redstone Arsenal, AL Army (87) 197 (8) (31) (188) 93 (1) 107 (21) 7 139 479 1 12 (165) 864 699 
Fort Irwin, CA Army (900) (39) 292 (10) 164 32 93 39 202 11   8 (122) 9 (271) 50 (221)
NS San Diego, CA Navy         29 (12) 451 (6) 25 5   0 (13) (13)
NAWC China Lake, CA Navy          86   145  71  30 0 330 330 
MCAS Miramar, CA MC           (8) (2)   28  20 (2) 19 
Fort Carson, CO Army 2453 34 (2340) 14 2785 34 204 2 1856 8 5 1 306   5269 93 5362 
NAS Jacksonville, FL Navy       (19)  (6) 285 2 672 2 22 18 978 (4) 974 
NS Mayport, FL Navy       205 1          205 1 206 
Eglin AFB, FL Navy          2 57 5     57 7 64 
Eglin AFB, FL AF         373 39      878  1251 39 1290 
Fort Benning, GA Army (301) 96 90 (116) 112 (2) 209 86 45 (45) 549 198 (338) 49 366 266 632 
Fort Gordon, GA Army 72 183 84 52 (76) 90 (92) 10 (32) 58 (55) 46 (26) 92 (125) 531 406 
Fort Stewart, GA Army 31 243 (354) 47 (12) (42) 42 (6) 690   (258)   (29)   110 242 352 
Hunter AAF, GA Army 174 47 584 58 119 54 31 (2)     9   (79)   838 157 995 
Moody AFB, GA AF         596 51        596 51 647 
Fort Shafter, HI Army (9) 135 162 (45) 436 14 264 (15) 27 47 (22) (10) (47) 56 811 182 993 
Schofield Barracks, HI Army (545) (121) 1031 30 222 (22) 130 24 99 (3) 344 5 23   1304 (87) 1217 
Mountain Home AFB, 
ID AF              684 14   684 14 698 
Fort Leavenworth, KS Army 202 (22) (85) 40 228 29 (127) 111 216 13 (11) 7 (206)   217 178 395 
Fort Riley, KS Army (210) (22) 2186 492 (269) 120 1368 10 (44) 131 (5) 5 174 31 3200 767 3967 
Fort Campbell, KY Army (260) (34) 274 (225) (92) 224 273 29 7 2 (39)   (290)   (127) (4) (131)
Fort Knox, KY Army (279) 338 738 117 (147) (77) 1780 (33) 687 962 (1199) (90) (268) (144) 1312 1073 2385 
Fort Polk, LA Army 667 (5) (628) (52) 382   (10) (12) 185 8 (90)   (150)   356 (61) 295 
Aberdeen PG, MD Army (51) 260 9 (50) (32) 33 24 75 (299) (125) (4) 1863 9 261 (344) 2317 1973 
Fort Meade, MD Army (210) 75 59 (39) 23 5 36 (134) 6 2 (2) 39 345 1476 257 1424 1681 
Fort Meade, MD Navy              45 96   45 96 140 
Andrews AFB, MD AF         205 205        205 205 410 
NSA Great Lakes, IL Navy        12          0 12 12 
Fort Leonard Wood, 
MO Army (68) 55 387 219 (22) 43 103 62 (90) (1) (79)   (176)   55 378 433 
Fort Bragg, NC Army 32 138 505 (43) 750 57 131 80 1542 308 (87) 45 (65) 607 2808 1192 4000 







 31 


  SY 04/05 SY 05/06 SY 06/07 SY 07/08 SY 08/09 SY 09/10 SY 10/11  


Installation  Svs Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ 
Total 
Mil 


Total 
Civ 


Grand 
Total 


Fort Dix, NJ Navy        2          0 2 2 
McGuire AFB, NJ AF           256 95 255 121 254 159 765 375 1140 
Nellis AFB, NV AF                417 16 417 16 433 
Fort Drum, NY Army 1072 53 (13) (98) 167 (4) 237 (32) 75 (4) (15)   (81)   1442 (85) 1357 
Wright-Patterson AFB, 
OH Navy           5 10     5 10 15 
Wright-Patterson AFB, 
OH AF              216 134   216 134 350 
Fort Sill, OK Army (161) 221 718 38 (1175) (99) 626 (90) 368 154 59   158   593 224 817 
Tobyhanna, PA  Navy               1  2 0 3 3 
NS Newport, RI Navy       19  15 23 24 10 (37) (28)   20 5 25 
NWS Charleston, SC Navy        (8)  (16)     10 19 15 19 1 20 
Fort. Jackson, SC Navy              10 2   10 2 12 
Shaw AFB, SC AF         757 76        757 76 833 
NSA Mid-South 
Millington, TN Navy     171 45            171 45 215 
Fort Bliss, TX Army (584) 263 1791 140 543 (85) 1585 (60) 1756 (120) 2258 20 1039 65 8388 223 8611 
Fort Hood, TX Army 1199 522 3013 (170) (2428) 15 (530) (26) (2261) (6) (64) (1) 38 (6) (1033) 328 (705)
Fort Sam Houston, TX Army 102 132 100 181 (38) (30) 1262 423 127 22 2642 505 2540 248 6735 1481 8216 
NAS JRB Ft. Worth, TX Navy     26 6            26 6 32 
Fort Eustis, VA Army (285) (40) 72 46 85 (28) 84 (38) (167) (74) (107) (203) (16) 504 (334) 167 (167)
Fort Lee, VA Army (63) 103 640 17 213 50 1 155 211 110 59 60 (363)   698 495 1193 
NS Norfolk, VA Navy       6 62 196 16 337 24 27 33   566 136 702 
MCB Quantico, VA MC              79 625 (15)  64 625 689 
NS NW Annex 
Chesapeake, VA Navy                68 8 68 8 76 
Fort Lee, VA Navy           9      9 0 9 
Fort Lewis, WA Army 2544 155 (1454) (114) 4559 560 66 17 248   719 (3) 182 46 6864 661 7525 
NSY Pudget Sound, 
WA Navy        10  (14)   31     0 27 27 
NAS Whidbey, WA Navy          7        0 7 7 
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  Appendix 2:  Gain of Military Dependent Students by Service 
     SY 04/05 SY 05/06 SY 06/07 SY 07/08 SY 08/09 SY 09/10   SY 10/11       


Installation  Svs Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ 
Total 
Mil 


Total 
Civ 


Grand 
Total 


Fort Richardson, AK Army 1003 16 419 (29) (334) (25) 71   142 (36) 115 (103) (71) (3) 1345 (180) 1165 
Fort Wainwright, AK Army (113) (60) 101 (12) 536 26 (10) 2 (2) (14) (3)   15   524 (58) 466 
Redstone Arsenal, AL Army (87) 197 (8) (31) (188) 93 (1) 107 (21) 7 139 479 1 12 (165) 864 699 
Fort Irwin, CA Army (900) (39) 292 (10) 164 32 93 39 202 11   8 (122) 9 (271) 50 (221) 
Fort Carson, CO Army 2453 34 (2340) 14 2785 34 204 2 1856 8 5 1 306   5269 93 5362 
Fort Benning, GA Army (301) 96 90 (116) 112 (2) 209 86 45 (45) 549 198 (338) 49 366 266 632 
Fort Gordon, GA Army 72 183 84 52 (76) 90 (92) 10 (32) 58 (55) 46 (26) 92 (125) 531 406 
Fort Stewart, GA Army 31 243 (354) 47 (12) (42) 42 (6) 690   (258)   (29)   110 242 352 
Hunter AAF, GA Army 174 47 584 58 119 54 31 (2)     9   (79)   838 157 995 
Fort Shafter, HI Army (9) 135 162 (45) 436 14 264 (15) 27 47 (22) (10) (47) 56 811 182 993 
Schofield Barracks, HI Army (545) (121) 1031 30 222 (22) 130 24 99 (3) 344 5 23   1304 (87) 1217 
Fort Leavenworth, KS Army 202 (22) (85) 40 228 29 (127) 111 216 13 (11) 7 (206)   217 178 395 
Fort Riley, KS Army (210) (22) 2186 492 (269) 120 1368 10 (44) 131 (5) 5 174 31 3200 767 3967 
Fort Campbell, KY Army (260) (34) 274 (225) (92) 224 273 29 7 2 (39)   (290)   (127) (4) (131) 
Fort Knox, KY Army (279) 338 738 117 (147) (77) 1780 (33) 687 962 (1199) (90) (268) (144) 1312 1073 2385 
Fort Polk, LA Army 667 (5) (628) (52) 382   (10) (12) 185 8 (90)   (150)   356 (61) 295 
Aberdeen PG, MD Army (51) 260 9 (50) (32) 33 24 75 (299) (125) (4) 1863 9 261 (344) 2317 1973 
Fort Meade, MD Army (210) 75 59 (39) 23 5 36 (134) 6 2 (2) 39 345 1476 257 1424 1681 
Fort Leonard Wood, MO Army (68) 55 387 219 (22) 43 103 62 (90) (1) (79)   (176)   55 378 433 
Fort Bragg, NC Army 32 138 505 (43) 750 57 131 80 1542 308 (87) 45 (65) 607 2808 1192 4000 
Fort Drum, NY Army 1072 53 (13) (98) 167 (4) 237 (32) 75 (4) (15)   (81)   1442 (85) 1357 
Fort Sill, OK Army (161) 221 718 38 (1175) (99) 626 (90) 368 154 59   158   593 224 817 
Fort Bliss, TX Army (584) 263 1791 140 543 (85) 1585 (60) 1756 (120) 2258 20 1039 65 8388 223 8611 
Fort Hood, TX Army 1199 522 3013 (170) (2428) 15 (530) (26) (2261) (6) (64) (1) 38 (6) (1033) 328 (705) 
Fort Sam Houston, TX Army 102 132 100 181 (38) (30) 1262 423 127 22 2642 505 2540 248 6735 1481 8216 
Fort Eustis, VA Army (285) (40) 72 46 85 (28) 84 (38) (167) (74) (107) (203) (16) 504 (334) 167 (167) 
Fort Lee, VA Army (63) 103 640 17 213 50 1 155 211 110 59 60 (363)   698 495 1193 
Fort Lewis, WA Army 2544 155 (1454) (114) 4559 560 66 17 248   719 (3) 182 46 6864 661 7525 
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     SY 04/05 SY 05/06 SY 06/07 SY 07/08 SY 08/09 SY 09/10   SY 10/11   


Installation  Svs Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ Mil Civ 
Total 
Mil 


Total 
Civ 


Grand 
Total 


NS San Diego, CA Navy         29 (12) 451 (6) 25 5   0 (13) (13) 
NAWC China Lake, CA Navy          86   145  71  30 0 330 330 
NAS Jacksonville, FL Navy       (19)  (6) 285 2 672 2 22 18 978 (4) 974 
NS Mayport, FL Navy       205 1          205 1 206 
Eglin AFB, FL Navy          2 57 5     57 7 64 
Fort Meade, MD Navy              45 96   45 96 140 
NSA Great Lakes, IL Navy        12          0 12 12 
Fort Dix, NJ Navy        2          0 2 2 
Wright-Patterson AFB, 
OH Navy           5 10     5 10 15 
Tobyhanna, PA  Navy               1  2 0 3 3 
NS Newport, RI Navy       19  15 23 24 10 (37) (28)   20 5 25 
Fort. Jackson, SC Navy              10 2   10 2 12 
NWS Charleston, SC Navy        (8)  (16)     10 19 15 19 1 20 
NSA Mid-South 
Millington, TN Navy     171 45            171 45 215 
NAS JRB Ft. Worth, TX Navy     26 6            26 6 32 
Fort Lee, VA Navy           9      9 0 9 
NS Norfolk, VA Navy       6 62 196 16 337 24 27 33   566 136 702 
NS NW Annex 
Chesapeake, VA Navy                68 8 68 8 76 
NSY Pudget Sound, WA Navy        10  (14)   31     0 27 27 
NAS Whidbey, WA Navy          7        0 7 7 
MCAS Miramar, CA MC           (8) (2)   28  20 (2) 19 
MCB Quantico, VA MC              79 625 (15)  64 625 689 
Eglin AFB, FL AF         373 39      878  1251 39 1290 
Moody AFB, GA AF         596 51        596 51 647 
Mountain Home AFB, ID AF              684 14   684 14 698 
Andrews AFB, MD AF         205 205        205 205 410 
McGuire AFB, NJ AF           256 95 255 121 254 159 765 375 1140 
Nellis AFB, NV AF                417 16 417 16 433 
Wright-Patterson AFB, 
OH AF              216 134   216 134 350 
Shaw AFB, SC AF         757 76        757 76 833 
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Disclaimers


This Guide is intended as general information for those interested in community 
development and civilian encroachment issues that may affect the operational utility of 
military installations and ranges.  This document, including all forms within it, is intended 
for educational and informational purposes only.  It is not to be considered as legal advice 
for specific statutes or cases.  Readers should always obtain legal advice for their own 
situations from legal counsel.  


Technical and descriptive terms used throughout this Guide do not necessarily reflect either 
official Department of Defense terminology or usage, or terms of reference codified in State 
statutes or local government codes and ordinances.  They are generic in their application to 
assist the reader in understanding the issues, principles, and practices of general land use 
planning and its relationship to military installations generally.  


Readers also should be aware that hyperlinks and Web addresses given were accurate as 
of April 5, 2005, but may no longer be active.  Laws, ordinances, legislation, etc., that are 
presented herein are current as of January 2005.  The reader is encouraged to seek the most 
current legislation, as it may be amended or recodified from time to time.


The full text may be found in electronic format on http://www.oea.gov and http://nga.org/ .
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Dear Reader,


 Military bases and their host communities have a strong, mutually beneficial
relationship.  For many of these communities, support for our warfighters and their 
families has included efforts to ensure civilian development around installations is 
compatible with the ongoing DoD missions for those facilities.  Installations also strive to 
minimize operational effects on surrounding communities.  A positive heritage has 
evolved where communities have successfully collaborated with neighboring installations 
to ensure compatible civilian development adjacent to the installation, thereby not imparing 
mission accomplishment.


 The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) is pleased to present this Guide 
which documents the tools, techniques, and collaborative efforts that have proven 
successful for communities to minimize incompatible civilian development near our 
military facilities.  This Guide was authored and developed through the vision, untiring 
effort, and expertise of OEA Associate Director James “Mike” Davis.


 OEA was assisted by the National Governors Association Center for Best 
Practices in the preparation of the Guide.  The Center assembled representatives from the 
International City/County Management Association, National Conference of State 
Legislatures, National Association of Attorneys General, the American Planning 
Association, Virginia Tech, and the Albany Law School to ensure the accuracy, 
thoroughness, and responsiveness of the document.  The product will help civilians and 
the military effectively confront and minimize development and operational conflicts 
through collaborative partnerships.


  Patrick J. O’Brien
  Director
  Office of Economic Adjustment
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PART I


Introduction


Increasing population densities and urbanization pressures are 


encroaching upon and affecting military training and readiness 


missions nationwide .  This Practical Guide encourages military 


departments to reach beyond the installation fence to actively 


engage surrounding jurisdictions, to educate them on the nature 


of the military mission and operations in support of readiness, 


and in return work to understand the community’s concerns by 


developing working relationships built on mutual respect that can 


lead to limiting or preventing encroachment pressures .


      Patrick J. O’Brien
      Director
      Office of Economic Adjustment
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Introduction


A .  Overview of the Guide and the Encroachment Issue
This Guide focuses on the application of local government planning tools and strategies 
needed to promote compatible urban growth and development near military installations, 
airfields, and test and training ranges.  It is a companion to the Joint Land Use Study 
(JLUS) Program Guidance Manual.  The JLUS Guidance Manual describes the 
Department of Defense (DoD) Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA)1 community 
planning assistance program.  It explains how it works, and how it can support community 
economic development while protecting and preserving military readiness and defense 
capabilities of the United States Government. 


The goal of this Guide is to encourage local governments to work closely together with 
military installations to preserve and protect the public health, safety, and welfare of those 
living near an active military base or range and the viability of military missions and 
operations.  The premise is that the application of compatible smart land use planning 
principles and practices can achieve a balance between potentially conflicting interests and, 
in the process, mutually support desired outcomes.


Parts II through IV explore the respective local, State, and Federal Government roles 
in promoting local comprehensive/general planning as it may relate to the presence 
and operational requirements of the DoD.  Part V identifies an extensive toolkit of 
public planning procedures, practices, and principles that can contribute to and promote 
compatible civilian development in the vicinity of a military installation while discouraging 
incompatible development.  


There are over 3,845 large, medium, and small military installations throughout the 
United States and its territories.2  Of this number, 197 are considered large or medium 
installations.3  All DoD installations contribute to the economic health and well-being of 
State and local governments.  In exchange, DoD is afforded an opportunity to function and 
perform its designated missions uninterrupted by nearby civilian activities.  


As the military presence in communities has expanded or taken on new mission 
responsibilities, so also has the civilian community sought to gain from jobs created and the 
goods and services required to sustain the military’s presence and training readiness.


For years, community planners, environmentalists, neighborhood and community leaders, 
grassroots organizations, and government leaders have complained about wasteful urban 
growth patterns.  Growth patterns that spread across the landscape, gobbling up and 
converting pristine farmlands, scenic vistas, river valleys, mountain slopes, and beachfront 
property to higher density urban and suburban development — in the process changing 
forever the character of an area or region.  The pressures of so-called urban sprawl often 
strain resources and drain limited public support services, pressuring local government 
financing capabilities with increased demands for services such as schools, parks, roads, 
and police. 


Application 
of compatible 
smart land 
use planning 
principles 
and practices 
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potentially 
conflicting 
interests
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“After some forty years of gradual progress, [the] state smart growth movement picked 
up steam in the 1990s .  Thirteen states have now adopted laws to encourage their local 
governments to guide development according to smart growth precepts .”4


Several states (e.g., Arizona, Georgia, Maryland, and Washington) embarked on “smart 
growth” initiatives during the 1990s in an effort to manage sprawl at the State level and 
thereby promote livable and cost-efficient community development.  Part III of the Guide 
explores the managed or smart growth movement of the 1990s as the impetus for local 
government smart growth or “Growing Smarter” programs.  This is in recognition that the 
presence of the military is a viable component of the economic development landscape.  
Comprehensive compatible land use planning is the key to balancing the needs of the 
military with the needs of the community. 


This Practical Guide focuses on the presence and operational characteristics of military 
installations and their relationships to State and local governments.  The question: “Can 
military installations coexist with concentrated civilian populations and/or development 
or do they need space to operate, maneuver, and to roam?”  The answer to both queries is 
“yes.”  The military demands both isolated rural locations (test and training ranges) and 
urban locations (ports and airfields).  This, in fact, creates the basic issue of encroachment 
that confronts local governments and military installations across the country.


By their nature, military installations, airfields, and test and training ranges generate noise 
and present potential for accidents to occur.  Incompatible development clustering too close 
to an active military installation can create anxiety for new residents who may have been 
unaware of the presence of the installation, its missions, or operational profile at time of 
home purchase.


 What is incompatible development in relationship to a military installation, airfield, or 
range?  That depends on the location and size of the military installation and/or military 
training or testing range, the type and volume of activity, and the nuisances that can be 
generated.  For example, the compatibility issue relative to airfield operations is focused 
on noisy high-performance military aircraft .  The compatibility issues relative to ground 
based military operations include ordnance testing, training, practice firing, and proficiency 
qualifications.  These are the issues whether they involve small-arms fire or heavy tracked 
vehicles such as howitzers and tanks .


Military installations of all sorts attract commercial, industrial, and residential land use 
activities such as motels, restaurants, warehousing, shipping, aircraft industries, and a mix 
of residents who benefit from close access to the military operations.  Not all of these 
uses are compatible with military operations, be they aerial or ground based.  In general, 
higher revenue-producing land use activities, such as lower employment density industrial 
and commercial uses, are preferable to population-sensitive land use activities such as 
homes, schools, community centers, libraries, hospitals, day care, long-term senior housing, 
and buildings housing religious services.  Tall structures that encroach into low-level aircraft 
flight routes may be inconsistent the Federal Aviation Administration regulations as well as 
incompatible with military air bases.  


The presence 
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Other uses that are compatible with military operations are large, nonmigratory bird- 
attracting conservation and open space land uses.  However, land uses that involve bird- 
attracting activities such as wetlands, mitigation habitat, retention ponds, sanitary landfills, 
and the like are, again, generally incompatible with military airfields because of the 
potential hazard to air operations, nearby residents, and the birds themselves.


Urban Growth and Nellis AFB, NV – circa 1960–2000:  Nellis Air Force Base, Nevada, 
is a good illustration of the conflict between the training needs of the military and the 
civilian neighborhoods growing closer to military installations. Figures I-1 and I-2 
dramatically demonstrate the spread of urban growth in the Las Vegas Valley between the 
years 1970 and 2004.  


Graph I-1 illustrates that between 1960 and 2000, the population of the valley grew from 
304,744 to 1,563,328 persons for a 10 percent average annual growth rate.5  Driven by the 
burgeoning gaming and hotel industry in Las Vegas and the accompanying demand for 
increased housing and supporting commercial and industrial establishments, development 
is now threatening to surround the Air Force base.


Graph I-1.   
               Las Vegas, NV – POPULATION GROWTH


Source: US Bureau of the Census


Figures I-1 and I-2 illustrate the dynamics of urban sprawl in one of the fastest growing 
regions in the country. 
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Source:  Southern Nevada Regional Transportation Commission and Clark County 
Comprensive Planning Division, Clark County, NV


Development Growth as of 1970


Las Vegas, NV


Figure I-1


Urban Growth Near Nellis AFB, Nevada - Circa 1970


McCarran Airport


Nellis AFB


Figure I-2


Urban Growth Near Nellis AFB, Nevada - Circa 2004


Development Growth as of 2004


Las Vegas, NV


McCarran Airport


Nellis AFB
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The Encroachment Issue:  Nellis AFB represents a clear example of the urban growth 
issue confronting military installations.  The air base is located in Clark County and 
adjacent to the city of North Las Vegas, Nevada.  Urban sprawl is spreading north and west 
from Las Vegas, threatening to surround Nellis on four sides, affecting its ability to sustain 
its flying missions.  The northern aircraft departure corridor is now the only air route 
remaining where aircraft carrying live ordnance (bombs and missiles) may depart for the 
distant Nellis Test and Training Range or beyond.  The southern departure route has long 
been closed to aircraft carrying bombs and missiles, but remains in use for all other flying 
missions.  


As urban development spreads, concerns are being raised that the emerging development 
patterns also may affect the northern aircraft departure route, possibly curtailing this 
important flying mission and bringing the Nellis AFB mission and its future into question. 


To forestall this possibility, Nellis AFB received Air Force Military Construction assistance 
funds to acquire 417 acres of land to protect the northern live ordnance departure corridor 
and portions of the Live Ordnance Loading Area.  In addition, Clark County, Nevada, 
located to the south of Nellis AFB, is the home of the Las Vegas gaming and hotel industry.  
The county has taken steps over recent years to protect the flying missions at Nellis by 
incorporating into its comprehensive planning documents and supporting ordinance the 
protections it believes will insulate the installation from incompatible development and 
support its flying mission.  The installation leadership and the county are working closely 
together to support both the installation’s military mission and the host community’s 
economic development aspirations.  


Southern California – The Los Angeles–San Diego Regions:  Another example of 
civilian encroachment is the urban development occurring near Marine Corps Base 
(MCB) Camp Pendleton, in southern California.  MCB Camp Pendleton is an important 
amphibious training base that today is being squeezed between the growing Los Angeles 
and San Diego metropolitan regions.  A military installation’s first priority is to provide its 
operating forces with a realistic training environment. 


As Los Angeles grows southward and San Diego grows northward along the Pacific coast, 
MCB Camp Pendleton is experiencing urban development pressures from both directions.  
The resulting urban growth pressures outside the fence line of Camp Pendleton are 
disrupting species habitat, driving wildlife onto this pristine Marine Corps training base, 
and affecting the quality of military training (see Figure I-3).  


Today, Camp Pendleton is recognized as one of the last bastions of large natural open space 
for wildlife habitat and rare flora and fauna, wetlands, and other natural ecological features 
in southern California.  About 28,000 acres of Camp Pendleton’s 127,000 acres have some 
form of use restriction in order to comply with the Endangered Species Act and other 
environmental regulations.  In addition, community complaints about noise from live fire 
exercises have led to sharp limits on how Marines train.  


Nellis AFB 
represents a 
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military 
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Nowhere are those restrictions more visible than at the camp’s Red Beach, where Marines 
once trained before landing on Iwo Jima in 1945.  The military training value of this mile-
long stretch of beach on the Pacific coast has been sharply curtained in recent years.  For 
example, Marines once ashore at Red Beach cannot tactically disperse as they normally 
would during a landing, but rather can only move in designated areas.  Marines are not 
allowed to entrench or “dig in” because they might disturb environmentally sensitive 
endangered species or habitat.  Vehicle and troop movements also have been isolated to 
a few designated trails.  Helicopter training flights and live-fire exercises are limited by 
concern over community noise complaints.


Source:  U.S. Army Corps of Engineers Research Development Center Construction,
Construction Engineering Research Laboratory (CERL)


Figure I-3


Los Angeles San Diego Metropolitan Areas


1960 1980


!rehtegoT gniworG seitiC


AC ,noteldneP pmaC esaB sproC eniraM


2000


  
In 2003, the Marine Corps conducted an encroachment impact study on training and 
readiness at Camp Pendleton.  An assessment of 739 training tasks determined that 
civilian development encroaching and surrounding the installation has had a measurable 
negative impact on the quality of training at Camp Pendleton.  The quantitative assessment 
determined that a Battalion Landing Team’s training on Camp Pendleton was able to 
complete its required nonfiring tasks to only approximately 68 percent of the Marine Corps 
standard. 


The findings of this assessment demonstrate that Camp Pendleton’s ability to provide the 
full range of realistic combat training opportunities for Marines operating on and deploying 
from the base is significantly hindered by civilian encroachment.6
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Encroachment takes many forms.  The solutions to land use encroachment management 
are outlined in this Practical Guide.  The strategy is threefold:  public outreach and 
engagement, legislative clarification, and compatible, collaborative land use planning 
between the installation and the surrounding jurisdictions.


This Guide is not meant to provide an exhaustive treatment of Federal support of State or 
local government’s efforts to protect against the effects of encroachment of incompatible 
development near military installations.  Rather, it is focused on local government 
regulations and actions that could affect the presence of the military and its missions and 
operations at the local level and, conversely, DoD actions that could affect State and local 
government interests.  


B .  The Audience for This Guide
Practitioners in the fields of planning, law, and economic and community development 
are the intended audience.  This Practical Guide also is directed toward local government 
officials and military base command and planning staffs who deal daily with issues of 
community development and incompatible land use activity that could infringe on the 
rights and prerogatives of either neighbor — the landowner or the military.  It is designed 
to provide guidance in the application of government planning, zoning, subdivision, and 
development regulations to support compatible, smart development in areas near military 
operations.


C .  Organization of This Guide
This Practical Guide explores the planning tools available to Federal, State, and local 
governments that recognize the inherent incompatibilities between a military installation’s 
operations and the neighboring community. 


This Guide promotes community development that is compatible with neighboring land use 
activities. The incompatibilities of use promote friction between residents and the military 
and may expose civilians to public health and safety issues.


The Guide is organized into five parts.  Each part concentrates on a particular aspect 
of the legal authority for local, State, and Federal governments to promote compatible 
development near military installations, test facilities, and training ranges.


Part I outlines the core problem of urban encroachment confronting military installations.  
It provides examples to illustrate the issue of urban sprawl and its impact on the military 
mission’s sustainability and national defenses.  It notes that there is a movement among 
several States toward smart growth and smart planning. Capitalizing on these initiatives 
is a primary theme of this Practical Guide.  The Guide attempts to balance smart land-use 
planning principles and practices as proactive and strategic measures to both minimize 
incongruities in land use matters and to capitalize on the economic enrichment that 
carefully planned growth and development at the local level can provide to a sustained and 
vibrantly growing community.  


This Practical 
Guide is directed 
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Part II reviews the role of local government in community planning and its responsibility 
to act on a State’s delegated authority to wisely plan and accommodate a variety of land use 
activities within fiscal, planning, and time constraints.  


It discusses the role of the comprehensive/general plan that empowers local cities and 
counties to plan for future growth and, in the process, regulate development and the use of 
land for the overall public good.  It reviews property right issues and local governments’ 
constitutional right to undertake land use planning and institute corresponding regulations 
to direct the tone, content, and density of development and its impact on the ecology of the 
region.   


Part III discusses the authority and roles that States play in seeking balance among 
competing ends while protecting the public health, safety, and welfare of all State residents.  
It describes the pivotal roles and responsibilities required to support economic development 
and to conserve State funds while recognizing the military presence as a viable, sustaining, 
and recession-proof industry providing local job opportunities and helping to sustain the 
surrounding communities.  It also sets the framework for the local government to effectively 
plan and accommodate the continuing presence of this economic engine.


Part IV explores the role of the Federal Government in supporting compatible development 
near military installations as it relates to urban growth and development, local land use 
planning and zoning, Federal legislation, and the courts.  It also discusses the means by 
which Federal agencies may interact with State and local governing bodies and the Federal 
programs that are available to support a “smart” planning posture on the part of State and 
local governments. 


Part V presents case studies, samples of State and local land use codes and ordinances, and 
practical land use planning ideas and techniques that, if implemented, could create a more 
perfect and symbiotic relationship between DoD missions and the development goals of a 
host community.   


The goal of this effort is to provide practical guidance to practitioners in the field of 
planning.  It is designed to assist military personnel and military base commanders to 
conduct land use planning more effectively — one of the strongest tools available to achieve 
balance among competing ends.  


The endnotes and appendix provide “hot links” to examples of existing State statutes and 
local codes and regulations that collectively comprise a planner’s toolkit of smart planning 
and land use regulatory practices and techniques.    If applied wisely, these tools can 
promote compatible civilian development near military installations, airfields, and test and 
training ranges.  The appendices also include examples of best-case applications. 


Editor’s Note:  The “Web-based hot links” were operable as of April 2005 .  Beyond 
this date, no assurance is given as Web addresses often become out of date, change, or 
are discontinued .
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ENDNOTES


1  Office of Economic Adjustment, Joint Land Use Study, Program Guidance Manual (2002), available at
http://www.oea.gov/OEAWeb.nsf/FD3D3C042BA4EC1285256E83004497AD/$File/
JLUS%20program%20manual.pdf  For more information, visit the Office’s Web site at http://www.oea.
gov.


2  Department of Defense, Base Structure Report – Fiscal Year 2004 Baseline, p. 11. available at http://
www.acq.osd.mil/ie/irm/irm_library/Base%20Structure%20Report%20FY%202004%20Baseline.pdf.


3  Id .  Large military installations are defined as those installations whose total plant replacement value 
(PRV) is greater than or equal to $1.53B.  Medium installations are defined as those installations whose 
total PRV is less than $1.553B and greater that or equal to $828b.  PRV is the cost to replace facilities 
using today’s construction costs and standards, p. 2.


4  David R. Godschalk, Smart Growth Efforts around the Nation, Popular Government (2000), available 
at  http://ncinfo.iog.unc.edu/pubs/electronicversions/pg/pgfal00/article2.pdf.


5  U.S. Bureau of the Census, Las Vegas, NV, Population Growth 1960-000, available at http://www.
censusscope.org/us/m4120/chart_popl.html.


6  Headquarters U.S. Marine Corps, Land Use and Military Construction Branch (2005).
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PART II


Local Government Role and Authority 
in Community Land Use Planning and 
Encroachment Prevention


“A community needs to know that encroachment is an issue  


and that zoning needs to be put in place to provide safe zones  


to protect the mission   .  .  . of the military facility .”


     C. Talmadge Tobias
     City Manager 
     Sumter, SC
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Introduction


Under our Federal system of governance, State governments are holders of the vast 
majority of governmental powers .  State governments in turn delegate much of this power 
to local government .  There are over 3,100 counties and 36,000 incorporated cities, towns, 
boroughs, villages, and hamlets that make up local government in the 50 United States .  


Part II examines various levels of local governance; how the responsibilities for guiding 
and directing future growth and development are carried out; and the tools that are used 
to accomplish this end.  It also examines the nuances between public and private property 
rights.  


Part II will be helpful to the military installation commander and military installation 
planner who may not be familiar with the operations, protocol, or legal and procedural 
planning and zoning requirements of local government.  


A .  Military and Outreach
Increasingly, military representatives are being called upon to work closely with their local 
host governments.  “Outreach” is a term of military reference, suggesting that a military 
installation commander should reach out to engage and work with those involved in local 
executive and legislative functions on land use planning, zoning, and similar matters that 
could affect military base operations or missions.  


This Practical Guide attempts to provide the land use planning principles, practices, 
and tools to assist military installation commanders in effectively reaching out to local 
government, to engage and to work in partnership to understand the context in which local 
governments operate.  In the end, it is the decisions and actions of local government that 
will determine the shape and form of the urban fabric surrounding military installations.  


This Guide lays out the various forms of local government, how they function, the points 
of contact, and the procedural due process constraints that may be legally imposed upon a 
legislative branch or city/county council (i .e ., ex parte communications1 discussed in Part 
V of the Guide).  By knowing and understanding the regulatory rules under which local 
governments operate, a military installation commander and staff are better prepared to 
engage in a constructive dialog.


Certainly, military installations function in their own right much like local governmental 
units.  Oftentimes, military installation commanders liken their day-to-day responsibilities 
to those of a city manager or even a mayor.  There is, however, a critical difference.   In 
managing a military installation, the decision-making process is authoritative and top 
down.  In contrast, the lines of authority in local government are dependent on local politics 
and the will of the majority of the seated governing body.  This distinction is vital.  Local 
governments are ruled either by consensus or majority vote.  Mayors, board chairs, and 
even city managers can be overruled.  A military installation commander must remember 
that a mayor (or chairperson of a governing body) has only one vote and his/her views may 
carry limited weight.
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In addition, the appointed professional city/county manager reports to a board of elected 
directors (city/county council, board of commissioners, etc.), which, in turn, is responsible 
to the electorate and no one else.  In contrast, military installation commanders are 
responsible to their higher military leadership, which governs by direction.


Because most States have open meeting or sunshine laws, decisions of the city/county 
council are made in open public session with maximum opportunity for the public to 
participate.  A local military installation commander must take advantage of the openness 
of local government and keep himself/herself fully informed of actions before a local 
government that might affect base operations.  There should be active participation in public 
meetings and public hearings by the military installation commander or his/her designee so 
that official comments will become part of the public record of the proceedings.  A military 
installation commander’s comments do carry weight and can influence the outcome of an 
issue pending before the deciding body.


Strategy:  Often, military installation commanders limit their outreach to non-
governmental organizations such as the Chamber of Commerce and various service 
clubs .  Although these associations are important to a military installation and can 
promote better understanding and public relations, interaction with them is not 
a substitute for establishing lasting working relationships with local elected and 
appointed officials whose decisions could affect a base’s mission and military readiness.


A military installation commander and his/her subordinates should understand the various 
forms of local governance, study these forms, and determine the offices and individuals 
with whom he or she should establish relationships to remain fully informed of local 
developments that might affect the installation.


B .  Forms of Local Governments and Local Planning Authorities
Strategy: There are many forms of local government, each functioning slightly 
differently, with diverse centers of gravity, budgeting, and decision making .  The 
principal position in the hierarchy also varies in power, prestige, and responsibility .  
Knowing the forms of local government and the roles of the various elected and 
appointed public officials will assist the military installation’s effectiveness and 
outreach .


In general, State constitutions and State laws provide for incorporated municipalities and 
unincorporated towns and townships as general-purpose local governments.  Counties are 
themselves administrative subdivisions of the State, just as are school districts and other 
special districts that serve limited purposes.2


The primary forms of local governments are the mayor-council (both strong and weak), 
the commission (county), the council-manager (cities and counties), and the charter forms.  
Partisan politics generally play a large role in the strong mayoral, commission, and charter 
form of local government.  Generally, the council-manager form of government is non-
partisan. 
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Cities and towns generally can choose the form of government provided by State statute. 
In addition to the choice in form of government already provided by State law, cities and 
counties have the ability to adopt a home rule charter, subject to certain requirements, and 
provide for their own form of government.3


1.  Mayor-Council Form:  The office of the mayor may be primarily ceremonial or 
both ceremonial in stature and executive in responsibility.  In weak mayoral forms of 
government, the mayor’s office is seen as representing the elected city or county council, 
which performs the legislative responsibilities of local government.


The city mayor presides over council meetings; in some cases, mayors may only vote to 
break ties.


•	 Weak Mayoral Form of Government:  In a weak mayoral government, the mayor 
may either be elected at large or from those elected to the city or county council.  In 
the latter instance, the mayor is equal to a seated council member and has the added 
duties of presiding over meetings and representing the city or county council in all 
matters relating to the conduct of government.


•	 Strong Mayoral Form of Government:  In a strong mayoral form of government, 
the mayor oversees the day-to-day executive functions of local government.  The 
mayor’s immediate subordinate often is referred to as the chief of staff.  The chief 
of staff normally is responsible for public relations, personnel issues, budget and 
finance matters, and police and emergency operations.  The appointed department 
heads (i.e., planning, public works, and parks and recreation) serve at the pleasure 
of the mayor and city council and report to the mayor through the chief of staff.


2.  Commission Form:  The commission form is often referred to as the “plural executive” 
form of government (it is commonly found in counties).  It is the oldest and most 
traditional county organizational structure.  However, it may also exist with home rule, 
city governments.  Under the commission form, the county governing body consists of an 
elected board composed of three to five commissioners, most often based on the population.  
Commissioners serve as both the legislative and executive body.  No single administrator 
or executive oversees a county’s or city’s operations under the commission form of 
government. This is quite different from most municipal forms that have separately elected 
executive and legislative branches.4


In the commission form of government, the chairperson of the board of county 
commissioners serves as the meeting convener and leader of the board.  In some cases, the 
administrative functions of local government are divided among the commissioners with 
each commissioner in charge of one or more departments (i.e., public safety, planning, 
public works, parks and recreation, etc.).  In some states, the “judge executive” functions 
as chair of the board and the chief executive officer in charge of day-to-day government 
operations.
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Strategy:  The military installation commander should reach out to and establish a 
working relationship with the chief elected official of the jurisdiction(s) in which the 
installation is located and with the local elected city/county councilperson within the 
district that surrounds and supports the military installation .


3.  Council/City Manager Form:  The office of the city/county manager is most often 
found in a council-manager form of government where there is an elected city/county 
council and an appointed professional city/county manager who serves at the pleasure of the 
council.


The city/county manager oversees the day-to-day operations of government and reports 
directly to the city/county council.  Reporting to the city/county manager are the various 
department heads.  In larger cities and counties, the city manager may appoint one or more 
deputy city managers to oversee one or more city departments.


The city/county manager is responsible for all administrative and governmental functions.  
The council adopts the annual budget and work program priorities, passes legislation 
approves the comprehensive/general plan, and makes land use and zoning decisions.  The 
professional city/county manager is responsible for implementing the policies and directives 
of the council. 


In this form of government, the military installation commander should establish a working 
reciprocal relationship with the office of city manager/county administrative officer because 
much of the authority is centralized in this office.  The city manager oversees and is 
responsible for preparing for the mayor and council annual operating and capital budgets, 
the overall work program, and priorities based on the wishes and instructions of the local 
elected leadership .


Strategy:  In this particular form of government, the city/county manager can be the 
most influential point of contact for a military installation commander and command 
staff .  The military installation commander or his/her deputy should develop a working 
relationship with the city/county manager on all matters involving the local government 
as they may affect the operations of the military installation .


4.  Charter Form:   The charter form of government may provide for any governmental 
structure, including council/city manager form of government.  Counties that have adopted 
charter forms of government may have a separately elected county executive who, much 
like a mayors, oversees the administrative function of government, including implementing 
legislative policies.  The county council members may be elected at large or by council 
districts.  Many States have constitutional provisions for home rule.  Under most home 
rule provisions, the residents of a local community write and adopt their own charter that 
serves as a kind of constitution for the city.  While home rule charters go far in restoring the 
historical independence and autonomy of local communities, citizens cannot adopt charters 
that offend the State constitution or State laws.5


Cities are municipal corporations that operate under charters from the State. Until the last 
half of the 18th century, the tendency was for the State to grant each municipality a charter 


The city/county 
manager can 
be the most 
influencial 
point of contact 
for a military 
installation 
commander and 
command staff







II-7


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


unique to its needs. During the second half of the last century, as urbanization increased, 
most States provided for general municipal charters (sometimes with some optional 
features) so that upon reaching a certain population (typically 10,000), a local community 
could apply to the State for a charter and become a municipal corporation. 


Typically, local communities of different populations receive different types of charters, 
so that the charters of large cities tend to establish a different form of government than is 
characteristic of smaller cities, and large cities tend to have more taxing and regulatory 
authority than do small cities. 


A typical charter government separates the executive branch from the legislative branch.   
It consists of a county executive and a county council.  The executive is independently 
elected from at large and is responsible for the day-to-day executive functions of a city/
county government, much like an elected strong mayoral form.  The legislative branch (or 
city/county council) may be elected from at large or by council district, or a combination 
of both.  The powers delegated to a charter form by home rule usually are specific in State 
statute.


C .  Local Authorities
In addition to the elected legislative body of a local jurisdiction and its executive, there are 
numerous individuals, boards, and commissions who all have important roles to play in the 
governing scheme.


1. The Office of the City/County Clerk:  The city/county clerk is the keeper of all official 
records associated with the legislative and executive functions of the city/county council, 
including ordinances and resolutions adopted by the council.  The clerk is normally 
appointed by the council and serves at the pleasure of the council 


Strategy:  The Public Affairs Office of the local military installation should be 
in continuous communication with the office of the city/county clerk to ensure the 
installation is kept informed of actions pending before the city/county council, 
supporting citizen boards and commissions advising the council, and of upcoming 
events that might affect the installation and its mission .


2.  The Office of the City/County Attorney:  The city/county attorney is among the most 
important council-appointed positions in local government.  The city/county attorney 
advises the council on all legal, personnel, and contractual matters of local government.   
He or she also represents the city/county on all legal and procedural questions, interprets 
city/county codes and ordinances, and ensures that all administrative matters are conducted 
in accordance with the city/county charter, laws, rules, and procedures of local government.  


Strategy:  The military installation’s general counsel should establish close 
communication with the city/county attorney to work effectively with the office on all 
matters relating to the relationship between the local government and the military 
installation .  This outreach is particularly important when issues of land use activity in 
the vicinity of the installation require the attention of the general counsel’s office.
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3.  The Planning Director and the Professional Planning Staff:  In larger cities and 
counties, a professional planning staff provides support to the city council, planning 
commission, board of appeals, and other city/county established advisory boards (e.g., 
historic district commission, traffic and transportation commission, etc.).  


In smaller localities, there may not be a professional planning staff.  In several States, there 
can be a “regional planning commission,” which provides professional planning services 
and advice to several counties and municipalities.  In addition, independent planning 
commissions may be constituted as a “special district” with special State-legislated powers, 
including taxing powers and other related responsibilities.6


Strategy:  The local military installation commander or the base planner should be 
in continuous contact with the local planning director and should follow closely the 
day-to-day operations of the planning department regarding land use planning and 
civilian development activity that could affect the operations of the installation .  A 
close professional working relationship can do much to foster a cooperative spirit and 
awareness of the respective missions and responsibilities of the other .


4. The Local Planning Commission or Zoning and Planning Board:  Like cities and 
counties, planning agencies vary in form and authority from municipality to municipality, 
region to region, and State to State.  However, a local planning commission or planning and 
zoning board, and board of zoning appeals are found in most local governments.  


Planning commissions most often are made up of nonelected, appointed citizens who 
meet, confer, and formulate recommendations regarding planning, zoning, and subdivision 
matters that subsequently are presented to the local legislative body (i.e., commissioners, 
supervisors, councils) for implementation.  


A planning commission prepares, adopts, and recommends a comprehensive/general plan, 
including sub-geographic area plans, such as sector, neighborhood plans, special planning 
studies, central business district (CBD) plans, or military influence planning district 
(MIPD) plans7 to the local governing body for legislative approval.  Once approved by the 
local legislative body, the plan becomes the official policy statement of the jurisdiction, 
serving as the blueprint for the future physical, social, and economic development of the 
community.  A planning commission may also provide recommendations on such items as 
zoning ordinance text revisions/updates, rezoning applications, planned unit developments, 
variances from the strict application of requirements, and capital improvement programs.  
In all instances, a planning commission is advisory to the local governing body.  The only 
exception may be the approval of subdivision plans or plats.


A secondary function of local planning commissions (under the planning and zoning model) 
is to hold public hearings on requested parcel-specific zoning map amendments or zoning 
ordinance text amendments, as mandated by the State enabling act and the local planning 
and zoning ordinance.  As an advisory body of appointed citizens, planning commissions 
rely on established public hearing protocol and the local planning and zoning codes.  
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A governing body may or may not follow recommendations of a planning commission.  In 
the end, the city council or board of county commissioners will make the final decision 
based on the overall land use plan and evidence submitted to the public hearing record.  Its 
actions will then set public policy.  In this context, the public hearing record is important 
to establish “standing”8 in matters that could involve subsequent challenge or appeal to 
decisions rendered by the local planning commission or governing body.


In many States, there are requirements that local planning and zoning agencies refer 
zoning and development applications to other governmental and nongovernmental units, 
most often associated with utility services.  Recent State legislative initiatives in Arizona, 
California, Georgia, North Carolina, Virginia, and Washington, for instance, extend this 
requirement to local military installation commanders.  An invitation to comment on 
pending zoning and development applications via these notices should be acted on quickly 
by the military installation commander.  Failure to respond often is accepted as approval of 
a pending development action. 


Generally, at a lesser, more administrative level, the appointed local planning commission 
has the authority to approve subdivision plans or plats, use permits, and special site 
development plans so long as the approval is in accordance with the duly adopted and 
approved land use plan, official zoning map, and/or zoning ordinance.  Variances from the 
rule are permitted subject to review and approval by a separate zoning board of appeals.


5.  Zoning Board of Appeals:  The zoning board of appeals is a quasi-judicial body of 
appointed lay people who sit in judgment over applications requesting, for example, a 
variance from the strict interpretation of the local zoning ordinance or an appeal of an 
administrative decision or appeals to special use permits, where locally required.  The 
board is normally appointed by the chief elected official with the concurrence of the 
legislative body.  It has two primary functions:


•	 To grant variances from the otherwise strict application of the rules in cases of 
hardship.  (Normally a hardship cannot be self-imposed.)


•	 To hear appeals from interpretations of ordinances/laws in cases where, for 
example, the administrative official responsible for issuing permits may have 
denied or issued a permit in error.


The local zoning board of appeals is an important body in the administration of land 
use decisions .  It often is an avenue to appeal a decision of a planning commission or 
an administrative official.  It should not be overlooked as an opportunity to address 
decisions that may not be favorable to a military installation’s mission .  Before an appeal 
to a decision can be taken before the courts, the appellant must have exhausted all 
administrative remedies (i .e ., appeals to board of appeals, planning commission, or city/
county governing body) .    
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Figure II-1
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Strategy:  The local base command staff should seek to establish standing before a 
planning commission, local governing body, or board of appeals via the public hearing 
record (which may be either written or verbally presented by the military installation 
commander, designated military base planners, or general counsel) .  This standing will 
permit the military to not only provide official input to planning and zoning proceedings, 
but also establish itself as a party of record in the event of subsequent hearings or 
appeals to decisions made .


6.  City/County Engineer and Permit Office:  This is another important administrative 
function of local government.  Every jurisdiction has a professional engineer who serves 
as the city/county engineer, public works director, and so on.  The individual and related 
departmental staff oversees the basic field operations of local government, including streets 
and highways construction or repair, storm water drainage and management, solid waste 
management, public construction projects, water and sewerage facilities management, and 
so on.  It is a position and responsibility that may be closely associated with a local Corps 
of Engineers office or the base civil engineer.  The local public works director closely 
coordinates responsibilities with the local planning director to ensure that public works are 
coordinated and consistent with the comprehensive/general plan and developmental policies 
of the jurisdiction.


It is important for the local military base civil engineer to establish a working relationship 
with the local public works director.  The significance of this is the absolute necessity to 
interface on-base engineering and development projects with off-base public works projects.  
As DoD moves toward privatization of on-base functions, this need for coordination and 
cooperation becomes an imperative.
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The military is no different from any other neighboring property owner according to 
court decisions9 and Department of Defense Directives/Instructions .  Military installation 
commanders may participate in local government proceedings, provide testimony for 
the record, and attempt to influence the outcome without exposing the military service to 
challenge .  Part V will discuss the “do’s and don’ts” as to the protocols of engagement .


D .  Local Government and Land Use Matters
State law provides the framework for planning and zoning at the State and local 
governmental levels .  Therefore, when considering civilian encroachment issues a military 
installation commander or representative should be aware of the form of local government; 
how it operates; and the relevant state planning and zoning laws .  In most cases, this will 
define the powers and scope of local land use controls and the means by which a military 
installation commander may engage the process in a constructive way .  


1.  Local Governments and Delegated Police Powers to Regulate Land Use:  The 
authority of local government to undertake and enforce planning and zoning is derived 
from three sources: the State constitution, State enabling statutes, and/or county or 
municipal charter.  In most States, the authority is delegated through State enabling 
legislation and municipal charter.  Throughout the United States, virtually all incorporated 
local governments with home rule authority may conduct some form of community 
planning and zoning and regulate the use of land, building locations, and construction 
practices under the police powers to protect the public health, safety, and welfare.  


a.   The Police Powers:  Most local governments possess sufficient powers to manage 
growth.  Fundamental to the planning process are the “police powers” of a 
government to legislate and regulate, among other things, land use.  These powers 
are primarily reserved to the States,10 which, in turn, delegate this authority to local 
governments.11  


In 1924, the Department of Commerce proposed the Standard State Zoning 
Enabling Act12 as a model law for States to adopt.  It included an “invading 
offensive uses” concept as the basis for authorizing local governments, principally 
municipalities, to designate zoning districts in which only compatible uses are 
allowed and incompatible uses are excluded.  


In general, local governments may take action to prevent incompatible land uses 
from exposing people to nuisances or risky conditions.  This land use concept is 
based on the idea that incompatible land use could have a deleterious effect on 
the public health, safety, and welfare and pose an unacceptable nuisance for pre-
existing landowners.  


However, note should be taken regarding the status of “property rights” States and the 
impact of property rights legislation upon the land use regulatory process .  


Most local 
governments 
possess sufficient 
powers to 
manage growth







II-12


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


The law of property rights and government regulation is a complex area with considerable 
legal precedent.  Both local government and private entities need to be increasingly clear 
about their real needs and expectations when it comes to land use regulations.   Over the 
years courts have defined four situations where a “regulatory taking” may be found to have 
exceeded the local government police powers.  These are:


• Regulations that deny a landowner all “economically viable use of the land” (Lucas 
v . South Carolina Coastal Council, 505 U.S. 1003 (1992));


• When a property regulation places burdens on a landowner where there is no 
reasonable relationship (nexus) to the public general health, safety, and welfare of 
the community (Nolan v . California Coastal Commission, 483 U.S. 825 (1987));


• When a regulation forces a landowner to physically accommodate a non-
governmental institution on his/her property (Loretto v . Teleprompter Manhattan 
CATV Corporation, 458 U.S. 419 (1982)); and


• Where government regulation of land use is more intrusive and burdensome on 
a landowner.  For example, requiring a dedication of property rather than simply 
prohibiting certain types of land use (Dolan v . City of Tigard, 512 U.S. 374 (1992)).


  
DoD Air Installations Compatible Use Zones Program and the Local Planning 
Agency:13  DoD is actively involved in identifying noise generated from high-performance 
military aircraft and their operations.  The Navy, Marine Corps, and Air Force routinely 
share this information with local communities through the Air Installations Compatible Use 
Zones (AICUZ) program.  The Army has a complementary informational program called 
the Operational Noise Management Program (ONMP) oriented to noise generated from 
test and training ranges and may involve artillery and tracked or wheeled armor conducting 
maneuvers and field combat training.  These programs and the information provided 
are important to communities that conduct compatible land use planning near military 
installations.  These programs are discussed in detail in Parts IV and V.


Strategy:  When local planners develop local general plans or review development 
proposals — especially residential — it is important that the local planner be aware of 
the presence of a nearby active military installation, whether an air base or a ground 
training facilities .  It also is advisable to consult on a regular basis with the local base 
flight operators, range officers, or environmental planners to understand the nature 
of the military mission and the type of aircraft and flight tracks or military hardware 
deployed at an installation and obtain noise level contour data and accident potential 
maps .  


b.   Land Use Planning Is the Legal Basis for Zoning:  The U.S. Supreme Court 
has accorded local government constitutional validity when it comes to land use 
decision making.14   This validity is based on the notion that a duly adopted and 
approved comprehensive/general plan is long-range in perspective and will guide 
incremental public land use decisions in the name of protecting the public health and 
safety and promoting the general welfare.  
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Land is viewed as both a resource and a commodity — that is, as a public asset or a purely 
private good .  Public land use decisions can have economic, social, political, and even 
environmental consequences for not only the landowner but also the community exercising 
this authority; these consequences can extend beyond the community’s borders .  


c.   Private Land – A Commodity or Resource?  In many State and local 
governments, public officials are finding themselves at the center of a planning and 
regulatory predicament.  As land becomes scarce, regulatory systems become more 
complex and the potential for litigation, more likely.  However, it may be observed 
that local land use planning and zoning can be among the most effective ways to 
balance growth and development demands by promoting compatible land use, 
especially in the vicinity of military installations.


To be effective, local government leaders, military personnel, and other groups with an 
interest in the use and stewardship of the land near military installations need to know and 
understand the framework within which planning and land use regulations (such as zoning 
and subdivision regulations) operate .  


2.   Community Planning, Zoning, and Subdivision Regulations Are Tools:  These  tools 
of local government15 are designed to regulate the use of property in a fair and reasonable 
manner to protect the public health, safety, and welfare while ensuring property rights and 
promoting community economic development.  Through these tools, local government may 
manage the location, timing, density, and intensity of land use in the public interest. 


Part V addresses the tools that are considered valuable in achieving compatible land use 
near military installations while promoting the growing smarter movement for individual 
property owners and the general public welfare .


E .  The Local Comprehensive/General Plan  
1.  The Plan:  In the typical situation, a local planning commission adopts a local  
comprehensive general plan.  It then recommends the plan for approval by the local 
governing body.  Thus, an adopted plan does not have the force or effect of law, but a 
legislatively approved plan enacted by local ordinance does.  This comprehensive general 
plan represents the community’s guide to the physical, social, and economic development 
of the local jurisdiction or a designated sub-geographic area such as a neighborhood 
planning area, central business district, or a military influence planning district. 


It is important for a military installation commander or planner to be aware when a plan 
or subarea plan is under preparation.  When a designated planning area, be it for the 
entire jurisdiction or a subdistrict, becomes an official “planning policy area,” a sector or 
neighborhood plan covering a sector or neighborhood under that “planning policy area” 
will be prepared, updated, adopted, and approved as an amendment to the jurisdiction’s 
comprehensive/general plan. 


Strategy:  When a plan or subarea plan is under preparation, a military installation 
commander or representative has a right to participate in and influence the plan 
preparation and approval process just as any affected property owner would .
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Planning practitioners view a comprehensive/general plan as the policy statement of local 
government expressing the local government’s goals, objectives, policies, and strategies 
for the future.  In this context it serves as the legal basis for the subsequent application of 
zoning principles and practices; however, it does not take the place of existing zoning, nor 
does it compel, grant, or deny rezoning requests.  Such decisions are made by a separate 
legislative process conducted under procedural due process rules.  The plan is a public 
policy statement, developed through a process of careful study, public involvement, 
deliberation, and due process.  It is enacted as a legislative act of the local governing body 
and may have the force and effect of law.  


The comprehensive/general plan typically is based on consensus building among all 
participating interests .  It is goal oriented .  It can provide the framework and legal 
foundation for a host of public and private decisions such as capital investments and the 
location of urban development, public and private schools, libraries, streets, highways, 
public water and sewerage systems,  and other public services in support of planned 
community development .  


A comprehensive/general plan cannot set zoning or enforce building and subdivision code 
standards.  These are separate legislative, quasi-judicial, or administrative functions with 
their own requirements and protocols.  


 According to the American Planning Association (APA), 15 States require mandatory 
comprehensive plans at the local government level.  Twenty-five States mandate 
comprehensive planning, but only if the local governmental units first establish a planning 
commission .  This is a mix between legislative home rule (mandatory) and enabling 
legislation (optional) .16 For example, Arkansas mandates land use planning for cities but 
not counties .  Kentucky makes county plans optional and city plans mandatory . Each State 
has its own unique structure; a military installation commander or planner must understand 
the planning structure of the State and locality with which he or she is dealing to maximize 
the effectiveness of communications with local government officials.  (See Appendix 1.1.)


2.  State-Mandated Comprehensive Plan:  Mandatory comprehensive planning statutes 
usually specify the elements required to be contained in such plans.  Traditional elements 
include land use; transportation; housing; park, recreation, and open space; public facilities 
(schools, parks, and recreation), and water and sewerage conveyance and treatment systems.  
Some are quite elaborate and include implementation, fiscal impact, and urban design 
elements in both written and detailed geographic information systems (GIS) mapping or 
illustrative form.  


Others are general and primarily provide written policy direction, leaving much of the 
implementation and visioning up to interpreting authority such as the seated governing body 
or regulatory body.  Even where planning is not mandated, local governments often adopt 
and abide by the comprehensive/general plan as a matter of principle and practice.
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The relevancy of this discussion is not only to identify the conventional plan elements, but 
to recommend to local governments that they consider a new element that addresses the 
presence and significance of a military installation in a community, referred to in this Guide 
as a “Military Influence Planning District (MIPD) Element.” 


3.  Local Comprehensive Plan Elements:  There are seven elements typically found 
in comprehensive plans that have a bearing on the issue of encroachment:  statement of 
purpose, process, goals, and objectives; land use and zoning characteristics and patterns; 
housing; transportation; economic development; park, recreation, and open space; and 
public facilities and services.


a.   Statement of Purpose, Process, Goals, and Objectives:   Comprehensive 
planning is based on an open, publicly engaged process of consensus building 
that seeks balance among competing interests given limited resources.  It is 
purpose directed and goal oriented, setting measurable plateaus or objectives to be 
achieved over time (staging).  A flexible public participation process allows for and 
recognizes the need to adjust and to meet changing requirements of all segments 
of the community.  Decisions by a local legislative body can and often will change 
public policy and the direction of a community’s growth and development.


Figure II-2
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Ever-changing images of the future give credence to the planning process .  A vision of the 
future is only as good as when it was formulated .  It is based on environmental awareness, 
knowledge, and consensus among stakeholders before it is translated into a statement of 
goals, objectives, policies, and standards that can be assembled, coordinated, and forged 
into an action plan to achieve both short- and long-term objectives . 
 


b.   Land Use and Zoning Elements:  Ever since the publication of the Standard City 
Planning Enabling Act of 1928, governmental land use and zoning elements have 
been the mainstay of the comprehensive plan.  These elements examine existing 
land use patterns and assign corresponding zoning districts to classify the land use 
in generic residential, industrial, commercial, business, agricultural, and open space.  
They are the basis for the analysis of existing conditions and issues.  


Today, these basic use categories have been further expanded both in number and 
in type by including elements of urban design and architecture; building bulk, 
density, and height characteristics; and signing and landscaping requirements, 
thus categorizing new land uses to reflect urban, suburban, exurban, and rural 
environments and values.


In 1965, the Standard Land Use Coding Manual (SLUCM)17 provided a universal 
land use coding system (not a classification system) that is in use today.  The APA, 
in cooperation with Federal agencies, has developed a Land-Based Classification 
System (LBCS)18 to replace the SLUCM.  It will take time to convert existing 
SLUCM classifications to the new LBCS.


Appendix 13 provides a sample of the Land Use Compatibility Zoning Code 
developed by the FAA based on SLUCM.19 


c.   Housing Element:  This plan policy element is concerned with achieving a balanced 
and affordable housing supply responsive to all income levels and needs.   


The housing element also is closely tied to Federal housing assistance programs 
such as the Department of Housing and Urban Development (HUD) Community 
Development Block Grant Program (CDBG) and the Housing Assistance Plan 
(HAP); and Department of Agriculture’s (USDA) Rural Development Program.  
These Federal programs strive to support low and moderate-income community 
housing assistance programs in recognition of a need to provide a balanced mix of 
housing opportunities, types, and affordability for all residents.  


d.   Transportation Element: This plan policy element identifies existing and proposed 
area-wide transportation systems management and improvement needs and 
programs to support the movement of goods and people, including the alignment 
of public streets and highways, transit-ways, bikeways, and so forth to achieve 
a balanced multimodal system of transportation and, in the process, improve air 
quality.  
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The multimodal transportation systems element of the plan involves coordinating 
all transportation components noted above to achieve a balanced, affordable, and 
complementing transportation system.  


The placement or alignment of transportation systems rights-of-way can determine 
the location, mix, timing, and density of urban growth and development.  As such, 
it is an important tool in influencing land use decisions and in dealing with civilian 
encroachment.


e.   Economic Development Element:  Fundamentally, this is an economic base 
and market analysis conducted by a jurisdiction to determine market strengths, 
weakness, opportunities, and threats (SWOT).  It deals with the lifeblood of the 
community — how the community is to grow, develop, prosper, and expand 
its economic base and provide jobs, housing, and business opportunities for its 
residents.  All are important to the community’s economic well-being and are 
fundamental elements of the community’s overall comprehensive/general plan.  


The economic development element of a general plan focuses on economic base analysis .  
Normally included are an assessment of market conditions, industrial and commercial 
redevelopment opportunities, targeted industry identification, and land banking of 
important parcels for future growth and development once public services are provided .


The objective is to leverage the most appropriate linkages that can create the 
synergism needed to make a local economy grow and prosper. It represents a 
forging of partnerships between the public and private sectors to create opportunity 
for healthy economic growth.  In addition, it is a balancing act between land, its 
use, and supply and demand.  The intention is to maximize both direct and indirect 
economic benefits.  


This is an important element of the community’s comprehensive plan that 
contributes to balancing the locality’s overall goals, objectives, and growth policies.


f. Park, Recreation, and Open Space (PROS) Element:  No plan would be 
complete without this element.  It ties together the physical features to make a 
community of balanced, identifiable neighborhoods.  It provides viable green 
amenities, passive and active recreation, and the tranquility of interconnected open 
spaces to relieve the monotony of urbanization.


The PROS element of the comprehensive/general plan is a very strong land use tool 
to prevent incompatible development and encroachment upon the operations of a 
military installation.  PROS can provide the buffer and transitional land use area 
between an active military base and neighboring residential land use.  It can provide 
support for agricultural preservation and open space conservation, protecting 
critical habitat and endangered species.  Fort Bragg, North Carolina, and Naval Air 
Station Pensacola, Florida, are case studies presented in Part V as to the importance 
of land conservation for the overall public good.
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g. Public Facilities and Services Element:  Supporting comprehensive planning and 
economic development are the publicly funded services such as utilities, water and 
sewer service, streets and highways, public parks and recreation areas, public safety 
(police, fire, emergency, and health services), education, solid waste management, 
and the like.  


Also known as the capital improvements or the public facilities and services 
element of the comprehensive/general plan, the local capital improvements program 
(CIP) represents a coordinated plan of public investment in community growth, 
development, and the future.  


As a community invests through its CIP, it is making long-term financial 
commitments based on its full faith and credit.  The public CIP investment strategy 
by necessity is closely tied to the elements of the comprehensive/general plan so that 
the timing of the public’s investments can be coordinated with community planning 
goals and short-term objectives, and is responsive to immediate community needs.


The CIP element, therefore, is an important factor in considering overall community 
and economic development investment strategies that may or may not contribute to 
civilian encroachment or the sustainability of a local military installation.  


 Zoning and land use decisions can play a defining fiscal role in how government allocates 
limited public resources to influence and direct the timing and location of growth within 
fiscal, planning, and political constraints.   


The CIP can influence the timing, intensity, direction, and nature of growth and 
development.  It is directly tied to the dynamics of a community’s development 
philosophy.  Oftentimes it is made without consideration of the presence of a nearby 
military installation or other related economic development engines that could be 
impacted by the spread of uncoordinated and incompatible growth and development.  
In this sense, it is a development-staging tool.


h. Other Comprehensive Planning Elements:  Although not required by some States, 
a myriad of other community issues may be addressed in comprehensive/general 
plans, such as areas of critical concern that are important to the sustainability of a 
local community.  


For example, several States have embraced the concept of “Areas of Critical State 
Concern or Interest.”  (See Parts III & V)  The concept is based on identifying 
significant and important assets to a regional and local government (e.g., agriculture 
and conservation values; environmentally sensitive areas and resources; flood 
plains; aquifer recharge areas; unique natural resources, geological formations, 
and vistas; water bodies and coastal zones).  In addition, it may serve as the basis 
for formulating special strategies to protect and to enhance quality of life.  When 
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special areas or features are designated by the local jurisdiction and embedded in 
a comprehensive/general plan and/or statewide growth management policy, they 
become effective planning tools for a local government’s sustainable growth.


1)   Areas of Critical State (and Local Government) Concern:  Several States 
have existing statutory language focused on geographic areas that may be of 
significance to the jurisdiction and of statewide importance (see Appendix 1.2).   


Some States have enacted statutes to protect people from natural hazards and 
disasters; to preserve endangered or threatened species habitats; to maintain air, 
land, and water quality; historic or culturally significant artifacts; and scenic 
views and vistas.  Special-area protections of select State assets and resources 
are matters of public policy in States such as California, Florida, Maryland, 
Washington, and others.  (This is discussed in detail in Part V.)  


The comprehensive planning process is the ideal vehicle to identify and set 
aside special use areas that are of special interest to a local or State government.  
A military installation may fall into this category as an area of critical state/
local concern.


2)   Growth Policy Element:  A typical growth policy element of a comprehensive 
plan attempts to define, under a single set of guiding principles and policies, 
linkages between the type of development desired by a community and the 
timing or staging of that development.  It normally does not deal with the total 
amount, type, or mix of development under build-out conditions.  These are 
issues normally reserved to the land use and economic development elements of 
the plan.


The growth policy element of the plan ties the staging (timing) of public facilities and 
public capital investment strategies to a plan’s land use, housing, transportation, and 
economic development elements .  The reasoning is that all elements must work in harmony 
to support a comprehensive growth policy and management strategy intended to achieve a 
balance in the timing (staging) and location of development based on the short- and long-
term ability of local government to adequately support and sustain its fiscal obligations.  


3)   Military Influence Planning District (MIPD) Element: A new concept, 
presented for the first time in this Guide, explores the idea of local government 
recognizing the importance of the military presence in the community and 
establishing through the local planning process an MIPD element.  An MIPD 
element is no different from transportation, housing, land use, or other typical 
elements of a comprehensive/general plan.  It is recognition by the local 
jurisdiction responsible for conducting comprehensive community planning that 
the presence of a military installation is significant to the community and the 
region.  
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The designation of an MIPD, or similarly named element or sub-planning area, takes on 
special meaning to a local government .  The local planning commission and governing body 
may legislatively prepare and adopt a land use compatibility plan .  It becomes an element of 
the comprehensive/general plan based on information provided by the military services and 
a desire to protect the public health, safety, and welfare in an official designated geographic 
area .20 This designation would set the legislative framework, authority, and justification for 
the comprehensive plan and its goal to achieve compatible transitional land use between a 
military installation and the community, if that were the desired outcome .  


In summary, the local comprehensive plan is the first strategy used to balance land use 
activity and community development goals.  It represents the official public policy of local 
government and a statement about the future growth and development intentions that a local 
government may invest in and support.  As such, it sets the public framework and legislative 
agenda for other local development codes that subsequently are enacted and enforced by 
local government (i.e., zoning, subdivision, and building codes).


F .  The Local Zoning Ordinance  
The zoning ordinance is a land use classification system that specifies the use, type, bulk, 
height, density, and location of buildings or structures on a given parcel of land.  It can 
establish the required front, side, and rear-yard setbacks from neighboring properties; 
off-street parking requirements to respond to land use intensity; and other urban design 
standards and amenities as prerequisites to obtaining a building permit.  The objective 
is to ensure that residential, commercial, industrial, agricultural, and conservation areas 
are protected and buffered from incompatible development and one another so they may 
prosper as viable components of the local community’s economy. 


Zoning is the division of a governmental entity’s corporate landscape, be it municipal, 
township, or county, into distinct geographically defined “like-use” district(s), the purpose 
of which is to regulate the planned and/or intended use of property to protect the public 
health, safety, and welfare; protect property values; prevent nuisance; and conform to the 
local comprehensive/general plan .  


In the process of original zoning and rezoning of property the burden of proof is based on an 
applicant’s presentation of pertinent facts, conformance with the plan, and demonstration of 
changing conditions as justification for a zoning reclassification (rezoning). 


Planning and zoning decisions do not depend solely upon the recommendations of the 
comprehensive plan.  While it is considered an important guide in decision making, other 
factors and circumstances may have occurred since adoption of the plan that will be taken 
into account by the governing deciding body. 


The local zoning ordinance is an important tool in encroachment prevention and 
complements the comprehensive/general plan .  Missing from most comprehensive plans and 
zoning ordinances is the recognition of the presence of a military installation and its status 
as a major public facility, contributor to the local economy, and employer (see Part V) . 
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Following the introduction of the Standard State Zoning Enabling Act,21 its acceptance 
by local governments (New York City being the first), and its successful defense before 
the United States Supreme Court,22 zoning has become the principle means by which 
a community comprehensive plan is implemented, property values are stabilized, and 
nuisances limited.  


Over time, zoning has evolved in response to contemporary values while the basic 
principles have remained.  In most cases, following the adoption and approval of a 
comprehensive or sector plan, a local planning commission will file a “comprehensive 
amendment” to either the official zoning ordinance text or the official adopted zoning 
map so that zoning may be placed in sync with the recommendations of the adopted and 
approved comprehensive/general plan.  


Consistency:  The idea that the zoning ordinance and map should conform to or be 
consistent with an independently adopted comprehensive/general plan is generally accepted 
doctrine in the planning profession.  From this, it follows that land use decisions should 
be rational and deliberative, based on a thorough, well-thought-out comprehensive/general 
planning process.  


The civil courts are more likely to uphold land use decisions under the principle of 
“legislative wisdom” than affirm a challenge on grounds of regulatory taking or inverse 
condemnation .  However, the process used to arrive at an informed decision must be based 
on: 


 a) A duly adopted and approved comprehensive plan; 


 b) An established public hearing record; 


 c) Extended opportunity for all parties to participate in and provide  
  testimony or the record; and,


 d) A careful and deliberative policy and decision-making process  
  based on findings of fact and conclusions of law.


To illustrate, the Maryland court, in Norbeck Village Joint Venture v . Montgomery County 
Council 23 held that a comprehensive downzoning based on the county’s plan did not 
constitute a taking.  The downzoning, the court reasoned, was based on a comprehensive 
legislative planning policy that fairly distributed the benefits and burdens of land use 
regulations.


Part V expands on the role of the local zoning ordinance and the adopted official zoning 
map as principal tools in promoting compatible land use near military installations.  A local 
adopted plan that seeks to tighten zoning regulations in a comprehensive manner will most 
likely receive deferential and favorable judicial review.  However, downzoning of a single 
tract of land can and will receive closer judicial review as “spot zoning.”
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A military installation commander or planner should be aware of this distinction between 
the plan, which sets the policy framework for zoning decisions, but does not compel nor 
automatically grant zoning, and zoning which is a separate legislative process .  Zoning 
is implemented in close accordance with the comprehensive/general plan, but does not 
invariably follow it .  For example, in California there is a consistency requirement that 
stipulates an amendment to the plan before a piecemeal rezoning application by an 
individual property owner can be considered .  In other States, the plan may not be as 
influential or determinative.


G.  The Adopted Official Zoning Map
Separate and distinct from the zoning ordinance is the adopted official zoning map of a 
jurisdiction.  The adopted official zoning map is enacted under a legislative process that 
is separate from the comprehensive/general plan or the zoning ordinance.  It identifies 
in physical space (parcel specific map) the zoning classifications assigned to a specific 
property by a local governing body having zoning authority.  It is a semipermanent 
assignment of a zoning classification to private property.  It identifies from the local 
government’s perspective the highest and best use for the property based on a community-
adopted and approved comprehensive/general plan. 


Zoning map boundaries typically follow property lines, centerlines of rights-of-way, and 
natural ridges and streams, and rarely divide a single property into two or more zones.  A 
zoning designation may not easily be changed.  The process of change can be rigorous. 


A change in a zoning district shown on the official zoning map may be accomplished in two 
ways:  (1) through a piecemeal zoning map amendment sought by the owner or contract 
purchaser of a particular property, as the owner’s agent; or (2) through a comprehensive 
zoning map amendment involving many properties at the same time.  It may involve 
an entire planning area/district.  A comprehensive zoning map amendment may only be 
initiated by a local planning commission or by the local legislative body having zoning 
jurisdiction.


1.  Parcel Specific Zoning Map Amendment:  Application for a parcel-specific zoning 
map amendment is filed by the owner of record or a duly designated representative of the 
owner, in accordance with criteria and procedures specified in the local zoning code.  A 
parcel-specific zoning map amendment (or Euclidian24 zoning change) covers a single 
property.  When the local planning commission and legislative body consider, in turn, 
a specific change in a zoning classification, oftentimes the request is weighed against a 
number of factors including the following: 


•	 The land use recommendation contained in the adopted and approved  
local comprehensive/general plan and other relevant public policy  
statements and precedents;


•	 The changing conditions associated with the subject property;


•	 The potential for nuisance and impact on adjacent properties (i.e., traffic  
and public utility impacts that could be generated from the proposed  
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rezoning affecting a community’s ability to physically and financially  
support the proposal); and


•	 The potential for environmental degradation (air, land, or water).


Fundamental to all parcel-specific zoning map amendments is the requirement for 
public hearing, the taking of testimony, cross-examination of witness before a planning 
commission and/or zoning hearing examiner who formulates the initial recommendation to 
the final deciding governing body, and then before the governing body itself.  


In some States, in order to change a parcel-specific zoning map, it may be necessary to 
amend the comprehensive plan .  In others, it may not .  The reader should consult relevant 
State statutory requirements before engaging in local land use planning and zoning 
matters .    


In some jurisdictions, the local governing body relies on a “hearing examiner” to take the 
testimony of record and formulate a recommendation to the final decision-making body 
(city/county council or board of county commissioners).  In either event, the planning 
commission is always involved and its recommendations are considered by the zoning 
authority.


Parcel-specific zoning map amendments are one factor contributing to urban sprawl.  
They are not a leading factor.  They are secondary to investment decisions in capital 
improvements by Federal, State, and local governments that can constitute a change in 
condition or a change in the character of a neighborhood, justifying piecemeal rezoning.


The parcel-specific zoning map amendment is not a constructive tool in an encroachment 
prevention strategy .  To the contrary, it can stimulate piecemeal growth and development 
that may be incongruent with a military installation’s missions and the community’s 
comprehensive/general plan .  In its most obvious form it could be like granting an 
individual zoning request to build a hotel, child care center, or private school in an aircraft 
Accident Potential Zone or in a high noise area (greater than 65 decibels (dB) day-night 
sound level (DNL/Ldn), regardless of the source of danger or nuisance .  


Strategy:  The military installation commander and planner must be sure to review 
piecemeal rezoning applications that could  affect a military installation’s  mission 
and be prepared to present to the planning commission and final deciding body their 
comments and recommendations on the proposed rezoning .


2.  Comprehensive Zoning Map Amendment: As the term implies, a comprehensive 
zoning map amendment is based on an inclusive approach that applies different zoning 
classification to an area of multiple properties or a subarea of multiple properties based on a 
local government’s comprehensive plan.  It is a legislative and procedural function of local 
government intended to implement public policy embodied in the comprehensive plan.  
Approval is by a simple majority vote of the seated legislative body and does not require 
the multiple findings of fact or conclusions of law normally applicable to a parcel-specific 
zoning map amendment, where changing conditions can justify a parcel-specific rezoning.
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A planning commission or local governing body with zoning authority files a 
comprehensive zoning map amendment.  Normally, it is triggered by and based on the 
recommendations contained in a pending or an adopted and approved comprehensive plan.  


Strategy:  The comprehensive zoning map amendment is a powerful tool in 
encroachment prevention, especially if it is backed by a carefully deliberated 
planning study, such as a comprehensive/general plan, a public facilities analysis, or 
a compatible land use plan/study (JLUS) or similar designated sub-planning area, 
such as an MIPD analysis conducted by the local governing body .  It must include 
the requirement for one or more duly advertised and conducted public hearings with 
opportunity for all interested or affected parties to appear and provide input to the 
deciding body .


Sometimes, a comprehensive/general plan amendment will recommend a downzoning 
of property to a lesser density or intensity of land use.  This often is challenged by local 
property interests as a regulatory taking.  However, recent court rulings have favored 
downzoning as long as it is based on a well-thought-out and publicly deliberated 
comprehensive plan. 25 


Generally, downzoning is recognized as a way local governments may address the problem 
of overzoned property.  Overzoned areas may be incompatible with the goals, objectives, 
and policies of the adopted and approved comprehensive/general plan.  They may outstrip 
the capability and capacity, planned or otherwise, of the local government to support.


Part V discusses in detail the comprehensive zoning map amendment as a sprawl and 
encroachment prevention tool.  If properly implemented a comprehensive rezoning map 
amendment can result in either “legal downzoning” or “upzoning,” as the case may be.  


Zoning does not establish a vested interest in property.  It identifies the land uses permitted 
by right, the density and intensity of such use, and the development standards that may 
be ascribed to property by local government fiat.  It is a semipermanent application of the 
policy powers in the interest of protecting the public health, safety, and welfare.  It may 
be changed to a higher or lower density or use depending on the circumstances, changing 
conditions, and a determination by the local legislative body through a comprehensive/
general planning process.


Comprehensive zoning in the context of a comprehensive/general plan, sector plan, or 
special area plan is an important tool in establishing compatible land use near a military 
installation .  The local military installation commander or planner should be aware of and 
participate actively in any public process involving an amendment to a local government’s 
comprehensive/general plan, zoning ordinance text, or zoning map amendment, whether it 
is parcel specific or comprehensive, to determine the impact, if any, on the mission of the 
installation .    
 
3.  Conditional or Special Zoning Use Permits:  In some jurisdictions, a “special zoning 
use permit” may be required as a condition for issuance of a building permit.  This is a 
way of triggering a more site-specific plan review of a development proposal.  Under this 
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system, special zoning use permits provide an opportunity for a planning commission 
to review in detail the specifics of a development proposal before authorizing a building 
permit.  This helps local government in making informed decisions regarding the 
compatibility of a proposed land use(s) given the zoning classification, character of the 
area, and special circumstances, such as required parking spaces, screening, and buffering.


4.  Special Exceptions:  Virtually all local zoning ordinances identify some uses as a 
special exception to the rigid application of standards specified in the zoning ordinance for 
a given zoning classification.  A special exception is a use allowed in a given zone subject 
to additional review and imposition of standards by the planning commission as called for 
by the zoning ordinance.  


5.  Variances:  A zoning board of appeals may hear and grant variances to the strict 
application of zoning standards (e.g., side yard setback and building height).  The zoning 
ordinance can specify the basis for a variance.  Variances are normally based on statutory 
or common law and unusual circumstances or hardship.  However, the hardship may not be 
self-inflicted.   


H .  Beyond Zoning
Today, zoning regulations are a commonly accepted form of land use control.  However, 
they are not the only legal method by which local government can exercise land use 
stewardship under the police powers.  


Other land use regulatory tools available include subdivision regulations, building height 
and setback requirements, and building codes/regulations.  There are traffic codes, 
minimum housing and sanitary codes, on and off-street parking regulations, and public 
capital investment strategies CIP, etc.  


These tools, if properly applied in accordance with a comprehensive/general plan, can 
influence and regulate land use decisions at all levels.  All flow from a public policy 
framework adopted and implemented by local government.  Part V explores these land use 
regulations and their linkage to the comprehensive/general plan and the zoning ordinance.


The local government’s CIP is an important fiscal and planning document.  Public 
decisions are made that can and will affect the financing, timing, and location of growth 
based on street widening and improvements, school construction, water and sewer 
extensions, and other public works-type projects that support growth and economic 
development .  


The local military installation commander and planner should pay close attention to the 
annual CIP decisions of local government as they may affect short- and longer- term plans 
and programs of the military installation .  A CIP can be a clear signal as to the intentions 
of local government to promote, control, or direct growth and development in specific 
areas .


The local 
government’s 
CIP is an 
important fiscal 
and planning 
document


Zoning does 
not establish a 
vested interest in 
property







II-26


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Parts III and IV examine the roles of States and the Federal Government relative to land use 
planning and decision making.  Part V takes the local planning principles and practices and 
identifies a menu of relevant planning tools and protocols that could materially contribute 
to securing compatible land use near military installations and ranges.  Their application is 
based on the goals and objectives of the governing body and policy directions provided by 
an adopted and approved comprehensive/general plan.


Strategy:  It is up to the military installation commander and planner to identify those 
tools that are most appropriate given the circumstances .  In all cases, it is advisable 
to research state enabling legislation and the local codes and ordinances to ascertain 
which of the applicable planning tools and techniques are available, and to apply them 
judiciously .  Most important is to seek out the local community planning director or 
chief planner to identify the likelihood of encroachment that may compromise the utility 
of a military installation’s mission .
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ENDNOTES


1  Ex parte communications take place when one party to an issue pending before a decision-making 
body communicates with a decision maker concerning the pending issue.   A decision made after an ex 
parte communication may not be sustainable.


2  Ellis Katz, Local Self-Government in the United States, Issues of Democracy (Apr. 1999), available at 
http://usinfo.state.gov/journals/itdhr/0499/ijde/katz.htm.


3  Municipal Research Center of Washington State, Bureau of Governmental Research at the University 
of Washington, available at http://www.mrsc.org/Subjects/Governance/locgov12.aspx.
 


4  Id .


5  Id.


6  The Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission in Montgomery and Prince George’s 
Counties, Maryland; The Regional Planning Commission for the cities of Indianapolis and the city of 
Lawrence, and Marian County, Indiana, are examples of special districts or consolidated governmental 
units with specific delegated powers over planning and zoning matters.  In many States, such as Alabama, 
Florida, Missouri, and Tennessee, there are regional planning commissions consisting of multiple 
counties with powers to plan, but no powers to exercise zoning authority.


7  Escambia County, Florida, Joint Land Use Study, Sept., 2003.  A sub-geographic area plan often is 
referred to as a “Sector Plan,” “Neighborhood Plan,” Central Business District Plan,” “Park, Recreation, 
and Open Space Plan,” and the like.  Escambia County, Florida, adopted a land use compatibility plan 
around Naval Air Station Pensacola and designated the planning area as an “Airfield Influence Planning 
District.”  (See Part V.)


8  “Standing” is a legal term that denotes the ability to bring a challenge, a lawsuit, or an appeal.


9  De-Tom Enters, Inc . v . United States, 552 F.2d 337 (1977).  Blue v . United States, 21 Cl. Ct. 359 
(1990).


10  U.S. Constitution, Amendment X.


11  The constitutionality of this delegation as related to planning and zoning authority was resolved in 
1926 with the decision in Village of Euclid v . Ambler Realty Co ., 272 U.S. 365 (1926), available at  
http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?navby=case&court=us&vol=272&page=365.


12  A description of the Standard State Zoning Enabling Act, available at http://www.planning.org/
growingsmart/enablingacts.htm.


13  32 C.F.R. § 256.1(a), available at http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_04/32cfr256_04.html; 
DoD Instruction (DoDI) 4165.57, available at http://www.dtic.mil/whs/directives/corres/html/416557.
htm.


14  Village of Euclid v . Ambler Realty Co ., 272 U .S . 365, available at http://www.abanet.org/rppt/cmtes/
rp/c1/cases/Village_of_Euclid_v._Ambler_Realty_Co.pdf.
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15  The term  “local government” includes municipalities, cities, towns, villages, boroughs, counties, 
regional government, council of governments, planning commissions, and other instrumentalities of State 
or local government that have delegated planning and zoning authority.  


16  All States have planning and zoning enabling legislation.  Home rule or legislative home rule takes 
precedence over State enabling legislation.


17  U.S. Dept. of Commerce, The 1965 Standard Land Use Coding Manual (Jan. 1965), available at http://
www.planning.org/LBCS/OtherStandards/SLUCM.html.


18  American Planning Association, Land-Based Classification Standards, available at http://www.
planning.org/lbcs.


19  Fed. Aviation Admin., U.S. Dep’t of Transp., A Model Zoning Ordinance to Limit the Height of 
Objects Around Airports, AC 150/5190-4A (Dec. 14, 1987), available at http://www.faa.gov/arp/
pdf/5190-4a.pdf.


20  The Department of Defense manages through the Office of Economic Development a Joint Land Use 
Study (JLUS) program that funds compatibility plans of local governments where there is, or there is the 
likelihood that, civilian encroachment could impact on the utility of a military installation.  See 10 U.S.C. 
§ 2391 .


21  Standard State Zoning Enabling Act,  supra note 12


22  Village of Euclid v . Ambler Realty Co ., 272 U .S . 365.


23  254 A.2d 700 (1969).


24  Euclidean zoning refers to the original Supreme Count decision justifying zoning of property as a 
legitimate exercise of the police powers.  Village of Euclid v . Ambler Realty Co ., 272 U.S. 365 (1926).


25 For further information on downzoning, see Jesse J. Richardson, Jr., Downzoning, Fairness, and 
FarmLand Protection, 19 J. Land Use 59–90 (Fall 2003).  Cases on downzoning include In Re: Appeal 
of Realen Valley Forge Greenes Associates, 838 A.2d 718 (Pa. 2003) , available at http://law.wustl.edu/
landuselaw/downzoning.htm; Lea Turner et al . v . Supervisors of Prince William County, No. 010580 (Cir. 
Ct. Prince William Cty Mar. 1, 2002), available at http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?court=
va&vol=1010580&invol=1; Gazza v . N .Y .S . Dep’t of Environmental Conservation, 679 N.E.2d 1035 (N.Y. 
1997) ; Basile v . Town of Southampton, 678 N.E.2d 489 (N.Y. 1997); Matter of Anello v . Bd . of Zoning 
Appeals, 678 N.Y. 2d 870 (N.Y. 1997).  For a bibliography, see the Web site for Washington University 
School of Law, St. Louis, Missouri, available at http://law.wustl.edu/landuselaw/cases.html



http://www.planning.org/LBCS/OtherStandards/SLUCM.html

http://www.planning.org/LBCS/OtherStandards/SLUCM.html

http://www.planning.org/lbcs

http://www.planning.org/lbcs

http://www.faa.gov/arp/pdf/5190-4a.pdf

http://www.faa.gov/arp/pdf/5190-4a.pdf

http://law.wustl.edu/landuselaw/downzoning.htm

http://law.wustl.edu/landuselaw/downzoning.htm

http://law.wustl.edu/landuselaw/downzoning.htm

http://law.wustl.edu/landuselaw/downzoning.htm

http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?court=va&vol=1010580&invol=1

http://caselaw.lp.findlaw.com/scripts/getcase.pl?court=va&vol=1010580&invol=1

http://law.wustl.edu/landuselaw/cases.html





III-1


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


PART III


The Role of States in Community Land 
Use Planning and Encroachment 
Prevention


“The powers not delegated to the United States by the 


Constitution, nor prohibited by it to the States, are reserved  


to the States, respectively, or to the people .”


     U.S. Constitution, 10th Amendment
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INTRODUCTION


Part III explores the role of State governments in community land use planning and the 
issues of civilian encroachment and its impact on active military installations.  It begins 
with a general discussion of State growth management legislation, illustrating that State 
governments have become more involved in managing land use, traditionally the province 
of local governments, especially where unmanaged regional development has led to sprawl.  
It then proceeds to present case studies of specific state policies aimed at preventing or 
mitigating the impacts of encroachment on military base operations. 


States have two fundamental roles relative to planning:  (1) enabling or requiring local 
governments to take action by statute; and (2) setting statewide policy.  State governments 
may choose to establish overarching policies regarding the presence of the military within 
the State.  For example, States such as Arizona, California, Florida, Georgia, Oklahoma, 
South Carolina, Virginia, and Washington are among the leading States in the passage of 
laws dealing with military installations and civilian encroachment.  


A .  State Planning Authority
All States possess some form of planning and zoning enabling statutes.  However, the 
statutes are not uniform in their construction or delegation of local planning and zoning 
authority.  In some States, this delegation is mandatory (15 States).  In others, it is optional 
(10 States).  In still others, a State may conditionally mandate planning if there is a 
functioning planning commission (25 States).1  (See Appendix 1.1.)  This becomes more 
complex when “property rights” States are considered in the equation.  


There are a number of “property rights” States that must be taken into consideration when 
formulating and applying land use compatibility regulatory tools identified in this Practical 
Guide.  The reader should be mindful of the potential limitations and seek legal counsel 
prior to engaging the compatible land use planning process and accompanying land use 
regulations designed to prevent incompatible development near military installations . 


As background, in 1922, the Supreme Court held that “the general rule is that property 
may be regulated to a certain extent, if regulation goes too far, it will be recognized as a 
‘taking’” (Pennsylvania Coal Co . v . Mahon, 260 U .S . 393, 413, 415) .  Almost every State 
has considered property rights legislation intended to limit government regulation of land 
use.  Therefore the reader is cautioned to examine the nature of “property rights” statutes 
that may exist in a particular State and respond accordingly.  States such as Arizona, 
Florida, Mississippi, and Missouri have property rights legislation on the books that 
require careful and deliberative approaches to the application of local government land use 
regulations.  


This underscores the importance of a local jurisdiction with planning and zoning authority 
to undertake careful, deliberative, and inclusive comprehensive/general plan process so 
as to establish the community’s land use goals, objectives, and policies in support of the 
judicious application of land use regulations in the interest of protecting the public health, 
safety, and welfare.  This point cannot be overemphasized.


All states possess 
some form of 
planning and 
zoning enabling 
statutes
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The laws of property rights and government regulation are difficult to grasp, and 
complicated by legal arguments on both sides.  There is a considerable body of legal 
precedent to support this.  States that have enacted property rights statutes have nevertheless 
been able to balance a person’s rights to property and the military’s need to function.  This 
careful balancing has been embedded in the local planning process and is intended to 
reach a mutual accord through arbitration, as in the case of Florida.2 Where States have the 
authority to move forward with encroachment prevention statutes, they have been effective.


Home Rule States and Delegation:  The authority of local government to undertake 
and enforce planning and zoning is derived from three sources:  the State constitution, 
State enabling statutes, and/or city or county municipal charter under home rule authority 
extended to it by the State.  The delegation and extent of authority can be either broad 
or narrowly defined, depending on the State.  In a few States, there are exceptions to this 
general observation.  These States often are referred to as “Dillon’s Rule” States.3  In these 
States, specific authority not conferred upon a local jurisdiction is reserved to the State 
legislature.  In still other States that are not “Dillon’s Rule” States, this rule often is used to 
interpret the powers granted to local governments under home rule.4


Where military installations are experiencing pressures from civilian encroachment, the 
local city or county governments may not possess the full authority or the planning tools 
necessary to address proactively the issue of civilian encroachment .  


Strategy:  (Once recognized as a local issue), the local government leaders may have 
no redress other than to petition the State legislature for “specific” authority not 
generally extended to other local jurisdictions in the State .  


B .  State Planning Law 
An important aspect of State planning law is that it delegates to local governments the 
responsibility to conduct land use planning as a grassroots exercise in local governance.  
In the 1970s, however, State governments began to exercise greater control over growth 
management and environmental issues at the State and local levels.5  Some have recognized 
and gone beyond enabling legislation to establish State policies focused on the question of 
urban sprawl, managing regional growth, and developments of critical State concern.  


“In many cases, sprawl happens because of a lack of political will on the part of local 
elected officials to oppose it.”6


1.  The Urban Growth Management Movement of the 1990s: 7  Smart growth and 
“Green” initiatives of the last 20 years have grown from State growth management 
programs that recognized the link between State goals and local land use plans.  Typically, 
there are four elements:8


•	 Enactment of state legislation creating the program
•	 Preparation of local government comprehensive/general plans
•	 State review of local plans
•	 State incentives and disincentives to encourage local compliance


Where States 
have the 
authority 
to move 
forward with 
encroachment 
prevention 
statutes, they 
have been 
effective
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The following are examples of States that have initiated smart growth initiatives:9


 Arizona’s Growing Smarter Act of 199810 clarifies and strengthens planning elements 
of county and municipal general plans by adding four new elements:  open space, growth 
areas, environmental planning, and cost of development.  In 2000, the legislature passed 
“Growing Smarter Plus” to further enhance land use planning statutes in Arizona.  Some 
of the requirements called for voter approval of general plans at least every 10 years, 
including water resources elements.  Another highlight requires mandatory rezoning in 
conformance with a comprehensive/general plan. 


 Georgia’s Coordinated Planning Act of 198911 requires all cities and counties to 
adopt and implement a comprehensive plan if they wish to be eligible for State economic 
development funds or to enact impact fees.  The legislation also creates regional 
development centers to mediate disputes among local governments and to provide 
technical assistance for local planning efforts.  Under the legislation, the Georgia Office of 
Community Affairs is designated the lead agency. 


 Maryland’s Smart Growth Areas Act of 199712 focuses on attacking suburban sprawl.  
It follows on the Economic Growth, Resource Protection, and Planning Act of 1992 that 
emphasized concentrated development in “suitable” areas and the protection of sensitive 
and resource areas by directing rural growth to existing population centers.


A key mechanism of the Maryland Smart Growth initiative was the management of 
growth targets and the funding for assets such as highways, sewer and water construction, 
economic development assistance, and State office facilities in Priority Funding Areas 
(PFAs).13


The 1997 act provides a geographic focus for the State’s investment in growth-related 
infrastructure and was instrumental in the State’s refusal to expend funds to support 
suburban sprawl.  However, this was only one component of a series of State intervention 
actions.  In 1974, the State adopted an intervention policy whereby the Maryland 
Department of Planning may participate in any local, State, or land use proceedings to 
inform local decision makers of the State’s views on such matters and to act consistent with 
the general welfare of the State and its residents. 


 Washington’s Growth Management Program (1995 Growth Management Act)14 specified 
three aims:  (a) to guide local governments in preparing and implementing comprehensive 
plans; (b) to integrate environmental regulation with growth management; and (c) to pursue 
regional coordination and regional planning.  In addition, a number of policy goals were 
established, such as adequate public facilities to support growth, reduced sprawl, efficient 
multimodal transportation, affordable housing, economic development, protected property 
rights, timely permits, open space, environmental protection, and quality of life.15



http://search.leg.wa.gov/wslrcw/RCW  36  TITLE/RCW  36 . 70A CHAPTER/RCW  36 . 70A chapter.htm
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As with other States’ growth management initiatives, the local comprehensive/general 
plan is the keystone from which all management techniques and tools are supported.  In 
the State of Washington, the 1995 Growth Management Act requires the designation of 
“urban growth areas” where the projected population growth and supporting infrastructure 
are to be provided.  This is one of a number of growth management tools available to local 
governments.16  Part V of this Practical Guide explores these tools in depth.


Florida’s Comprehensive Plan:  In 1985, the Florida legislature adopted the State 
Comprehensive Plan, which provided a long-term planning vision.  Noting that urban 
sprawl was expending the State’s lands and resources at an alarming rate and needed to be 
controlled and managed, the Florida legislature developed the “concurrency” requirement.  
This mandates that “development cannot be permitted until roads, water, sewer, parks, 
recreation, and other essential infrastructure is in place.”


The statute also requires local cities, and counties’ development plans to be consistent with 
State development and land use policies. 17


Areas of Critical State Concern:  Florida’s 1972 Environmental Land and Water 
Management Act18 requires State approval of major development proposals.  The law 
designated “Areas of Critical State Concern” and set thresholds for “Developments of 
Regional Impact” (DRI).19  Projects that meet the threshold criteria are reviewed in terms of 
their anticipated impacts on land use patterns, public services, and the environment.  


From time to time, the State land planning agency may recommend nomination of specific 
areas to the Administration Commission to be designated areas of critical State concern.20  
These recommendations point out the dangers that would result from uncontrolled or 
inadequate development of the areas recommended and the advantages that would be 
achieved from development in a coordinated manner.  The commission is empowered 
to designate the area of critical State concern based on the recommendation of the land 
planning agency.


One of the statutory tests used to determine if an area is eligible to be designated an Area 
of Critical State Concern is whether there is a “major public facility or other areas of major 
public investment, including but not limited to highways, ports, airports, energy facilities, 
and water management projects” in the area under study.21  Interpretation could include 
military installations located in the State.


A military installation, be it State-owned or DoD-owned, is a major public facility and 
could and should be considered eligible for designation as an area of critical State concern, 
and thus eligible for State oversight and protection .


Strategy:  The Florida Land Development Code, in coordination with the State’s 
critical areas legislation, can serve as a model for encroachment prevention and issues 
confronting military installations within the State and nationally .  What would be 
required is for the Governor to declare military installations, airfields, and ranges Areas 
of Critical State Concern not so much on environmental grounds, but on economic 
development and public health and safety grounds .


The local 
comprehensive/
general plan 
is the keystone 
from which all 
management 
techniques 
and tools are 
supported







III-7


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Smart growth/green initiative States have made the local comprehensive/general plan an 
integral part of the State’s growth management strategy and local government’s decision 
making.  The focus has been on concentrated areas in which the supply of public facilities 
and services will permit the greatest economies and efficiencies for the benefit of the 
general taxpaying populace.


2.  Regional Planning:  The prevailing thinking of the professional planner’s support for 
regional planning is that it is “superior” to local, grassroots planning — especially in areas 
involving multiple jurisdictions.  Examples include the Minneapolis-St. Paul, Minnesota, 
area; Portland, Oregon; Silicon Valley, California; the consolidated Indianapolis, Indiana, 
planning functions; and Cape Cod, Massachusetts.  Despite these examples, the question 
remains why regional planning has not taken stronger root over comprehensive local, grass-
roots planning.


The answer lies in the same fundamental argument driving strong State-mandated 
planning.  This Nation has fully accepted the grassroots philosophy that “if planning is a 
good thing then it is best kept at the grassroots level.”  The conventional wisdom is that 
regional governments can contribute to regional problem solving, such as regional waste 
treatment, transportation planning, and growth management, but issues involving individual 
parcel-specific land use, zoning, and subdivision decisions, should be reserved to the local 
governing body.


 3.  Councils of Governments and Metropolitan Planning Organizations:  In 
every State, there are councils of governments (COGs) and/or metropolitan planning 
organizations (MPOs) that focus on regional planning issues.  MPOs have a strong interest 
in applying smart growth principles that can coordinate better transportation planning with 
local development decision making.  Their purpose is to coordinate Federal highway trust 
funds to meet transportation requirements and needs in accordance with a regional MPO 
plan.  MPOs perform three basic activities as required by Federal law.  They develop a 20-
year transportation plan called a Metropolitan Transportation Plan (MTP); they annually 
develop a 3-year Transportation Improvement Program (TIP), and annually develop a 
plan of studies to determine transportation needs called a Unified Planning Work Program 
(UPWP).  However, the MPO is not at the grassroots of local decision making.


4.  Uniformity Among Local Governments:  In urban regions with multiple cities and 
counties, even States, different planning authorities, laws, processes, and procedures can 
create an uneven playing field.  This lack of uniformity can spur developers and land 
speculators to shop for favorable land use consideration and zoning, perhaps settling in the 
wrong place at the wrong time, negatively affecting the viability of the military mission 
or contributing to urban sprawl that can tax local government responsibilities to provide 
adequate public facilities and services.  The most visible results of this lack of planning 
are extended morning and evening peak-hour traffic congestion; overtaxed wastewater 
treatment facilities; and overcrowded schools, parks, and recreation facilities.


Without a 
regional 
planning context, 
sprawl cannot 
be dealt with 
effectively


“If planning is a 
good thing then 
it is best kept at 
the grassroots 
level”
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This lack of uniformity is not confined to local governments.  Tom Daniels, in a book on 
managing growth in the metropolitan fringe, states:


State and local governments have done much to encourage sprawl and the growth of 
the rural-urban fringe.  Pro-growth strategies consciously or unconsciously have held 
sway.  New and improved road networks have helped to open up formerly hard-to-reach 
places and have brought them into the metropolitan sphere of influence.  The pursuit of 
expanding the local property tax base has led to fiscal zoning and over-zoning for large 
residential lots and commercial and industrial space.22 


For military base commanders and government leaders alike, a lack of uniformity among 
local governments surrounding military installations can exacerbate the problem of 
consistently managing surrounding civilian encroachment, creating a degrading competitive 
environment in which there can be no winners .  


Pennsylvania has attempted to address the lack of uniformity among local governments in 
land use planning through legislation enacted in 1999 (Act 67 and Act 68) that authorizes 
municipalities to formulate multi-municipal comprehensive pans to manage growth on more 
of a regional basis through designation of growth areas and rural resource areas.  Incentives 
to enter into agreements include authority to share State tax revenue and impact fees with 
other municipalities in the region, and to adopt transfer of development rights programs  
(see Part V).


C .  State Legislation — Case Studies
This section presents four case studies as examples of proactive efforts by States to 
strengthen State statutes and, in the process, create uniformity among jurisdictions while 
respecting each local government’s land use planning and regulatory authority and, most 
important of all, local prerogative.


State Legislative Initiatives:  Establishing State priorities is one important role for State 
general assemblies.  Increasingly States are recognizing the contribution that the military 
makes to their economies and to national and homeland defense.  States such as Arizona, 
California, Florida, Georgia, Illinois, North Carolina, Oklahoma, South Carolina, Texas, 
Utah, Virginia, and Washington, to name a few, have or are considering legislation to 
strengthen local planning processes and programs and regulate land use activity and civilian 
encroachment that could negatively affect the utility of a military installation.  The positive 
economic impact of the military presence in a State provides a motivator for States to 
become proactive on the encroachment issue.  Nationwide in FY 2004, DoD expended over 
$345.8 billion.23  


Table III-1 provides a summary of strategies to prevent encroachment and includes their 
benefits and challenges:24 


This section 
presents four 
case studies 
as examples of 
proactive efforts 
by States
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Table III-1


State Initiatives in Encroachment Prevention


Strategy Benefits Challenges


State legislation to 


require compatible land 


use


Provides a clear, well-defined 
law that requires compatible 
land use


Passing legislation is often 
a long, arduous process 


Local zoning, planning, 


and noise requirements


Lets local governments decide 
how best to approach the 
problem in their locality


Allows for detailed provisions 
that can be amended if 
necessary


Zoning and local land use 
plans can be influenced by 
local special-interest groups


Enforcement can be 
uncertain


Statutory authority 


to designate military 


installations as 


protected areas of 


critical State concern


Existing legal framework 
already exists in many States


Formally recognizes land 
surrounding military 
installations as needing 
protection


Not all States have this 
statutory language in place


Amending a State statute 
requires legislative and 
executive approval


Acquire property 


surrounding military 


installation


Does not require legislative or 
regulatory review


May not require outright 
purchase of land


Allows local determination of 
future land use


Land purchase requires 
significant funds


Landowner must be willing 
to sell or trade land or 
development rights


All parties must reach 
agreement on terms


Create a State military 


advisory body


Serves as forum and unified 
voice for all stakeholders


Nonregulatory


Does not have the authority 
to regulate or enforce


 Source:  National Governors Association, Washington, DC, August 2004 .


 
States delegate to local governments the responsibility to implement local planning and land 
use control regulations developed, adopted, and approved by local government.  In a few 
States like Arizona, California, and Florida, the State legislatures are more prescriptive in 
their requirements relative to the contents of a city or county plan and implementing land 
use regulatory programs.  
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Following are four case studies of States that have influenced local government planning 
authority and programs by passing legislation containing encroachment prevention 
provisions in support of the DoD presence in their States:


1.  Case Study – The State of Arizona:  The State of Arizona is a leader in protecting the 
operating mission of military air bases, ranges, and auxiliary airfields.  Ten Arizona cities 
commissioned an independent study in 2002 of the direct, indirect, and induced impacts of 
the military presence on the State’s economy. 25  The study found that the estimated total 
impact on Arizona’s economy was $5.7 billion in 2002.  With 83,500 related jobs in the 
State as a result of the military presence, it is the dominant industry in the State.26  DoD 
estimates relative to statewide direct DoD expenditures in FY 2004 were over $11.1 billion 
in personnel, contracts, and defense grants to support DoD missions in the state. 


There are five major DoD installations in Arizona and a number of associated ranges 
(e.g., Barry M. Goldwater Range) and National Guard and lesser-sized installations.  The 
principal DoD bases are   


° Luke AFB; 
° Davis-Monthan AFB;
° Fort Huachuca; 
° Yuma Army Proving Grounds; and 
° Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Yuma.
  


Collectively, these five installations represent over 25,000 jobs (4,869 civilian and 20,419 
military).27  


Statewide, the total number of civilian and military personnel swells to over 47,000 
employees, including Military Reserve and National Guard.  This is not insignificant.  It 
speaks directly to the issue of the military and its secondary economic impact on local 
communities.  


In addition to the five bases referenced above, the Barry M. Goldwater Range – Gila Bend 
Auxiliary Airfield – MCAS Yuma complex and related air space are major test and training 
ranges used by all military branches.  They represent a DoD asset that cannot be replicated. 


Beginning in 1995, the State enacted a number of statutory provisions to address the 
concern that residential development was encroaching too near military airfields, placing 
future residents in potentially noisy environments and in Accident Potential Zones (APZs), 
and threatening the operational missions of the military.  Arizona has become the leader in 
hosting and supporting military air operations through the passage of “growing smarter” 
legislation aimed at reducing civilian encroachment and protecting the public health, safety, 
and welfare.  No other State in the Union has exhibited such vigor or steadfast resolve to 
promote sound comprehensive/general land use planning to support the military presence.28 


Under a series of legislative acts, sections of the Arizona Revised Statutes (ARS) were 
amended to incorporate additional comprehensive planning and land use requirements. The 
principle theme of these legislative initiatives is to require all surrounding cities, towns, 
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and counties to adopt or update compatible land use plans and enforce zoning regulations 
to protect future residents from the potential effects of military operations and to ensure 
compatible land use.29  (See a more detailed discussion of these legislative initiatives 
below.)   


° ARS § 9-461.05 contains legislation governing cities and towns with municipal 
planning responsibilities.  It requires that general plans prepared by municipal 
governments near a military airport have a land use element that includes 
consideration of military airport operations.  ARS § 9-461.06 requires that a 
governing body shall consult with, advise, and provide an opportunity for official 
comment by the military if there is a military airport within the territory of a 
jurisdiction.  ARS § 9-462.04 requires formal notification to the military of public 
hearings involving rezoning of land located within the territory near a military 
airport and extends an opportunity for the military to comment on the compatibility 
of the rezoning application with high noise or accident potential generated by 
military airport operations.


° ARS § 11-806 contains legislation governing counties.  It deals with county planning 
and zoning and the requirement that the county prepare a comprehensive plan that 
considers the operation of the military airport and offers the opportunity to consult, 
advise, review, and comment on the plan and rezoning of land (ARS § 11-829).


 
° ARS § 15-2002 and § 15-2041 governs education and the financing of schools.  It 


requires that the military receive notice at least 30 days prior to any scheduled 
public hearing of any proposal regarding the building of new school facilities near a 
military airport.


° ARS § 28-8461 contains legislation governing transportation.  This section of the 
statute deals with airport zoning regulations and joint powers airport authorities.  
It defines the Clear Zone, and military training routes near a military airport and 
auxiliary airfield and requires a political subdivision to adopt comprehensive 
and general plans for property in the hazard zones to ensure development 
compatible with the high noise and accident potential generated by the military 
airport operations.  ARS § 28-8480 authorizes political subdivisions to acquire 
or lease interest in land for the continued operation of a military airport.  ARS 
§ 28-8481 requires political subdivisions located near a military airport to 
adopt comprehensive/general plans for property in the hazard zones to ensure 
development compatible with military airport operations.  Zoning variances require 
specific findings that military compatibility is preserved.  Public notification of any 
change in the plan or in zoning regulation affecting military airports is required.  
ARS §§ 28-8484 and 8485 require public disclosure of military flight operations and 
the notification to owners or potential buyers of property that an airport influence 
area may subject residents to aircraft noise and overflights.  
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° ARS §32-2113 requires real estate disclosure for property affected by designated 
military training routes (MTRs), auxiliary airfields, and training ranges.  Arizona 
House Bill No. 2662 (2004) amended ARS §§ 32-2114 through 2116 as related to real 
estate transactions, land development, MTRs, and real estate disclosures. 


Figure III-1 presents an example of a compatible land use plan for the area surrounding 
Davis-Monthan AFB near Tucson. 30  It depicts APZs, high noise zones, and a new concept 
exclusive to Arizona referred to as “territory in the Vicinity of …” commonly referred 
to as the “Vicinity Box.”  Within the Vicinity Box, real estate disclosure and sound level 
reduction (SLR) measures are required for all new building construction.  The map is 
referenced in ARS § 28-8461(20).  


Military Airfield Live Ordnance Departure Corridor:31  Within the past 10 years, the 
State of Arizona became concerned with the safety of departing military aircraft, destined 
for distant training ranges, that carry live bombs and missiles (ordnance) and external fuel 
tanks attached to aircraft wings.  
 
In response, State law extended by 15,000 linear feet the area of a typical Air Force-
recommended APZ.  The statute effectively doubles the distance and land coverage for 
the departure corridors for air bases employing live ordnance by making the area of State 
protection equivalent to 30,000 linear feet or (5.7 miles) from the end of the military 
runway.32


Source:  Department of Commerce, State of Arizona, “Arizona Regional Compatibility Project — 
Davis-Monthan AFB Joint Land Use Study, Prepared for the City of Tucson and Pima County” 
(February 2004).


Figure III-1


Davis-Monthan AFB Extended APZs Proposed in JLUS
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Davis-Monthan AFB, Tucson, AZ
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In 2004, the State legislature enacted additional requirements concerning the protection 
of military air space, known as MTRs, auxiliary airfields, and military operating areas 
or MOAs.33  MTRs are highways in the sky.  MOAs are restricted air space areas within 
which military aircraft are authorized to fly and engage in air exercises uninterrupted by 
commercial aircraft or ground clutter.  An MTR is not an exclusive use (restricted) military 
airspace.  However, the DoD maintains exclusivity relative to flight operations.


There are two types of MTRs.  The first are high-altitude MTRs.  These are of little interest 
in encroachment as the aircraft fly at unobtrusive altitudes in national airspace.  However, 
a second MTR may require pilots to fly low and fast, below the “500-Foot Rule” (see 
Part IV).  The objective is to train at low altitudes and apply terrain avoidance to replicate 
realistic military combat situations and to render enemy air defenses less effective.


Typically, low-altitude MTR pilots fly at 500 feet and at 480 knots ground speed (about 
520 mph), although mission requirements might dictate a higher subsonic speed, up to 540 
knots (600 mph).  However, in certain designated low-level MTRs, pilots may fly as low as 
200 feet above ground level (AGL) at sub-supersonic speeds (ground speeds less than the 
speed of sound).  A typical flight is four airplanes in an “offset box,” with the aircraft in a 
square formation separated by 1 to 4 miles.


Source:  Arizona State Land Department, “Military Training Routes, 2004.”


Figure III-2
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These FAA-approved airspace routes crisscross the skies over a State and connect a series of 
military test and training ranges to the home base and other participating military air bases.  
In Arizona, there are over 5,000 miles of MTRs, some of which are up to 10 miles wide.  
This could amount to over 50,000 +/- square miles of airspace above the State.


Arizona statutes require the State Land Department to prepare MTR maps and to provide 
them to all cities and counties so that they can be recorded in the county land records office. 
Real estate disclosure is required for all land sales.  This requirement will help to inform the 
public and prospective land buyers of the presence of MTRs prior to land purchase so an 
informed decision may be made.


Figure III -2 illustrates the Arizona State Land Department official MTR map for use by 
landowners and real estate professionals.34 


Arizona’s aggressive efforts to take the initiative in dealing with the issue of civilian 
encroachment near military air stations are paying off.  The working partnerships that 
have developed among the military, officials in neighboring cities and counties, and State 
government leaders in dealing with the civilian encroachment issue have led to working 
relationships in dealing with other matters.


2. Case Study — The State of California:  In FY 2004, DoD directly expended more 
than $43.3 billion in personnel, contracts, and grants to California, making it the largest 
recipient of DoD expenditures of all States in the Union.  The DoD presence is significant, 
with over 62 major and minor installations, airfields, test and training facilities, and ranges 
employing over 278,904 military and civilian personnel, including reserve, and National 
Guard.35   Cities and counties in California have long been able to adopt, administer, and 
enforce under their police power airport zoning regulations that specify the land uses 
permitted and also may regulate the height of structures and natural vegetation.36  Even with 
this authority, however, the State has deferred to local discretion planning matters and the 
right to regulate and guide growth and development, subject to limited, unenforceable State 
oversight.


For example, California’s statutes relating to the general plan require the inclusion of 
an “environmental noise element” as a guideline in developing the local plan’s land use 
element.  Military airports operations are listed as a source of environmental noise that 
must be considered in the mitigating measure section, which includes possible solutions to 
existing and foreseeable noise problems.37  How this is accomplished is the responsibility of 
local government.


California laws and guidelines govern public and private airports under the State’s police 
powers.  In 1994, the State law required that airport land use compatibility (ALUC) 
“be guided by” information in the Airport Land Use Planning Handbook.38  When 
formulating or amending compatibility plans, the Handbook provides extensive guidance 
on the preparation and content of compatibility plans, on procedures for ALUC review of 
local actions, and on the responsibilities of local agencies.  The Handbook also contains 
background information on noise and safety compatibility concepts, including data not 
previously available on general aviation aircraft, accident location patterns, and other 
characteristics.  
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In1994, the California legislature passed the California Environmental Quality Act 
(CEQA).39   It established a tie between the Handbook and lead agencies that are required 
to use the Handbook as a “technical resource” when assessing airport-related noise and 
safety impacts on development-related projects located in the vicinity of airports. 


•	 Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan (ALUCP):  The basic purpose of 
the ALUCP is to promote compatibility between airports and land uses that 
surround them.  A land use compatibility plan serves as a tool for airport land use 
commissions to fulfill the State-mandated responsibility to review airport and 
adjacent land use development proposals.  Compatibility plans set criteria for local 
(city and county) agencies in their preparation of amendments to local land use 
plans and ordinances, and guide landowners in their designs for new development 
near airports.


The ALUCP sets the policies applicable to future development in the vicinity of 
military installations.  The policies are designed to ensure that future land uses 
surrounding airports are compatible with realistic forecasts of aircraft activity.40 


•	 Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC):  In 1967, the California State 
Aeronautics Act41 established the requirement that every county have an ALUC.  
The purpose of the commissions is to “protect public health, safety, and welfare by 
ensuring the orderly expansion of airports and the adoption of land use measures 
that minimize the public exposure to excessive noise and safety hazards within 
areas around public airports to the extent that these areas are not already devoted to 
incompatible uses.”42


The statute gives ALUCs two principal powers by which to accomplish this 
objective.  First, ALUCs must prepare and adopt an airport land use plan.  Second, 
they must review plans, regulations, and other actions of local agencies and airport 
operators for consistency with the ALUCP.  Under the statute, an ALUC has no 
authority over “existing land uses”43 or over the operation of airports.44 


a) Existing Land Uses and the ALUC:  In California, a land use is generally 
considered to exist (vested or entitled) once the local regulatory agency has 
completed all discretional actions on a project and only ministerial approvals 
remain.  A vacant property thus can be considered “devoted to” a particular use, 
even if the activity has not begun, once certain local government commitments 
to the proposal have been obtained.


b) Airport Operations and the ALUC:  Any actions pertaining to the operation 
of aircraft either on the ground on in the air around an airport are not within 
the preview of the ALUC’s jurisdiction to regulate.  The ALUC may take into 
consideration airport and aircraft operations in development of the land use 
compatibility plans.  ALUCs do have some authority to review proposed airport 
master plan modifications and certain construction plans or public-use airports 
for consistency with the commission’s plans.  
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c) Local General Plans and the ALUC:  The ALUC has limited authority to 
review local general plans as the primary mechanism for implementing the 
compatibility policies set forth in the ALUC plan.  Counties and cities are 
required to make general land use plans consistent with ALUC plans (or 
overrule the ALUC plan by a two-thirds vote of the city/county council).  Once 
a local general plan is adopted, the ALUC’s authority over the plan is narrowly 
limited.  The only actions for which review remains mandatory are proposed 
adoption or amendments of general plans, specific plans, zoning ordinances, and 
building regulations affecting land use within an airport area of influence.  For 
an ALUC to review individual projects, the local agency must agree to submit 
them.


The State’s planning enabling legislation protects, to some degree, military airfields 
through the ALUC.  However, the ALUC’s statutory authority over military airfields 
is also limited.  Regulating urban growth encroachment, even though it may threaten 
the operational integrity of military airfields, is not mandatory.  Home rule authority 
delegates to local municipal and county governments the statutory authority to regulate 
and influence the use of public and private lands.  In the long term, this can work against 
the sustainability of military installations.   Decisions by local government, conscious or 
not, can and often will infringe upon the operational capabilities of military installations 
and ranges.  


Strategy:  The key is to raise awareness among local government officials of the 
operational parameters of the military airfield so that they will consciously temper 
decisions to avoid placing future residents in harm’s way . The local military base 
commander must maintain contact with local government officials, advising them as to 
the purpose and operating parameters of the installation .


In 2002, the State passed legislation requiring cities and counties to consider the impact 
of new growth on military readiness when preparing zoning ordinances and designating 
land uses covered by the general plan for land adjacent to military facilities or underlying 
designated MTRs.45  The law calls for the preparation of an advisory handbook for local 
officials, planners, and builders to explain how to reduce land use conflicts between civilian 
development and military readiness activities.  The act also encourages cooperation between 
military bases and neighboring jurisdictions when developing strategies to address growth 
issues.


In 2004, the California Legislature further amended the act by adding requirements related 
to the issue of military readiness and encroachment.46  This amendment requires cities and 
counties to confer with local base commanders when an application for development is 
submitted that is located within 1,000 feet of a military installation or within an MOA or 
MTR.
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State policy requires that local governments cooperate with the military to:


•	 Consider the effects of civilian land uses that may be incompatible with the 
military’s use of its assets; and


•	 Create a conflict resolution process whereby civilian land use issues and the 
military use of its assets may be mediated.  This mediation provision was provided 
in the event a development proposal and military readiness needs could otherwise 
not be resolved through the local planning processes. 


A stipulation of the law is that the military must provide the State Office of Planning 
Research with detailed maps of the MOAs or MTRs.  Once accepted by the State Office of 
Planning Research, the maps will be provided to all cities and counties for use in the local 
planning and development review processes.


The law provides that the failure to refer a proposed action to the military for review does 
not affect the validity of that action if it is adopted by a local decision-making body.  It 
further requires real estate disclosure.  However, oversight does not affect the final decision 
by a buyer.


3. Case Study – The State of Florida:  Like Arizona and California, Florida is a leader in 
recognizing the importance of the military presence in the State and in taking steps to create 
a balance between community development and the military’s need to train.  


The importance of DoD installations and ranges to the State cannot be underestimated.  
In 2004, DoD expended in direct payroll, contracts, and grants over $17.8 billion in 
Florida alone.  DoD employs approximately 83,189 military and civilian personnel and 
another 50,304 Reserve and National Guard for a total impact on the State’s economy 
of over 133,493 workers.47  In 2004, the State of Florida enacted a statute (SB–1604) 
requiring, among other things, that military base commanders be notified if a county in 
which a military installation is located receives an application for land development that 
could “affect the intensity, density, or use of the land adjacent to or in close proximity to 
a military installation.”48  The law suggests that a military base commander’s comments 
address whether the proposed changes will be compatible with the following three points:


• The safety and noise standards established in the Air Installations Compatible Use 
Zones (AICUZ) studies adopted by a military installation;


• The Army’s Installation Operational Noise Management Program (ONMP); and


• The findings of a Joint Land Use Study (JLUS). 


As part of this new legislation, Florida has instituted an innovative requirement not found 
in other States .  To facilitate the exchange of information between the military installation 
and the surrounding communities, the law places a representative of the local military 
installation on a local planning commission acting on behalf of the military as an ex officio, 
nonvoting member .49 
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The same bill provided for the future land use plan element of comprehensive plans 
to include compatibility with military installations.  The statute also required local 
governments to update or amend their comprehensive plan by a date certain and provide for 
coordination between the State land planning agency and DoD on compatibility issues for 
military installations.50


Florida also has adopted one of the most ambitious land conservation programs in the 
country through the passage of legislation in 1999 (Chapter 92-247) that created the 
Florida Forever Program, a 10-year, $300-million annual bond-funded program designed 
to purchase environmentally sensitive lands.  Funds have been used to acquire land or 
development rights as part of the Northwest Florida Greenway Program to provide land 
use buffers around military installations in the area, primarily involving Elgin AFB.  DoD 
is partnering with the State and nongovernmental conservation-based organizations to 
implement this program.


4. Case Study – The State of South Carolina:  The importance of DoD installations is 
measured in terms of DoD direct expenditures in the State.  In 2004, DoD expenditures 
amounted to $4.9 billion in personnel, contractors, and grant expenditures.  In October 
2004, the Governor of South Carolina signed Bill 4282, entitled Federal Defense Facilities 
Utilization Integrity Protection Act.  The act amended Sections 6-29-1510, 1520, 1525, 
1530, and 154051 relating to local government planning to provide process and procedures.


The act specified, “local planning entities and local officials must consider certain matters 
and take certain actions in regard to development in certain areas bordering Federal military 
installations located in the State or involving overlay zones or ‘Air Compatible Use Zones’ 
at military installations.”


The act found that significant potential for uncoordinated development in areas contiguous 
to Federal military installations might undermine the integrity and utility of land and 
airspace required to sustain military readiness and training.  The act established a process 
to ensure that development near military installations is conducted in a coordinated manner, 
taking into account the interests of the military.


The act stipulates that a local government with established planning authority, including a 
board of zoning appeals, charged to establish, review, and enforce the comprehensive land 
use plan or zoning ordinance shall consider the impacts of a proposed development on 
the utility of the military installation.  When the pending use or zoning decision involves 
land that is within a “military installation overlay zone” or within 3,000 feet of a military 
installation, airfield Clear Zone, or APZ, the jurisdiction shall seek from the commanding 
officer of the affected installation written recommendations, with supporting facts, relating a 
pending development application.
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The legislative intent of the act is to determine whether a land use plan or zoning proposal 
may cause a safety concern relative to impact on a local jurisdiction’s streets, utilities, 
or schools in the vicinity of a military installation.  Other stipulated tests involve the 
following:


• The potential for negative impacts on the operation and utility of a military 
installation;


• Whether the proposal has a reasonable economic use as currently zoned;


• If the zoning proposal is in conformance with the adopted land use plan and 
policies of the local government; and/or


• Other existing or changing conditions supporting either the approval or denial of an 
application.


The act stipulates that local governments shall “incorporate identified boundaries, 
easements, and restriction for Federal military installation into official maps as part of their 
responsibilities delineated in Section 6-29-340.”


This most recent State statute represents another effort in recognition of the presence and 
importance of the military to a State’s overall economic base and well-being.


Summary:  These selected States represent the “cutting edge” in innovative legislation 
expressly designed to address the issue of civilian encroachment near military installations.  
However, these are not the only States to address the issue.  The reader is encouraged 
to visit the respective State Web sites to identify those States that have enacted laws to 
empower local governments to exercise their police powers to plan and to zone land to 
protect State assets, such as military installations.


Strategy: To protect resources and assets that contribute to the State’s economic health 
and general welfare, it is important that a State establish priorities .  Preservation of 
important State assets for the public good is a valid exercise of State police preemptive 
authority .  Military installations contribute to the State’s economy in ways perhaps not 
universally understood or appreciated . 


In States that authorize the designation of Areas of Critical State Concern, there is an 
opportunity for the military installation command to collaborate with the State government 
to protect the sustainability of military missions.  This is not only in the State’s economic 
interest, but also in the interest of national defense.


Local governments in States without such mechanisms may wish to consider urging the 
Governor and State legislature to establish Areas of Critical State Concern or similar 
legislative initiatives that recognize the importance of the military presence in the State 
and establish mechanisms by which land use planning can protect the military mission and 
provide for the public’s safety.  Such cooperative efforts with the local military installation 
can leverage resource priorities and promote land use compatibility as an enduring 
community value.   
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Conclusion


The challenge confronting states that desire to deal effectively with the issue of 
encroachment’s negative effect on military presence rests with proper delegation of 
authority and accountability to the lowest government level.  However, in order to be in a 
position to advise local government, State legislation may need to enact additional authority 
to support local governments in the exercise of their responsibilities or to exercise State 
authority over regional development that may be of State regional concern.


Part II explored the role of local governments that do have planning and zoning authority 
and how this authority is exercised through the comprehensive planning process.  Now we 
turn our attention in Part IV to the Federal Government’s role in local land use planning.
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that State lawmakers might raise — what works and why, and under what conditions (p. xiii).


10  Information on both the original legislation and its amendment and be found at http://www.
commerce.state.az.us/CommunityPlanning/GrowingSmart.asp and at http://www.commerce.state.az.us/
communityplanning/gslegis.asp.


11  Information may be found at http://www.dca.state.ga.us/planning/ See also Annotated Code of Georgia 
Title 63, Chapter 66 §36-66-6 and Code § 36-64-4, available at http://ssl.csg.org/dockets/25cycle/2005C/
25Cbills/gamilitary.pdf.
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12  Article 66B or the Annotated Code of Maryland, Growth Management and Land Use Definitions and 
Controls, available at  http://mlis.state.md.us/2000rs/billfile/sb0624.htm#Synopsis 
Information concerning Maryland’s legislative approaches in the smart growth is available at  http://
www.mdp.state.md.us/smartintro.htm and Governor’s Executive Order No. 01.01.1998.04, available 
at  http://www.dnr.state.md.us/education/growfromhere/LESSON15/MDP/EXECORDER.HTM  and 
Maryland Chapter 437 of the Acts of 1992, available at http://www.mdarchives.state.md.us/msa/
mdmanual/21dop/html/dopf.html and http://www.mdp.state.md.us/planningact.htm  See also David R. 
Godschalk, Smart Growth Efforts Around the Nation, Popular Government 16 (2000).  


13  Baltimore, Maryland, Office of Planning, Smart Growth: Designing Priority Funding Areas (Managing 
Maryland’s Growth: Models and Guidelines Series 1997).


14  Chapter 36.70A RCW — Growth Management -- Planning by Selected Counties and Cities, available 


at  http://search.leg.wa.gov/wslrcw/RCW%20%2036%20%20TITLE/RCW%20%2036%20.%2070A%20
CHAPTER/RCW%20%2036%20.%2070A%20chapter.htm.


15  Godschalk, supra note 11 at 15.


16  A discussion of Washington’s program can be found at Washington Research Council, Washington’s 
Growth Management Act:  Goals and Promises, available at  http://www.researchcouncil.org/Briefs/2001/
PB01-29/WAGMAGoalsPromises.htm.


17  Florida’s State Comprehensive Plan, Florida Statutes, Title XIII, Chapter 187, available at http://
www.flsenate.gov/Statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0187/
SEC101.HTM&Title=->2004->Ch0187->Section%20101#0187.101   Florida’s Statutes, Title XI, 
Chapter 163, Part II; available at http://www.flsenate.gov/Statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_
Statute&URL=Ch0163/titl0163.htm&StatuteYear=2004&Title=%2D%3E2004%2D%3EChapter%20163.


18  The Florida Environmental Land and Water Management Act of 1972, Florida Statutes, Title 
XXVIII, Chapter 380, available at http://www.flsenate.gov/Statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_
Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0380/PART01.HTM.


19  Environmental Land and Water Management Act, Florida Statutes, Title XXVIII, Chapter 
380.06(1) defines a Development of Regional Impact (DRI) as any development that, because of its 
character, magnitude, or location, would have a substantial effect upon the health, safety, or welfare 
of citizens of more than one county, available at  <http://www.flsenate.gov/Statutes/index.cfm?App_
mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0380/SEC06.HTM&Title=->2004->Ch0380-
>Section%2006#0380.06. 


20  Regional planning agencies (or local governments where there is no regional planning agency) may 
recommend candidate areas of critical State concern to the State Planning Agency, which may, in turn, 
recommend that area for nomination to the Administrative Commission.


21  Fla. Stat. ch. 380.05(2)(c), available at  http://www.flsenate.gov/Statutes/index.cfm?App_
mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0380/SEC05.HTM&Title=-%3e2002-%3eCh0380-
%3eSection%2005#0380.05.


22  Tom Daniels, When City and County Collide — Managing Growth in the Metropolitan Fringe  
(Washington, DC:  Island Press, 1999) p. 157.


23  See U.S. DoD, U.S. Data Abstract for the United States and Selected Areas For Fiscal Year 2004, 
available at  http://web1.whs.osd.mil/mmid/L03/fy03/03top.htm.
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24  Additional information regarding State initiatives may be found at  State Initiatives Supporting 
Military Range Sustainability, produced by the DoD Range Commander’s Council Sustainability Group 
for information purposes, available at < https://www.denix.osd.mil/denix/Public/Library/Sustain/Ranges/
StateLeg/stateleg.html.


25  The cities were Avondale, Glendale, Goodyear, Litchfield Park, Peoria, Phoenix, Surprise, Tucson, 
Wickenburg, and Yuma.  See Maguire Company and ESI Corporation, “Economic Impact of Arizona’s 
Principal Military Operations – Executive Summary” (May 2002).  The report observed:


For years, the “Five C’s” were used to describe the basic industries of Arizona — Copper, Cotton, 
Citrus, Cattle, and Climate.  These industries were identified as the core of Arizona’s economy.  
Nowhere in this list was there any recognition of the thousands of Arizona jobs tied directly and 
indirectly to the many military operations within the State.


26  Id .


27  U.S. DoD, Base Structure Report (A Summary of DoD’s Real Property Inventory), Fiscal Year 2004 
Baseline, available at http://www.acq.osd.mil/ie/documents.htm  


28 The concern regarding encroachment affecting military airport operations is echoed in the Western 
Maricopa County/Luke AFB’s Regional Compatibility Plan.  The Plan states that “[t]he ability of the 
military facilities based in Arizona to perform current and future missions have been negatively affected 
by a wide range of impacts generated by people living, working, and recreating within areas influenced 


by military operations.” 


29  Ariz. Rev. Stat. §§ 9-461, 11-806, 829 (1995), available at http://www.azleg.state.az.us/
FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/09/00461.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARShttp://www.azleg.state.az.us/
FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/11/00806.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS; and http://www.azleg.state.
az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/11/00829.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS.


30  Dep’t of Commerce, State of Arizona, “Arizona Regional Compatibility Project — Davis-Monthan 
AFB Joint Land Use Study — Prepared for the City of Tucson and Pima County” (Feb. 2004).


31 Reference to “Military Airfield Live Ordinance Departure Corridor” is not an accepted U.S. Air 
Force term of reference, nor is it codified in Arizona laws.  It is used here as a term of art to describe the 
preformed military operation.


32  See Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 28-8462, available at: http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.
asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08462.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARSFormat Document.


33  S. 2662, 2140, & 2141 (2004).


34  See Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 28-8483.


35  See U.S. DoD, U.S. Data Abstract for the United States and Selected Areas For Fiscal Year 2003, at 
http://web1.whs.osd.mil/mmid/L03/fy03/03top.htm.


36  Calif. Gov’t Code § 50485.1 et seq., available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?secti
on=gov&group=50001-51000&file=50485-50485.14.


37  Id. at § 65302(f), available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=gov&group=65
001-66000&file=65300-65303.4 .
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38  Calif. Dep’t of Transp. (rev. 2002).  The handbook can be viewed at  http://www.dot.ca.gov/hq/
planning/aeronaut/htmlfile/landuse.php .


39  Cal. Pub. Res. Code §§ 21000 et seq ., available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?secti
on=prc&group=20001-21000&file=21000-21006.


40  Cal Pub. Util. Code §§ 21670 et seq ., available at  http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?secti
on=puc&group=21001-22000&file=21670-21679.5 .


41  Id .


42  Id . at §21670(a)(2), available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=puc&group=2
1001-22000&file=21670-21679.5.


43  Id . § 21674(a), available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=puc&group=21001
-22000&file=21670-21679.5.


44  Id . at § 21674(e).


45  Cal. Govt. Code at §§ 65300, 65040.2(f) & 65040.9 (2002), available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/
cgi-bin/displaycode?section=gov&group=65001-66000&file=65300-65303.4;  http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/
cgi-bin/displaycode?section=gov&group=65001-66000&file=65040-65040.12; and http://www.leginfo.
ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=gov&group=65001-66000&file=65040-65040.12.


46  Id . at §§ 65352, 65944, 65404, 65940 (2004), available at http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displayco
de?section=gov&group=65001-66000&file=65350-65362, and  http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/display
code?section=gov&group=65001-66000&file=65940-65945.7.


47  U.S. DoD, U.S. Data Abstract for the United States and Selected Areas for Fiscal Year 2003, available 
at http://web1.whs.osd.mil/mmid/L03/fy03/03top.htm.


48  Legislative findings on compatibility of development with military installations, Fla Stat § 163.3175 
(2004)).  For the full text of Florida statutes referred to in this section, go to http://www.flsenate.
gov/Statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0163/SEC3175.
HTM&Title=->2004->Ch0163->Section%203175#0163.3175.


49  Id .  A similar mandatory referral requirement is found in a number of State statutes, including, among 
others, Arizona, California, Georgia, North Carolina, and Washington. However, Florida’s reservation 
of a seat on a local planning commission for a representative from the local military installation in an ex 
officio capacity is a first of its kind.


50  Fla. Stat § 163.3177, available at http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_mode=Display_
Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0163/SEC3177.HTM&Title=-%3e2004-%3eCh0163-%3eSection%2
03177#0163.3177.  See also SB-1604 (2004), available at http://www.flsenate.gov/session/index.cfm?BI_
Mode=ViewBillInfo&Mode=Bills&SubMenu=1&Year=2004&billnum=1604. 


51  South Carolina General Assembly, HB-1482 (2004) signed into law as amending Chapter 29, Title 6 
of the 1976 Code adding “Federal Defense Facilities Utilization and Integrity Protection Act” Section 
6-29-1510, 1520, 1525, 1530, and 1540, available at http://www.scstatehouse.net/sess115_2003-2004/
bills/4482.htm.
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PART IV


Federal Government’s Role in Community 
Land Use Planning and Civilian 
Development Near Military Installations


“Modern urban life necessitates the placing of new and increased 


restrictions on development to ensure the comfort and safety of 


urban dwellers .  The desired end purpose is a valid exercise of 


‘police powers .”


      The Village of Euclid v . Ambler Realty Co .
      274 U.S. 365, 47 S.Ct. 114 (1926)
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Introduction


Part IV explores the role of the Federal Government — its laws, regulations, and policies 
— in support of State and local governments’ responsibilities to promote smart growth and 
sound land use decision making to protect the public health, safety, and welfare.  It reviews 
a number of related DoD programs, Federal laws, and court decisions that focus on the 
issues of encroachment and the sustainability of the military presence and mission.


A .  The Federal Government’s Role
Historically, local land use planning rests with the States .  States, in turn, have largely 
delegated this authority to local governments to conduct local planning and zoning under 
the general “police powers” and statutory or home rule authority conferred upon local 
government by State legislatures.  


The role of the Federal Government in the local land use planning and policy-setting 
arena is constitutionally limited.  Historically, the Federal role has been to provide 
technical and financial assistance to State and local governments to conduct local general 
or comprehensive planning or to further local economic development.  Examples include 
the Department of Commerce’s Economic Development Administration programs; the 
Department of Agriculture’s Rural Development programs; the Department of Housing and 
Community Development’s Community Development Block Grant program; and statutes 
such as the National Environmental Policy Act and the Endangered Species Act.


Through Federal legislation, regulations, Executive Orders, and a body of Federal case 
law, policies, directives, and guidance, the Federal Government has evidenced a legitimate 
interest in protecting the welfare of the country and its public lands and assets.  In some 
cases, Federal law limits or prevents local, State, and regional authorities from imposing 
regulations to legislate, for example, aviation and related aircraft noise (including 
occupational health and safety), waterways, and land owned by the Federal Government.


In the matter of national defense, use of air space, and other matters of national and 
interstate interest, the “doctrine of preemption” (discussed below) can have significant 
effect on the prerogatives of State and local government to pass laws that could interfere 
with national interests (i.e., use of air space or airwaves).  Several relevant Federal case 
laws are cited as examples to help clarify the limited but important role of the Federal 
Government in the matters of property rights as related to land use planning and regulation 
at the local level.  


The Federal Government has a legitimate role and a responsibility to support and encourage 
compatible civilian development near Federal property, military installations, airfields, 
and testing and training ranges.  The Federal Government is not only concerned about 
the impact of civilian encroachment on military missions, it also is concerned about the 
effects of spreading civilian development that is encroaching upon the valued and protected 
scenic and natural wonders and riches of this Nation.  Areas such as California’s Yosemite; 
Montana and Wyoming’s Yellowstone National Park; the Blue Ridge Mountains of the 
Appalachians; Devil’s Tower, Wyoming; and the Florida Everglades are all endangered 
national resources and assets.


Historically, 
local land use 
planning rests 
with the States
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Federal legislation also may regulate actions by Federal agencies in order to protect the 
natural environment, conserve national resources, and protect endangered species and 
habitat and to comply with the National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA)1 and related 
environmental protection laws.  In some cases, Federal statutes require specific actions 
of state or local governments involving environmental protection, conservation of natural 
resources, endangered species protection, coastal zone and waterway management, historic 
preservation, and the like. 


Part IV attempts to examine the balancing of interests among Federal, State and local 
governments in the context of the protecting the sustainability of DoD missions and assets. 
It focuses on two aspects of the federal government’s direct or indirect role in community 
land use planning and civilian development near military installations.  


The “doctrine of preemption” and select Federal law that imposes duties on Federal 
agencies may affect local land use decisions.  The role of the Federal court is examined in 
terms of its interpretation of the extent of individual property rights and actions taken by 
DoD relative to privately owned land near military installations.  


1.   DoD Programs:  This discussion is focused on DoD military installations located in 
the 50 United States and its territories (Commonwealths of Guam and Puerto Rico).  The 
encroachment of incompatible civilian land use activities too near an installation can 
negatively affect DoD missions and operations, expose the public to potential health and 
safety risk, and become a national defense issue.  It is DoD policy to promote the local 
operational mission of the military by working in partnership with Federal, State and 
local governments.  The objective is to achieve balance in local land use matters that may 
negatively affect the utility of a military installation.2  


a.   The Office of Economic Adjustment 3 (OEA) administers a Joint Land Use Study 
(JLUS) program and supports the DoD Land Use Inter-Service Group (LUIWG).4 
The purpose of OEA is to encourage cooperative land use planning between military 
installations and the surrounding communities where civilian encroachment is likely 
to impair the operations and utility of a military installation.  In these instances, 
OEA may provide technical and financial assistance to State and local governments, 
the District of Columbia, Tribal Nations, and the Commonwealths of Guam and 
Puerto Rico to achieve local compatible land use planning processes and programs 
designed to protect the public health, safety, and welfare and sustain military 
missions and activities.


b.   DoD AICUZ Programs:  There are additional DoD programs expressly focused on 
encroachment issues as they may affect military operations.  The programs include 
the Navy’s and Air Force’s Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) 
program,5 the Army’s Operational Noise Management Program 6(ONMP), and the 
Navy and Marine Corps, Range Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (RAICUZ) 
program.7  
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Each program is intended to deal with a specific type of military base.  The AICUZ 
program deals with military airfields. The ONMP deals with Army bases and 
ranges and the noise associated with ground-based range operations.  The RAICUZ 
program is exclusively associated with Navy and Marine Corps test and training 
ranges.  These programs are prepared by and for the military installation and shared 
with the supporting local governments to assist in their compatibility planning.  The 
military services seek to assist local government in understanding the mission of a 
nearby military base or range and the extent of nuisance or risk to life and property 
associated with military testing and training.  


c.   DoD Conservation Partnering Initiative:  In 2002, Congress authorized an 
additional program aimed at environmental and conservation-related activities.  
The program is based on the military services’ acquiring less than fee simple 
interest in private property surrounding a military base or test and training range 
by partnering with conservation-based nongovernmental organizations, States, and 
local government.8  These programs are discussed in detail in Part V.  Each military 
service manages its own conservation partnering program under service-specific 
protocol.  


2.   The Doctrine of Preemption:  In a very general sense, the doctrine of preemption 
holds that Congress has the power to override State laws in any area where Congress has 
constitutional authority to act.  The basis of the preemption doctrine is article VI, section 2, 
of the Constitution and the Supremacy Clause.  


Since the 1950s, Congress has enacted a series of laws involving avigation and related 
aircraft noise, environmental protection, coastal zones and waterways management, and 
claims against the United States for acts considered injurious to individual private property 
interests.  


In some cases, these statutes can affect local planning and local land use decisions.  For 
example, State and local governments may not regulate actions by the Federal Government 
unless authorized to do so by Congress.  In a like manner, the Federal Government may not 
regulate directly actions by State and local governments relative to local land use decisions 
(see Part III).  However, Federal law is supreme in areas where Congress is constitutionally 
authorized to act, and there are Federal laws that affect land use planning.  The following 
are examples dealing with Federal supremacy in certain areas that relate to DoD operations.


B .  Selected Federal Legislation 9


Federal and case law can limit local, regional, and State governments from regulating 
activities that affect the national interest.


1. Federal Aviation Law:


a. Federal Aviation Act: 10  This 1958 act regulates air commerce and declares the 
sovereignty of the United States over air space.  The act states, “The United States 
of America is declared to possess and exercise complete and exclusive National 
sovereignty in the air space of the United States.”11
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The act requires the Secretary of Transportation to make long-range plans and 
formulate policy for the orderly development and use of “navigable air space” to 
serve the needs of civilian aeronautics and national defense except for the needs 
peculiar to military agencies.


Relevant Case Law:  In the 1950s, a local minimum altitude regulation prohibited 
flights of less than 1,000 feet over its territory.  The ordinance affected New York’s 
Idlewild Airport (now JFK).12  In that case, the court found that the law violated the 
Supremacy Clause, article VI, clause 2, of the U.S. Constitution. 


In City of Burbank v . Lockheed Air Terminal, Inc .,13 the Supreme Court was faced 
with another attempt by local authorities to regulate aircraft operations.  The local 
government desired to protect adjacent communities from the adverse impacts of 
aircraft flight operations by passing an ordinance prohibiting a privately owned 
airport from allowing aircraft takeoffs and landings between the hours of 11:00 p.m. 
and 7:00 a.m.  


The Court held that the ordinance was an invalid exercise of the local police 
power because the Federal Government, as represented by the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) and the Environmental Protection Agency (EPA), has full 
control over aircraft noise, thereby preempting State and local control.  The Court 
noted the pervasive language of both the Noise Control Act of 197214 and the 
Federal Aviation Act demonstrates the clear intent of Congress to preempt this area 
from local and State regulation.


 The 500-Foot Rule:  In the Federal Aviation Act, Congress recognized and declared 
that every citizen of the United States has “a public right of freedom of transit in air 
commerce through the navigable air space of the United States.”15  This provision 
has been discussed in various court decisions.  The U.S. Supreme Court, in Causby 
v . United States,16 interpreted the then existing statutes and regulations to mean 
that the “navigable air space” began at 500 feet for rural areas, excluding air space 
needed for landing and takeoff.  After the decision in Causby, Congress redefined 
“navigable air space” to mean “air space above the minimum safe altitudes of flight 
prescribed by regulations under this subpart and subpart III of this part, including air 
space to ensure safety in takeoff and landing of aircraft.”17


In 1963, the Court of Claims formally announced the so-called “500-Foot Rule” 
in Aaron v . United States .18  The “500-Foot Rule” provides that overflights having 
an altitude of 500 feet or more above ground level (AGL) do not constitute a 
compensable taking because flights 500 feet AGL enjoy a right of free passage 
without liability to the property owners below.  


The court also acknowledged that aircraft flights within the navigable airspace 
(500 feet and above) could generate damage so severe as to amount to a practical 
destruction or a substantial impairment of a person’s property.  In such a case, 
the court said it “would then have to consider whether the relevant statutes and 
regulations violated the property owner’s constitutional rights.”19  Thus, the United 
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States is normally protected by the “500-Foot-and-above Rule” and is not liable 
for taking private property so long as the aircraft does not penetrate airspace at an 
altitude less than 500 feet AGL.


With the exception of one case,20 all decisions by the Court of Claims where 
compensation has been granted for a taking involved overflights by government 
aircraft at altitudes of 500 feet or less.  In both Hero Lands Company v . United 
States21 and Stephens v . United States,22 the court asserted the general rule that the 
United States is not liable for a taking to landowners where aircraft fly at or above 
500 AGL above their property.


Relevancy to This Practical Guide:  This discussion is relevant to this Guide 
because Federal preemption in this area affects states and localities’ land use 
planning.  There are exceptions to the general rule that military flights are regulated 
by the “500-Foot Rule” over rural areas (1,000 feet AGL in urban or populated 
areas). The FAA, which controls and regulates use of navigable air space in the 
continental United States, may designate restricted military airspace or special 
use airspace for purposes of carrying out military training exercises and missions.  
Restricted military airspace covers vast areas of the United States.  Lands under 
a restricted military airspace may be owned by the Federal Government, State 
governments, Tribal Nations, or by private citizens.  In restricted airspace, the 
military trains pilots for air-to-air and air-to-ground combat.  In these spaces, high-
speed military aircraft may fly as frequently as necessary at low levels (200 feet 
AGL) and at high airspeeds (greater than 400 miles/hour).  


Designated military airspace includes military training routes (MTRs), military 
operating areas (MOAs), and restricted air space.  The FAA manages and designates 
these air spaces that are set aside for use by the military to conduct aerial testing 
and training.  For the purpose of this Guide, MTRs will be the primary focus.  
MTRs are the avenues in the sky used by the military to connect a military air base 
with a distant test and training range.  


Aircraft that fly in the MTR corridor may carry live ordnance used for training 
exercises. Their purpose is to train pilots by developing combat proficiency in 
aerial bombing and gunnery practice and to test and evaluate equipment, including 
unmanned aerial vehicles (UAVs).  Flights involving MTRs can take place at all 
hours of the day or night.  They can be repeated daily or periodically, depending on 
the nature of the military flying mission.  An MTR flight corridor is normally 10 
miles wide (5 miles on either side of the flight tracks).  However, the dimensions 
may vary depending on approved FAA flight operations and can extend hundreds of 
miles, crossing several States.  


The distinguishing characteristic and focus of this discussion are the altitude, speed, 
and aircraft type flown by military within an MTR.  Above 500 feet AGL, the issue 
is moot (see Aaron v . United States, 160 Ct.Cl. 295, 311 F.2d 798, 801 (1963)).  
Below 500 feet AGL, the issues of encroachment become somewhat involved and 
problematic.23
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The right of the military to fly in an MTR is established by the FAA, but that agency has no 
jurisdiction to control the use of land beneath the airspace, nor can it restrict aboveground 
structures. (It may require identification markings and flight hazard lights on structures or 
other measures to ensure aircraft safety .)  


Within these approved air corridors, military aircraft can generate excessive noise 
on either an episodic or a continuous basis.  Episodic noise levels can be as high as 
120 dB for a few seconds, which can be highly disturbing to residents living beneath 
an MTR.  The residential living environment and quality of life can and will be 
severely compromised by frequent overflights, especially during nighttime training.  


MTRs originally were planned and approved flying corridors over remote, 
unpopulated, rural, mountainous, or desert locations far away from human 
population centers.  The expectations were that they would go largely unnoticed  
and create little if any effect on human health or the environment.  


However, as population continues to spread into areas once thought remote and as 
residential subdivisions are developed under MTRs, unsuspecting residents can 
be rudely awakened in the night by the sounds of a low-level, high-performance 
military aircraft traveling close to the speed of sound over their homes.  Even if 
the intrusion is for a short duration measured in seconds, the effect can be jarring.  
When it is repeated five or more times in a given night without warning, residents 
are justifiably upset and complaints are bound to be abundant.


A second encroachment issue associated with MTRs involves aboveground 
structures extending well over the 200-foot AGL and high-speed, high-performance 
military aircraft.  Aboveground structures include communication and microwave 
towers, such as cell and transmission towers; windmill farms for the generation of 
electricity; or other human-made structures, including water towers and habitable 
buildings.  


Encroachment of aboveground structures, if not properly coordinated with FAA and the 
military, can present a serious flight navigation hazard to low-flying, high-performance 
military aircraft .  


Strategy:  The key to this encroachment issue of aboveground structures penetrating 
into navigable airspace (MTRs) is for the local land use planning officials to be made 
aware of the presence and location of MTRs, how they function, and how they may 
affect their area of jurisdiction .  


Relative to the location and height of structures, the local planning process should require 
coordination to prevent interference with military operations within an MTR .


Competing National Priorities:  In coordinating these structures, it is important 
to recognize that there may be competing national priorities.  For instance, there is 
a demand to develop alternative energy sources to lessen national dependence on 
fossil fuels.  Developing a cost-effective and environmentally sound alternative, 
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such as using prevailing winds and coastal wave energy, is an important national 
priority.  The objective of the local community and regional planning processes 
is to seek a balance among competing interests in making decisions in both the 
national interest and in ensuring the safety, health, and welfare of their residents.


Regional and local planning officials should obtain information on the location 
of MOAs and MTRs from the FAA or from the local military air base command.  
This information is invaluable in considering the merits of a development proposal 
that may involve a prospective land use or aboveground structure that could be 
incompatible with the military’s high-performance missions.   


Strategy:  Once the information on the location of MTR is plotted on local planning 
and zoning maps, it becomes a part of the local government’s planning and 
development review processes, giving an opportunity for local planning officials to 
consult with all affected parties, including the affected military (see part V) .


Along with recognizing the presence and location of MTRs, requiring local real 
estate disclosure is perhaps the strongest of planning tools.  It can ensure that 
real estate agents, the home-building community, developers, and prospective 
purchasers or renters of property know that MOAs and MTRs exist in relation to 
their interests and could expose future residents underneath these military air routes 
to low-level, noisy military overflights, during the day or the night (see Part V).


The presence of a low-altitude MTR and the potential impact local land use decisions may 
have on respective national defense or local economic priorities transcend local, regional, 
and State considerations .  It becomes a matter of national interest .


At stake are the matters of public health, safety, and national necessity.  State and 
local governments have powers to regulate the height of structures relative to the 
safe location of human settlements in the interest of public health and air navigation 
safety. 


An example of how States might respond to this issue is reflected in legislation 
recently enacted by the State of Arizona.  The statute requires MTRs to be identified 
on planning maps of the State Land Department and disclosed to residents 
purchasing or leasing property under MTRs (ARS 32-2114 (HB-2662 (2004).  


 b.  Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act:  The Aviation Safety and Noise 
Abatement Act of 1979 24 requires the Secretary of Transportation to establish a 
single system of measuring noise from the operations of airports and to identify 
land uses that are normally compatible with various exposures to such noise (see 
Part V).


The act requires all civilian airport operators to submit to the Secretary of 
Transportation noise-exposure maps that set forth incompatible uses in areas 
surrounding civilian airports.  The act is specifically limited to “public use” 
airports.  It exempts the United States from any liability for damages resulting from 
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aviation noise by reason of any action taken by the Secretary of Transportation or 
the Administrator of Federal Aviation.  The act prohibits suits by property owners 
for noise damage where the property owner had actual knowledge of the existence 
of such noise exposure maps at the time the property was acquired (disclosure).25 


Relevance to This Practical Guide:  Even though the Aviation Safety and Noise 
Abatement Act of 1979 and the Noise Control Act of 1972 exempt military aircraft 
and weapon systems as products, DoD maintains an active noise abatement and 
sound level reduction programs across the services.  The AICUZ, ONMP, and 
RAICUZ programs are all focused on measures to reduce sound levels, recognizing 
the potential impact on human health, the environment, and occupational health and 
safety.  


DoD is actively involved in the Federal Interagency Commission on Aircraft Noise 
(FICAN) to identify metrics to guide the military and other Federal agencies in 
conducting research in sound-level reduction.  It is engaged in model development 
and simulation relative to noise impacts associated with such diverse subjects as 
national parks and ecosystems and child learning.   


Real Estate Disclosure: One strategy that is strongly advocated by DoD under its 
AICUZ-type programs is real estate disclosure.  Buyers and sellers of real property 
should be required as part of real estate transactions to make prospective buyers 
and renters of real property aware of noise routinely generated from nearby military 
installations, testing and training ranges, and military aerial training routes (MTRs).  
Such real estate disclosure normally is the province of State or local government.  
However, real estate disclosure is not uniformly required or provided across the 
country.  


Strategy:  Experience has shown that real estate disclosure between seller/agent 
and buyer at time of contract signing and before settlement is the best opportunity to 
disclose all issues that could affect the buyer’s interest in acquiring or renting property .  


Increasingly, States are passing disclosure requirements to enable local governments 
to enact local ordinances.  Arizona, California, Florida, and Virginia are examples 
of States that have enabled local governments working in cooperation with the real 
estate industry to establish noise disclosure, whether it be by regulation or voluntary.  
However, there also is resistance from homeowners and homebuilding and real 
estate sales interests over added disclosure requirements involving military noise 
and accident potential. 


Appendix 12 discusses noise and its effect on the environment and human health.


Noise Disclosure Strategy #1:  Real estate disclosure is one of the most practical and 
cost-effective encroachment prevention tools available .  It can protect the seller (or 
sales agent) and the buyer (or renter) of real property .  This issue of disclosure is not a 
local issue; it is a human health, national defense, and military readiness issue .  
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By their nature, military installations make noise and present potential for accidents on 
and off base .  National defense imperatives require that the military maintain an active 
readiness and defense posture capable of responding to any crisis anywhere in the 
world that could affect the national interests and security of the United States .  


At the national level, Congress could consider mandating real estate disclosure 
concerning the presence of military installations under an amendment to the Aviation 
Safety and Noise Control Act .  The disclosure should reveal the presence and proximity 
of a military installation, the nature of its operations, and the potential for noise and 
accident to the surrounding resident population should it choose to locate in close to a 
military installation .  


Noise Disclosure Strategy #2:  At the local level, the local military installation 
command should post the local AICUZ report (including noise maps or equivalent 
noise study) on the military installation Web site .  The same information should be 
formally released to the public and provided to the local government, the local Board 
of Realtors, and the official lands record office for posting (even on a Web site, if 
available), and in the land records as a notarized document .  


In addition, the military installation commander should publish the availability of 
AICUZ information in newspapers of local circulation, and invite the public, as 
appropriate, to open houses and public military briefings.
   
Periodically, the military installation commander should  provide informational 
briefings to local elected officials, planning commissioners, board of zoning appeals 
members, the real estate industry, and the local chambers of commerce so that the 
surrounding community leadership are up to date on the changing mission profiles, fleet 
mix, and military requirements, subject to “need to know” security necessities .


Relevant DoD Programs – The Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 
(AICUZ) Program:26  DoD is actively involved in identifying noise generated 
from high-performance military aircraft and their operations.  The Navy and Air 
Force routinely share this information with local communities through the AICUZ 
program.  


The AICUZ program27 and associated compatible land use guidelines were 
carefully coordinated through FICAN28 of which the FAA is a member.  The 
AICUZ program is closely related to and largely mirrors the FAA noise and land 
use compatibility standards for civilian/commercial airports. 
  


Strategy: When local planners develop local general plans or review development 
proposals, especially residential, it is important they do so with an awareness of the 
presence of a nearby active military base or range .  It also is advisable to consult on 
a regular basis with the local base flight operations or the local base environmental 
planners to understand the nature of the flying mission, the type of aircraft or military 
hardware deployed at the installation or routinely tested at nearby ranges, and their 
operation parameters, noise-level contour datum, and accident potential maps .  
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The noise and accident potential maps are developed by the local military air 
base under the AICUZ29  program.  The mapped information often is presented in 
Geographic Information System (GIS) format and may be overlaid on local official 
zoning maps and incorporated in the local general plan so the local planner and 
planning commission, development community, and residents may be aware of the 
noise implications from nearby military aircraft operations and plan accordingly.  


The AICUZ reports also provide guidance in the form of noise contour maps that 
can easily be used by local planning officials in general planning and enforcement of 
local zoning and noise codes.  Information on compatible land use also is provided 
in tabular form for easy reference when local planning officials evaluate a proposed 
development and its compatibility with nearby military base operations.  (See Part V 
for a description of special defense-related noise and accident potential programs.)  


As the Supreme Court indicated, there is pervasive Federal regulation in the noise 
and aircraft operations area.  The impact of these regulations, particularly as they 
relate to aircraft noise, is such that there is clearly a Federal policy to lessen the 
impact of aircraft noise and aircraft operations on adjacent landowners.  DoD 
adheres to this policy to the extent that it does not interfere with military training, 
operational missions, or national defense.


Strategy:  The local military installation commander should be available to participate 
in the local government planning and land use decision-making processes .  


2. Other Federal Laws That May Affect Land Use:


a. National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA):30  The National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969 requires Federal agencies to file an environmental assessment 
(EA) and, perhaps, an environmental impact statement (EIS) for “major” Federal 
actions that have an environmental impact.  NEPA is applicable to all Federal 
agencies, including the military.  


Relevancy to This Practical Guide:  NEPA mandates that the military analyze 
the impact of its actions and operations on the environment, including that of the 
surrounding communities.  Inherent in this analysis is an exploration of methods to 
lessen any adverse environmental impact.  The EIS is a public process that allows 
participation by the community.


For local planning officials, an EIS or EA is a valuable planning document in 
determining the extent of impacts of changing military actions or operations on their 
policies, plans, and programs, if any, and on the surrounding community.  Public 
hearings are required for all EIS and EA documents released by the military under 
NEPA.  A Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) under an EA or a full EIS that 
considers alternatives to the proposed military actions or operations also is required 
and is subject to public scrutiny.  The information obtain by the EIS/EA is valuable 
in the local planning coordination and policy formulation processes at the local 
government level.
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b.  Coastal Zone Management Act:31  The Coastal Zone Management 
Reauthorization Act of 1985 was passed to preserve, protect, develop, and, where 
possible, to restore or enhance the resources of the Nation’s coastal zone.  The act 
directly applies to approximately 30 coastal States and those States bordering the 
Great Lakes.  The act requires the Secretary of Commerce to assist States in the 
development of a management program for lands and water resources in the coastal 
zones.  The law has been amended several times, most lately by the Coastal Zone 
Protection Act of 1996.32 


Originally, the act excluded lands owned by the United States, including land 
owned by the military.  Today, the requirements of the act pertaining to consistency 
between Federal activities and State coastal management programs are of particular 
significance to encroachment prevention programs.  When Federal agencies 
undertake activities that affect any land or water use or natural resource of the 
coastal zone,33 there is a requirement that Federal actions be in conformance with 
an adopted coastal zone management plan.  


Thus, actions by the military that might affect land use, water use, or natural 
resources; endangered species and habitat; and migratory birds, waterfowl, and 
animals within the coastal zone environment may require special management 
practices so that such activities will be conducted in a manner consistent with the 
State coastal zone management plan.  There is an exception to the requirement.  
The statute states that the President may exempt a Federal activity if it is “in the 
paramount interest of the United States.”34  


Relevancy to This Practical Guide:  Since a large percentage of military 
installations are located in coastal zone States, the military is required to conduct 
its activities in a manner consistent with States’ management plans.  Each military 
installation is required under the Sikes Act to development Integrated Natural 
Resource Management Plans (INRMP).35  The INRMP is a management tool that 
ensures the military is complying with its legal responsibilities concerning its 
stewardship of natural resources on an installation and is coordinating with various 
stakeholders concerning those stewardship responsibilities.  These plans protect 
resources in both coastal and noncoastal zones and respond to a national priority.  
However, the act stipulates the Federal Government cannot take action that 
increases value of coastal zone properties.


INRMPs are valuable planning and management tools for local environmental 
and natural resource planners as well as conservation-based nongovernmental 
organizations (NGOs).  Land trust organizations such as The Nature Conservancy 
seek to partner with the military and State and local governments to preserve 
farmland, conserve natural resource areas, scenic vistas, woodlands, and 
environmentally sensitive lowlands and wetlands; and protect animals and their 
habitat, especially endangered species.  
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c. DoD Conservation Partnering Initiative:  In 2003, Congress amended Title 10 
U.S.C. § 2684a and § 2692a (P.L. 107-314) to add authority to DoD to partner 
with other Federal agencies, States, local governments, and conservation-based 
NGOs to set aside lands near military bases for conservation purposes and to 
prevent incompatible development from encroaching on, and interfering with, 
military missions.  This new authority shows great promise for developing lasting 
partnerships to achieve shared objectives if not for differing reasons.  This is 
an additional tool in the toolkit to support smart planning, conservation, and 
environmental stewardship on and off military installations. 


Examples of where this new authority is being implemented include National Guard 
Base Camp Blanding, Florida; Fort. Bragg/Pope AFB, North Carolina; Fort. Carson, 
Colorado; and Eglin AFB, Florida, with its Greenway Program.  In the case of Fort 
Bragg, the Army is partnering with State governments and allied conservation-based 
NGOs to protect endangered species such as the red-cockaded woodpecker from 
extinction while providing a natural buffer near important military training and 
operating areas from civilian encroachment (see discussion in Part V).


C . Relevant Federal and State Case Law  
There is a body of case law at both the national and State levels that clears the way for 
military installations to engage with local government issues and to provide technical 
information and testimonials before deciding bodies to influence the local decision-making 
process.  The following reviews relevant case law.


1.   In De-Tom Enterprises, Inc . v . United States,36 the court held that the Air Force was not 
liable in a takings suit to a private landowner simply because the Air Force had appeared at 
hearings before a local zoning board to oppose the property owner’s petition for a change 
in zoning classification.  Even though the zoning board would have approved the property 
owner’s zoning request but for the Air Force’s objections, the court found that the Air Force 
was not liable for a taking.  The basis for the decision was fivefold:  


(1) No downzoning was involved (the original zoning classification remained applicable  
 to the subject property)  
(2) The value of the plaintiff’s property remained approximately the same after the   
 denial of the zoning request 
(3) There had been no physical invasion or physical damage to the plaintiff’s property 
 by the Air Force 
(4) The United States can only be held liable for a taking under the fifth amendment 
  when the United States’ own regulatory activity is so extensive or intrusive as to  
 amount to a taking of property  


(5)  The Air Force, as an interested adjoining landowner, incurred no liability by simply  
 convincing or attempting to convince a local agency to impose land use restrictions.  
 (The court also noted that even if the Air Force’s activities amounted to “wrongful  
 coercion” such a claim sounded in tort and, thus, was beyond the jurisdiction of the  
 Claims Court under the Tucker Act.37)
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2.   In Blue v . United States, 38 a landowner living adjacent to Pensacola Naval Air Station, 
Florida, based a fifth amendment takings claim on the Navy’s participation in a local zoning 
process.  The Navy had proposed changes to the county zoning map based on an AICUZ 
study.


The court held that “[a]lthough the Navy participated in the process by submitting a draft 
and providing technical assistance, the County is the ordinance adopting government 
entity,” and the county “was free to reject all or part of the Navy’s recommendations.”39  In 
this case, the Navy was acting as a substantial landowner with regard to the AICUZ reports 
and recommendations and did nothing to incur a taking liability.


In the court’s opinion there was no threshold Federal action (where local government 
acts) because the Navy, as a substantial property owner, may permissibly participate 
in proceedings at the State or local level just as would any other property owner.  The 
court cited both De-Tom Enterprise, Inc . v . United States 40 and Custom Contemporary 
Homes Inc . v . United States .41  The court likewise rejected the plaintiff’s claims of “undue 
influence” and “due process,” holding that “undue influence” sounds in tort and, thus, 
was beyond the court’s jurisdiction, while “due process claims” are likewise beyond the 
jurisdiction of the U.S. Claims Court (now the U.S. Court of Federal Claims).


3.   In Landowners v . Wichita Falls, Texas, and the United States, 42 the Supreme Court 
let stand a lower federal appeals court’s upholding of a district court’s unpublished decision 
involving a challenge to the application of the Wichita Falls zoning ordinance to areas 
outside the corporate limits of Wichita Falls.  The case involved an extraterritorial zoning 
requirement and revisions to the Wichita Falls zoning ordinance to incorporate Air Force 
AICUZ recommendations associated with Sheppard Air Force Base’s runway expansion.  


Property owners challenged the constitutionality of the zoning restrictions as inverse 
condemnation.  The district court ruled in favor of the city and the Federal Government.  
It held that, despite the Air Force’s extensive participation in the county’s zoning process 
and the county’s subsequent enactment of an ordinance substantially similar to the one 
proposed by the Air Force, no compensable taking had occurred


In 1996, a State district court also had ruled against the landowners in their State taking 
case.  According to the briefs filed by the Federal Government and the city, each of the two 
lower courts hearing the evidence concluded that the city’s airport zoning ordinance was 
completely appropriate, given the authority granted to the city under State law.43


The district court held that AICUZ studies are planning efforts that “do not control or 
regulate the use of private lands, and the determination to permit or restrict development or 
use of private lands is left to the local jurisdiction” under its constitutional police powers . 
44 


These cases represent significant decisions by courts supporting the legitimacy and 
constitutionality of the DoD AICUZ programs and the right of the Defense Department 
“like any other citizen or landowner . . . to request local governments to make zoning 
changes.” 45
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D .  The Federal Courts and Individual Property Rights
Historically, courts have considered land use decisions, at least those made by local 
governing bodies, to be either legislative or quasi-judicial actions.  Over time, Federal and 
State courts have developed a body of case law regarding the constitutionality of State and 
local governments’ actions in undertaking community planning and regulating the use of 
public and private lands.  


In order to avoid challenges and successful allegations of inverse condemnation, planners 
must remember that planning tools are to be applied equally with utmost concern for 
procedural due process, including open public access, complete public disclosure, and 
equal protection guarantees .  


The courts generally have upheld the constitutionality of land use controls that are under 
the aegis of a community general or comprehensive planning process that resulted in a duly 
adopted and approved plan.  The plan serves to support legitimate implementing land use 
regulations such as zoning; subdivision; and public health, safety, and building codes for the 
protection of the public health, safety, and welfare.    


1. Procedural Safeguards and Relevant Case Law:


a. Private Property Rights:  It has been frequently stated that our laws ensuring 
rights of private property ownership are an important liberty and a major source of 
creating wealth in the United States. 46  A landowner is said to own a “bundle” of 
rights to real property (land).  These rights include air rights, water rights, mineral 
rights, and the right to sell the property or pass the property on to heirs, the right 
to use the property, and the right to develop the property (in accordance with local 
zoning codes, where applicable).  Any single right may be separated from the bundle 
and sold or given away.  However, the right to use, abuse, and abandon property 
is not without limits.  The landowner cannot use or develop property in ways that 
would harm others or create a public nuisance or public health concerns.


b. Condemnation:  Under the eminent domain powers, the Federal Government 
may condemn private property for public use with the subsequent payment of 
fair compensation.  This power is also available to State and local governments 
as well as special district governing bodies to which the State has delegated its 
condemnation authority.  This eminent domain power may take the form of “quick-
take” authority where the empowered governmental entity takes physical possession 
of the property for public need and necessity and pays the landowner later based on 
a Federal or State court determination.


c.    Inverse Condemnation:  When a statute, regulation, ordinance, or decision of a 
governmental authority restricts to some degree one of the traditional rights of a 
property owner and there is no compensation to the landowner by the governing 
authority, the result may be an “inverse condemnation” or “regulatory taking.”  
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Inverse condemnation suits against the Federal Government are brought under 
the Tucker Act (28 U.S.C. 1491).47   The Tucker Act allows suits against the 
United States based on the Constitution or any act of Congress or any other 
regulation of an executive department or on any express or implied contract 
with the United States.  Individual States may also allow the filing of inverse 
condemnation suits in State courts where such jurisdiction is conferred by the 
State constitution.


When an action for inverse condemnation occurs, courts have generally upheld the 
constitutionality of land use control, including techniques such as community general 
planning that are embodied in a duly adopted and approved plan .  


Traditional implementing regulations included zoning; subdivision; and public 
health, safety, and building codes for the protection of the public health, safety, and 
welfare.


The jurisprudence surrounding takings legislation, including inverse condemnation 
actions, is beyond the scope of this Guide. 48  However, it is incumbent on local 
planners to ensure that local planning be conducted with all procedural due process 
guarantees in place.  


Planners must be particularly mindful of the potential legal impact of their actions 
if there is an allegation that property has been rendered economically valueless.49   
There are four guiding principles for planners to keep in mind when placing 
restrictions on the use of and access to private property. 


Guiding Principles:


 1.  There must be a demonstrated public justification for the restriction


 2 .  The objective must be a legitimate use of police powers


 3 .  The means must be reasonable to accomplish the ends


 4 .  The means must not be unduly oppressive on the individual .
  


Related Case Law:  The Supreme Court in Agins v . City of Tiburon50  held that a 
land use regulation does not effect a taking if it “substantially advance[s] legitimate 
state interests and does not ‘deny’ an owner economically viable use of his 
land.”51  Federal and State courts uniformly have held that a per se taking occurs 
if the regulation denies the owner all economical viable use of the land, unless the 
regulation is preventing an established common law nuisance.52  If the landowner 
has not been denied all economically viable use, the court returns to a balancing of 
interest as presented in Penn Central Transportation Co . v . New York City.53 
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Repeatedly, the Supreme Court has emphasized that no “set formula” exists for determining 
when “justice and fairness” require that economic injuries caused by public action be 
compensated by the government, rather than remain disproportionately concentrated on a 
few persons .54


Relevancy to This Practical Guide:  One of the aims of the AICUZ-type programs 
is to guide local land use decisions that ultimately will be compatible with the 
sustaining military mission. 


Through the AICUZ-type programs, DoD attempts to influence local officials and 
presiding bodies to adopt by ordinance, rule, or regulation some or all of the land use 
recommendations contained in the AICUZ study .  Such action will help to stop or delay 
encroachment or incompatible land use activity into areas where there is a significant risk 
of accidents and/or where noise levels are high (see Part V) .


Conclusion
The Nation’s defense and the protection of the public’s general health, safety, and welfare 
are legitimate roles for local, State, and the Federal governments.  This is identified in 
the Constitution, federal laws and regulations, Executive Orders, agency policies and 
guidelines, and through congressional appropriations.  The responsibility falls on State 
and local governments to exercise prudence and sound judgment in conducting land use 
planning and zoning under their “police powers.”


Part V presents established local planning and zoning principles and practices that 
collectively may contribute to a toolkit for compatible land use development in the vicinity 
of national defense installations.  They are the day-to-day tools employed by local city and 
county planning departments to support compatible development of all types and promote 
the orderly emergence of compatible human development patterns. Military installations 
have a place in society and are major contributors to the economic health and well-being  
of a community.  They also are indispensable to our national security. 
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ENDNOTES


1  42 U.S.C. §§ 4321 et seq ., available at:  http://www.fsa.usda.gov/dafp/cepd/epb/statutes/NEPAStatute.
pdf.


2  Department of Defense Instruction (DoDI) Number 3030.3, available at:  http://www.dtic.mil/whs/
directives/corres/html2/i30303x.htm.


3  The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) receives its authority from 10 U.S.C. 2391(b)(1)(D);  OEA 
is the Department of Defense’s primary source for assisting communities that are adversely impacted 
by Defense program changes, including base closures or realignments, base expansions, and contract or 
program cancellations. To assist affected communities, OEA manages and directs the Defense Economic 
Adjustment Program, and coordinates the involvement of other Federal agencies.  Also available at:  
http://www.oea.gov/oeaweb.nsf/Profile?OpenForm.


4  DoD Instruction (DoDI) 3030.3 established within the Office of the Secretary of Defense the Land 
Use Inter-Service Working Group (LUIWG).  The LUIWG is chaired and supported by the Office of 
Economic Adjustment.  Participating DoD components include the Military Departments, the Army 
and Air National Guards Bureau Headquarters, and various Service and OSD components.  This is an 
interdisciplinary working group of professionals assigned to coordinate land use compatibility programs 
within the DoD that are designed to protect and sustain the operational utility of military installations and 
protect the public health, safety, and welfare.


5  32 C.F.R. § 256.1(a), available at: http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_98/32cfr256_98.html  
and DoD Instruction 4165.57, Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) (1977); U.S. Navy, 
Operational Naval Instruction (OPNAVINST) 11010.36B AICUZ (2002); Air Force Instruction 327063 
(2002); and the DoD Sustainable Range Operations Program (DoDD 3200.15, Jan 10, 2003.


6  Army Regulation 200-1 Environmental Protection and Enhancement (2005).


7  Range Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (RAICUZ) program (OPNAVINST/MCO 3550).


8  10 U.S.C. §§ 2684a and 2694a. 


9  The discussion in this section is largely taken from Howard, Needles, Tammen, and Bergendoff in 
Association with Freilich, Leitner, Carlisle and Shortlidge, Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 
– Program Evaluation and Assessment (prepared by Naval Facilities Engineering Command, July 1992; 
updated to reflect interpretations that are more recent and case law).


10  49 U.S.C. § 40103, available at: http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.cgi?dbname=browse_
usc&docid=Cite:+49USC40103.


Note: Section 11.08.020 Compliance with Federal Aviation Act and Federal Aviation Regulations, 
available at:  http://www.ci.lake-havasu-city.az.us/Lake_Havasu_City/Title_11/08/020.html. 


 A.  The Federal Aviation Act of 1958 authorizes the Administrator of the Federal Aviation 
 Administration to prescribe air traffic rules and regulations governing the flight of aircraft.   
 The Federal Aviation Regulations promulgated by the Administrator cover all flights on or in  
 the vicinity of the airport.


B.  Aircraft operators, pilots, airmen, and other users of the airport are required to be familiar  
 with and comply with the Federal Aviation Regulations, and, in particular, Part 91, General 
 Operating and Flight Rules, of said regulations.
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C.  All aeronautical activities at the airport and all flying of aircraft departing from or arriving  
 at said airport shall be conducted in conformity with the Federal Aviation Regulations  
 (Ord. 91-347 [part], 1991)


11  49 U.S.C. § 40103(a)(1),  available at:  http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.
cgi?dbname=browse_usc&docid=Cite:+49USC40103.


12  Allegheny Airlines, Inc . v . The Village of Cedarhurst, 238 F.2d. 812 (2d Cir. 1956).


13  City of Burbank v . Lockheed Air Terminal, Inc ., 411 U.S. 624 (1973).


14  49 U.S.C. § 47523 through § 47528, available at:  http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.
cgi?dbname=browse_usc&docid=Cite:+49USC47524.


15  49 U.S.C. § 40103(a)(2), available at:  http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.
cgi?dbname=browse_usc&docid=Cite:+49USC40103.


16  328 U.S. 256 (1946).


17  49 U.S.C.  § 40102(30), available at:  http://frwebgate.access.gpo.gov/cgi-bin/getdoc.
cgi?dbname=browse_usc&docid=Cite:+49USC40102.


18  160 Ct. Cl. 295, 311 F.2d 798, 801 (1963). 


19  Id . at 801. 


20  Branning v . United States, 654 F.2d 88 (Ct. Cl. 1981).  The vital factor in this case was that the 
overflights (at 600 AGL) by Marine Corps aircraft, designed to practice carrier takeoffs and landings, 
occurred with the planes’ noses up, tails down, and near maximum power in “unvarying loops” over 
the plaintiff’s land.  The noise generated from the flights made construction of single-family homes 
economically unviable.  The overflights occurred over the plaintiff’s land because alternative locations 
were determined to be even more objectionable.  According to the court, the plaintiff was “consciously 
singled out or selected to bear a burden which defendant also consciously elected not to impose on others 
. . . .  This is a classic statement of a taking situation.”  Id . at 90. 


21  1 Ct. Cl. 102, 554 F. Supp. 1262 (1983). 


22  11 Ct. Cl. 352 (1986).  


23  In 1963, the Court of Claims formally announced the so-called “500-Foot Rule” in the case of 
Aaron v . United States 160 Ct. Cl. 295, 311 F.2d 798, 801 (1963). The “500-Foot Rule” provides 
that overflights having an altitude of 500 feet or more above ground level are not compensable because 
flights above 500 feet enjoy a right of free passage without liability to the property owners below. The 
court acknowledged that aircraft flights within the navigable airspace (500 feet and above) could generate 
damage so severe as to amount to a practical destruction or a substantial impairment of a person’s 
property. In such case, the court said it “would then have to consider whether the relevant statutes and 
regulations violated the property owner’s constitutional rights” 311 F.2d at 801. Thus, the United States 
is normally protected by the “500-Foot Rule” and is not liable for taking private property as long as the 
aircraft do not penetrate airspace at an altitude less than 500 feet above ground level.
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Except for one case, Branning v . United States, 654 F.2d 88 (1981), all decisions by the Court of Claims 
where compensation was granted to landowners involved cases in which overflights by Government 
aircraft occurred at altitudes of 500 feet or less. In Hero Lands Co . v . United States, 1 Ct. Cl. 102, 554 
F.Supp. 1262 (1983), the court cited Branning but distinguished, holding that the record did not disclose 
any sort of “peculiar facts” on which the Branning decision had been based. The court reasserted the 
general rule, that the United States is not liable for taking as a result of aircraft overflights in excess of 
500 feet above ground level. See also Stephens v . United States, 11 Ct. Cl. 352 (1986).


24 49 U.S.C. § 47501 et al., available at:  http://www.netvista.net/%7Ehpb/usc475-1.html.  


25 49 U.S.C. § 47503 and § 47506, Also available at  http://www.netvista.net/%7Ehpb/usc475-1.html.


26 32 CFR 256.1(a) and DoD Instruction (DoDI) 4165.57, available at: http://www.dtic.mil/whs/
directives/corres/text/i416557p.txt .


27 The Chief of Naval Operations issued a new Instruction (OPNAVINST 11010.36B) in 2002.  Its 
purpose is to a guide Navy and Marine Corps military aircraft operations and identify the impact such 
operations may have on surrounding communities.  Its internal guidelines are contained in military 
instructions.  The Air Force has complementary guidance closely coordinated with the Navy’s guidance 
(AF Instruction (AFI) 327063 (2002)).


28 Note:  Originally, the FICAN was referred to as the Federal Interagency Committee on Urban Noise 
(FICUN) (1980).  Later it became known as the Federal Interagency Committed on Noise (FICON) 
that published a 1992 report adopting land use guidelines.  The committee is now called FICAN and is 
chaired by a representative from the DoD.


29  Chief of Naval Operational Instruction (OPNAVINST) 5090.1 or MCO P11000.8 (NOTAL).
 
30  42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq ., available at  http://www.washingtonwatchdog.org/documents/usc/ttl42/
ch55/sec4321.html.  NEPA requires all Federal agencies to “include in every recommendation or report 
on proposals for legislation and other major federal actions significantly affecting the quality of the 
human environment, a detailed statement by the responsible official on . . . (i) The environmental impact 
of proposed action . . . .” Id. at § 4332 (c).


31   16 U.S.C. § 1452 et seq ., available at:  http://www.nerrs.noaa.gov/Legislation/306A.html.


32   Pub. L. 104-150, § 1, June 3, 1996, 110 Stat. 1380 (codified in of 16 U.S.C. § 1454 et seq.). 
available at:  http://www.washingtonwatchdog.org/documents/usc/ttl16/ch33/sec1451.htmlSec. 1451. 
Congressional findings.


33  Id . at § 1456(c).


34  Id . at § 1456(c)(1)(B). 
  


35  Sikes Act, 16 U.S.C. 670.  A comprehensive description of an INRMP and DoD, available at:
 https://www.denix.osd.mil/denix/Public/ES-Programs/Conservation/Laws/Sikes/Misc/summary.html.


36   213 Ct. Cl. 362, 552 F.2d 337 (1977).
 


37   28 U.S.C. § 1491, available at:  http://www.washingtonwatchdog.org/documents/usc/ttl28/ptIV/ch91/
sec1491.html
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38  21 Ct. Cl. 337 (1990). 


39   Id . at 362. 


40  213 Ct. Cl. 362, 552 F. 2d 337 (1977). 


41  5 Ct. Cl. 88, 90 (1984). 


42 See Chester Cox, Jr ., et al. v. City of Wichita Falls, Texas, and the United States, No. 99-11249 (5th Cir. 
2001) (affirming an unpublished decision). 


43  Brief for Appellees, Chester Cox, Jr . v . City of Wichita Falls, Texas and the United States, No. 01-62 
(U.S.), available at: http://www.usdoj.gov/osg/briefs/2001/0responses/2001-0062.resp.pdf. 


44  Id . at p. 13. 


45  Id . at p. 13. 


46 Tom Daniels, When City and Country Collide – Managing Growth in the Metropolitan Fringe  
(Washington, DC:  Island Press, 1999) p. 79. 


47   28 U.S.C. § 1491, available at : http://assembler.law.cornell.edu/uscode/html/uscode28/usc_sec_
28_00001491----000-.html  US CODE: Title 28,1491. Claims against United States generally; actions 
involving Tennessee Valley Authority. 


48   For more information about recent court decisions in this field, see American Bar Association, Hot 
Topics in Land Use Law – From the Comprehensive Plan to the Del Monte Dunes 16 (Patricia E. Salkin 
& Robert H. Freilich, eds., 2000). 


49  A taking unquestionably occurs when an entity clothed with the power of eminent domain substantially 
deprives a property owner of the use and enjoyment of that property. See Fowler, No. 99SC304, slip op. at 
11; City of Northglenn v . Grynberg, 846 P.2d 175, 178 (Colo. 1993). 


A regulation or action that renders a piece of property economically valueless may result in a per se 
regulatory taking.  See Lucas v . South Carolina Coastal Council, 505 U.S. 1003 (1992).   There is no 
taking, however, where the Government implements a land use regulation that “substantially advances 
legitimate state interests” and does not “deny an owner economically viable use of his land.” Nollan, 483 
U.S. at 834, 107 S.Ct. at 3147, 97 L. Ed. 2d at 687 (quoting Agins v . Tiburon, 447 U.S. 255, 260, 65 L. Ed. 
2d 106, 112, 100 S. Ct. 2138, 2142 (1980)). 


50  447 U.S. 255 (1980). 


51  For more information on takings case law, see American Bar Association,  “Hot Topics in Land Use 
Law – from the Comprehensive Plan to the Del Monte Dunes” 16 (Patricia E. Salkin and Robert H. 
Freilich, eds., (2000)). 


52  See Lucas, supra note 50.  See also De Tom Enterprises, Inc . v . United States. 213 Ct. Cl. 362, 552 
F.2d 337 (1977) and Nollan (107 S.Ct. 3141 (1987)): 


53  438 U.S. 104 (1978). 


54  See Penn Central 438 U.S. 104; Goldblatt v . Town of Hempstead, 369 U.S. 590 (1962).
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PART V


The Toolkit


When the policies of a local government are supported by a careful and 


deliberative study of existing and emerging land use patterns, government 


will be better equipped to make informed decisions concerning compatible 


land use activity near an active military installation .
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INTRODUCTION


A .  Laying the Foundation
Parts II, III, and IV covered the local, State, and Federal governments’ roles in community 
land use planning and civilian development near military installations based on their 
respective legal authorities to plan and to regulate the public and private use of land. 
Part V presents this Practical Guide’s “Toolkit” of applicable planning strategies and 
supporting land use regulations drawn from contemporary planning and legal literature, 
military training and readiness guidance, case studies, the policies and practices of State 
and local governments, and relevant State and local regulatory codes.  


1. Land Use Compatibility and Military Installations:  Promoting compatible 
development near military installations is the purpose of this Practical Guide .  Local 
comprehensive land use planning and complementing land use regulations are the strategies 
available to local government to address urban growth and land use compatibility issues, 
whether the issues involve the military, the community, neighbors, or a combination of all 
three.  


The planning process identifies community goals and objectives, policies, and strategies 
to balance differing objectives among interest groups and individuals.  It relies on public 
forums, due process, and careful public deliberation to arrive at a consensus-based, 
long-range (10–15 years) plan for a community’s future.  It sets forth how and where a 
community will grow, develop, and prosper.  


The comprehensive/general plan is more than mere public conjecturing and wild guessing 
on the part of local government .  It embraces a process of consensus-based discovery 
affording opportunity to Weigh a variety of factors, conditions, and variables that assist in 
establishing a community-based policy framework for dealing with a community’s future . 


There are many planning implementation techniques and tools available to local 
government.  The key is wisely applying applicable tools in a constructive manner 
recognizing there are disparate goals and objectives represented by a constellation of 
special interests.  


The planning processes and tools presented in Part V have direct application to resolving 
short- and long-term encroachment issues that may negatively affect the training and 
readiness operations of a military installation and, ultimately, the defense of this Nation. 


2. The Land Use Plan as the Primary Planning Tool:  A comprehensive/general 
plan (also known in some jurisdictions as simply the plan), once adopted by a planning 
commission and approved by the local legislative body, becomes the framework and 
guideposts for achieving local government’s development polices and expectations over 
time.  


Promoting 
compatilbe 
development 
near military 
installations is 
the purpose of 
this Practical 
Guide
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The plan sets the local government’s development goals, objectives, policies, and strategies 
that comprise the legal and policy framework by which a local governing body justifies the 
fair and balanced application of land use regulatory tools in the public interest. 


3. Land Use Regulations:  Even though local government plans and land use regulations 
are administered under separate legislative processes, they are mutually interdependent and 
complementary.  The plan’s goals and objectives cannot be realized outside a regulatory 
framework.  A comprehensive regulatory structure is the key to a successful encroachment 
prevention strategy, whether it involves a military installation or civilian facilities, such as 
a commercial airport, rail facility, industrial plant, wastewater treatment plant, or an energy 
plant.
 
In some communities, the plan is considered a guide to future development, containing 
recommendations for the allocation of land use activities that are coordinated with the 
public infrastructure investments (e.g., streets and highways, parks, and schools). In 
other jurisdictions, it may be subject to a “consistency requirement,” where the plan and 
land use regulations must be synchronized so that, for instance, there must be a plan 
amendment before there can be a land use classification change inconsistent with the plan’s 
recommendations.


For example, following adoption of the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan by the Solano 
County Airport Planning Commission, the City of Fairfield, California, amended its general 
plan to be consistent with the Airport Land Use Compatibility Plan.


Subsequently, Fairfield voters approved a ballot initiative that requires voter approval for 
any future developments proposed on thousands of acres of land around the Travis AFB 
within the defined “Area of Influence” (AOI) that may be inconsistent with the adopted 
general plan. This referendum measure remains in effect until the year 2020.  It effectively 
prevents the local government from making any changes to their general plan in the Travis 
AFB AOI that would be inconsistent with the current general plan without voter approval.


Other States do not have a consistency requirement; the two processes can function 
independently and often do.


When a local government’s policies are supported by a careful and deliberative study 
of existing and emerging land use patterns, it will be better equipped to make informed 
decisions concerning compatible land use activity near an active military installation .


4. Encroachment Is Not One-Sided:  Just as the military has publicly stated that the 
encroachment of incompatible civilian land use activities near a military installation can 
threaten mission capabilities; so also have neighboring community leaders and residents 
publicly stated that the encroachment of the military can threaten their “quality of life,” 
create excessive noise, and negatively affect property values. 


The plan’s goals 
and objectives 
cannot be 
realized outside 
a regulatory 
framework


A 
comprehensive/
general plan 
(the plan) is 
only as good as 
the available 
and legally 
sustainable 
implementing 
strategies (tools)
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a. The Military’s Side:  At one time, military bases, except for ports, were located in 
out-of- the-way places both for security reasons and so that troops had room to train 
and to maneuver.  Commerce, industry, and human settlements quickly followed, 
choosing to locate in close proximity to an installation.  There was recognition that 
military bases were economic engines largely supporting many local economies.  
They provide jobs and the purchase of local goods and services.  In exchange, the 
community prospers.  


Local regions and States also benefit economically from the presence of the 
military.   In contrast, remote military testing and training ranges normally do not 
have the same complement of personnel or the infrastructure and, thus, produce 
little in terms of direct expenditures to enhance the local economic base.  


However, the importance of a testing and training range goes beyond the local 
economy.  It involves a region of military influence that can and does affect a 
State’s economy.  


Ranges are under the command of assigned military installations.  They are 
necessary to support the main installation’s operational mission and meet DoD 
training and readiness requirements.


Military installations are dependent upon associated ranges for weapons testing, 
proficiency, and readiness training.  It is this connectivity between a training range 
and its host operating base that elevates the importance of a test and training range 
to a State and regional economy.


For example, in the State of Arizona there are three major military air bases 
— Luke and Davis-Monthan AFBs and Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Yuma.  
These three air bases are connected by military air corridors or routes often referred 
to as “Military Training Routes” (MTRs) that connect test and training ranges (e.g., 
the Barry M. Goldwater Range Complex) and military restricted airspace located 
throughout the State to the home operational base.  MTRs are highways in the sky 
used by military aircraft to practice high- and low-altitude training exercises while 
en route to an assigned restricted military airspace over an operational range.


The economic significance of the military presence to a State should be considered 
in the context of a regional system of operational home base connectivity to training 
and operational ranges with restricted airspace via MTRs.  


In 2004, total direct DoD expenditures to support military installations nationwide 
amounted to over $346 billion in personnel, contracts, and DoD grants.  In 2004, 
Arizona was the recipient of over $11.1 billion2 in direct DoD expenditures.  
California, with the greatest number of military bases and ranges, is the largest 
recipient among all the States, with over $ 42.3 billion in DoD direct expenditures 
(2004).3  None of these expenditures takes into account secondary economic effects 
on State, regional, and local communities.
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b. The Community’s Side:  For many years, the military and the civilian communities 
harmoniously shared the same geographic space.  However, as the military grew, 
modernized, and expanded, it took on louder and more dangerous missions.  Aircraft 
became noisier, artillery grew bigger, and armored vehicles heavier — all producing 
noise, vibration, dust, smoke, and the potential for accidents that could occur on 
or off a military base or range.  At the same time, community development was 
spreading across the landscape approaching and, in some instances, surrounding a 
military installation.  


The Naval Air Station (NAS) Oceana in Virginia Beach, Virginia, often is cited as a 
prime example of significant urban encroachment, as are Nellis AFB in Las Vegas, 
Nevada, and Fort Hood, Texas.


As communities grew and prospered, residents discovered that they were no longer 
immune from the growing effects of the military’s presence.  In some locations the 
nightly roar of military aircraft taking off from a nearby airfield or a supersonic jet 
flying at low altitude, the sound of artillery firing in the middle of the night from a 
close-by range, or the staccato popping sounds from low-flying helicopters became 
unnerving.


It is not surprising that civilian complaints have grown in proportion to the growth 
and modernization of military operations in the face of urban sprawl.  The two 
forces are bound to collide based simply on economic synergism.


In a planning context (e.g., urban, suburban, exurban, and rural),4 as the military 
expanded operations and grew in numbers of personnel, the nearby population 
also grew, largely attracted by the presence and growth of the military.  As civilian 
developments chose to locate in closer proximity to military installations, they 
became exposed to noise and potential nuisance from expanding military operations.


When complaints mounted, demands to curtail or even cease day and nighttime 
operations increased.  DoD, not immune from civil actions seeking relief, embarked 
on the Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) program in the early 
1970s to inform residents and businesses in advance about the nature of its daily 
flight operations, type of aircraft flown, and the impact of the operations on the 
neighboring community.5


When civilian neighborhoods crowd around active military bases, airfields, and test 
and training ranges, the potential incompatibilities are magnified.  DoD, through 
its AICUZ-type programs, identifies land use categories that are compatible and 
incompatible with military operations.  The defining metrics are high noise levels 
generated from daily military operations of all types and the potential for accidents 
on or off base due to aircraft or errant ordinance.  The data are based on a history of 
accidents in relation to a military activity.
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Growth and economic development attract people and land use activities, including 
residential, hotels, conference centers, schools, places of worship, and shopping 
malls where people congregate.  The closer a development locates near a military 
airfield runway or in a generalized sense a training range, the greater the exposure 
to the potential for noise impact and possible accident.


Over the past 30 years, DoD consistently has recommended compatible land use 
activities near and around military installations based on the findings of AICUZ and 
the Operational Noise Management Program (ONMP) and the recently established 
Range Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (RAICUZ) program reports.  The 
purpose is to both protect the military mission and public health and safety. 


B .  The Land Use Planning Framework
Strategy:  The key to regulating the use of the land for the public good and in the 
interest of protecting the public health and safety is legitimacy of purpose; diligent 
study; due process; an adopted public plan; and the exercise of wise, fair, and informed 
decision making in the public interest .


This planning framework and overall construct are organized around four strategies: (1) 
to organize, (2) to plan, (3) to implement, and (4) to monitor.  The local comprehensive/
general plan represents the framework and legal basis to achieve community goals and 
objectives by uniformly applying local government policies and procedures and planning 
strategies and implementing land use regulations in an effective, fair, and fiscally sound 
manner. 
 
1. The Framework:  The compatible land use planning framework as presented here 
represents a road map that local governments may follow in support of compatible land 
use planning and management near military installations.  The goal is to maximize 
the economic benefits of the military’s presence to State and local governments while 
protecting residents from the spillover effects associated with nearby military operations. 


Strategy:  The steps in implementing a strategic approach to compatible land use 
planning near military installations are organize, plan, implement, and monitor .


a .  Organize:  The first steps in establishing a working collaborative relationship 
between the local jurisdiction and the military installation command are to: 


• Organize around the compatibility issues to be addressed;  


• Assess the issues and identify the available resources, community leadership, and 
planning programs that can respond;  


• Formalize in writing or by a verbal understanding, sealed by a handshake if need 
be, the form of the compatible land use planning partnership; 


• Appoint a joint policy advisory committee consisting of all stakeholders to address 
the compatible land use issues;
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• Select the policy committee members from among the jurisdiction’s elected 
leadership, the military base command and staff, local government management, 
affected citizens, chambers of commerce, home builders, real estate interests, and 
the like; and


• Establish a technical staff working group from local planning and administrative 
support staff to provide technical support to the policy committee; and


• Seek out Federal or State funding assistance, if available .V
  


Figure V-1 presents a typical organizational structure of a “joint policy advisory committee” 
structure to guide the compatible land use planning process.   It is based on the Joint Land 
Use Study (JLUS) Program supported by the Defense Office of Economic Adjustment. 


Figure V-1
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b .  Plan:  Begin a joint compatibility planning and discovery processes by:


• Conducting public meetings or open houses to help the committees understand the 
nature and extent of the encroachment issue(s) confronting the nearby community 
and the military installation (always, it is a two-way street);  


• Developing a work program to address the issue(s);


• Assembling resources and technical advisors and commencing a collaborative joint 
land use planning process; 
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• Identifying the community’s strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats 
(SWOT Analysis) as a basis for issue(s) identification and formulation of planning 
goals, objectives, and probable actions; 


• Applying the planning process and using the policy advisory committee structure as 
the forum to deliberate and reconcile issue(s) and to develop a plan of action;


• Readily sharing information, conducting focus group meetings; holding public 


hearings as necessary to accomplish the goal; and 


• Preparing and finalizing the joint land use compatibility plans including 
recommendations for action by all participants .


Figure V-2


Final JLUS Products


Four Typical JLUS


c .   Implement:  This is the most difficult stage in the process.  A joint compatible land 
use study/plan by itself will not resolve civilian or military encroachment issues.  
The recommendations put forward in the plan/study need to be formalized and 
accepted by the affected governing bodies and by the military by: 


 
• Incorporating the compatible land use plan recommendations into the local 


government’s comprehensive/general plan;


• Formalizing a Memorandum of Agreement (MOA) on how the military will conduct 
its operations, recognizing the positives and the necessary negatives for new 
development (Appendix 7 .4);


• Adopting and implementing land use regulations, including updates to the local 
zoning code, the official adopted zoning map, and other implementation strategies; 
and







V-10


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


• Identifying opportunities for compatible land use partnering to secure less than fee-
simple interest in critical areas through acquisition of select development rights . 


d .   Monitor Results:  For any encroachment plan to succeed, continuous monitoring 
and collaboration between the military command and the surrounding communities 
is important for no other reason than to deal with changing circumstances, issues, 
and objectives of stakeholder interests. 


2.   The Land Use Planning Construct:  The wise application of planning principles and 
practices is the key to implementing a smart growth strategy and promoting compatible land 
use in a consistent and balanced manner.  Parts II through IV of this Practical Guide laidout 
the constitutional and legal framework for Government intervention in the conduct of public 
and private land use decision making.


Land use planning and zoning are the means by which local government may guide, 
direct, regulate, enforce, and encourage community growth and development.  It is broadly 
accepted based on its grassroots appeal and the idea that a community can guide and 
determine its future by the wise application of State-delegated police powers.  Absent 
these tools, a community cannot execute public land use policy in a coherent manner nor 
can it make sound financial decisions regarding the provision of public services.  Land use 
planning is basic to community order, growth, and sustainability.


The balance of Part V is devoted to identifying those land use planning tools that may have 
a direct bearing on the issue of compatible land use near military installations.  Following 
each table is an expanded discussion of each tool and its application to encroachment 
prevention through smart planning at the local government level.


3. This Toolkit: The Toolkit is organized around six land use planning and regulatory 
subject areas.  Each subject area is introduced by a table outlining the planning tools that are 
discussed subsequently:


• Compatible Land Use Planning (Table V-1);


• Land Use Regulations (Table V-2);


• Land Subdivision Regulations (Table V-3);


• Building and Structural Codes (Table V-4);


• The Development Review Process (Table V-5); and


• Local Administrative Actions (Table V-6).


Each subject area presents a new stage in the land development process.  Each subject 
area identifies a cluster of planning tools and actions that can be taken either by a State or 
local government or by a military installation to promote compatible land use patterns near 
military installations while protecting property values and the local tax base.  


Land use 
planning is basic 
to community 
order, 
growth, and 
sustainability
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The subject areas are presented as Sections C through H.  Each section addresses those 
land use planning tools that can best promote compatible land use activities near military 
installations.  If properly implemented in the context of an adopted and approved 
comprehensive/general plan framework, a higher degree of land use compatibility should 
be achievable.


C .  Compatible Land Use Planning
The community comprehensive/general plan, once adopted by a local planning 
commission and approved by the local legislative body (city/county council, board of 
county commissioners, alderman, etc.), becomes the local jurisdiction’s official policy 
statement for the orderly physical, social, and economic development of a community.  For 
the purposes of this Practical Guide, it represents the starting point for identifying and 
promoting compatible civilian development near a military installation. 


Table V-1 


Compatible Land Use Planning 


Strategies & Tools
Implementing 


Authorities
Relationship to 
Encroachment


Land Use Planning 


Construct 


State and local 
government


The Plan represents 
the goals, objectives, 
and aspirations of 
local government 
(govt .) in the interest 
of protecting the public 
health, safety, and 
welfare .


This is the most important strategy 
in an encroachment prevention 
toolkit.  The plan is the defining 
element of any local encroachment 
strategy .  It is the glue binding a 
community’s actions with a coherent 
statement of public policy having the 
force and effect of law .


DoD Support to State 


and Local Government


			•	Military 


       Department’s


       AICUZ Programs


DoD encroachment 
programs are produced 
by the Military 
Services for use by 
local government in 
understanding the 
training and readiness 
mission requirements .


The AICUZ program is the DoD 
defining statement regarding the 
impact of DoD missions on the 
surrounding community .  It provides 
invaluable information that could 
assist local government in reaching 
informed consent regarding the 
appropriate allocation of compatible 
land use relative to the military’s 
sustaining missions . The programs 
are intended to support local 
government community land use 
planning programs and processes 
by providing scientifically based 
technical information  on military 
activities .
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			•	Office of  


       Economic 


       Adjustment (OEA) 


       Joint Land Use 


       Study (JLUS)  


       Grant Program


State and local govt .


This program provides 
technical and financial 
assistance to State and 
local govt . to develop 
compatible land use 
plans based on DoD 
AICUZ programs .  


This program financially supports a 
community-based land use planning 
process, funded by the DoD Office 
of Economic Adjustment through 
a planning assistance grant .  
The program promotes effective 
compatible land use planning near 
a military installation and helps 
set the local govt’s legislative 
framework and action agenda to 
revise, as required, the community’s 
plan, including supporting land use 
regulations .


			•	DoD Conservation 


       Partnering  


       Authority


State and 
local govt . and 
conservation-based 
nongovernmental 
organizations (NGOs)


This authority (10 
U .S .C . § 2684a) 
encourages Military 
Departments to partner 
with State and local 
govt . and conservation-
based NGOs to acquire 
interests in property 
surrounding a military 
installation that, 
if developed in an 
incompatible manner, 
could seriously affect 
the  military’s mission .


Military installations are 
increasingly being called upon to 
not only train and equip soldiers 
for combat, but to be stewards 
of critical natural habitat and 
protectors of endangered species .  
This is a role that the military gladly 
accepts and provides for in its 
annual operating budgets .  


In 2002, Congress authorized the 
DoD to enter into conservation 
partnering agreements that support 
conservation, protect endangered 
species and habitat, and prevent 
incompatible development that 
could compromise the mission of a 
military installation .


State Govt. Programs


			•	Legislative 


       Initiatives


State govt .


State legislatures 
may choose to pass 
legislation to require, 
by local planning 
statute, compatible 
land use plans that 
support the readiness 
missions of a nearby 
military installation .


State legislatures increasingly 
are recognizing the vulnerability 
of the military readiness training 
mission to civilian encroachment 
and have taken steps to require that 
local comprehensive/general plan 
updates include a new plan element 
devoted exclusively to the sustaining 
presence of the military .  
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			•	State Planning 


       Authority


State govt .


The powers to conduct 
planning and zoning 
and to regulate the 
use and occupancy of 
land are based on State 
enabling legislation 
or statute authorizing 
local govt . to develop 
comprehensive/general 
plans .


With this authority come a number 
of state-sponsored initiatives that 
can support a local govt’s efforts 
to institute compatible land use 
planning and regulatory programs 
that contribute to the sustainability 
of local military readiness missions .


The executive branch of State 
govt. has the ability to influence 
development decisions at the local 
level through the smart growth 
initiatives that support the local 
comprehensive/general plan and the 
military presence . 


			•	Regions of Military 


       Influence (RMI)


State, regional and 
local govt .


The recognition of the 
regional and statewide 
impacts of the presence 
of a consortium of 
integrated military 
installations that 
support both the 
national defense 
mission and the 
prosperity of State and 
regional governance .


The designation of an RMI by 
the State or regional entity can 
bring with it the recognition of the 
importance and critical economic 
influence of the statewide military 
presence to the host State .


This is a regional planning construct 
intended to elevate above the local 
planning level the significance of the 
presence of the military to the State .  
The RMI is a precursor to and 
recognition of the criticality to State 
and local govt . interests .


			•	Areas of Critical  


      State/Local  


      Concern and  


      Interest


State or local govt .
This is an authority 
available to a number 
of states and can be 
adopted by others 
to recognize the 
importance of the 
presence of the DoD 
to State and local 
economies and to 
national defense .  


This authority represents an 
important encroachment prevention 
strategy that can be instituted at the 
State govt . level .  


The formal recognition of the 
military presence in a State general 
plan as an “area of critical State 
concern” can be significant and 
can require special State and local 
compatible development initiatives 
near military installations . The 
National Governors Association 
(NGA) has identified this tool as one 
of a series of best practices .
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•	State Capital  


   Expenditures in  


   Local Improvement  


   Programs.


Office of the Governor


The executive branch 
of State govt . has the 
authority to direct 
where and when State 
capital expenditures 
are to be made for 
such things as highway 
construction projects, 
and other public works 
projects .


The powers to plan, if not leverage, 
State capital investments are an 
important encroachment prevention 
strategy .  State capital investments 
in public works projects can, and 
most often will, attract and support 
increased economic development 
activity and growth .  When 
considering a State capital budget, 
the executive branch should take 
into consideration the impacts of 
their financial decisions on military 
readiness .


•	State Mandates and 


   State Funding  


State legislatures


When a State mandates 
that local govt . take 
on new, previously 
unfunded programs, 
such as a plan 
element devoted to the 
military’s presence 
in the State, it should 
provide the financial 
support to relieve local 
govt . of the added 
fiscal burden. 


When a State mandates or enables 
local government to initiate 
programs aimed at supporting 
the sustainability of the military 
presence in the State, the State 
legislature should provide the 
financial wherewithal and support 
to local govt .  There are Federal 
programs, such as the OEA Joint 
Land Use Study Grant Program, 
that may assist in this regard .


Local Government 


Programs


•	The Local  


   Comprehensive or  


   General Plan  


   (The Plan)


Local govt .


The plan is the legal 
process and the 
means whereby local 
govt . can project 
and anticipate the 
future .  An adopted 
and approved plan 
with complementing 
goals, objectives, 
policies, and strategies 
(land use regulatory 
standards) is the 
primary instrument 
to ensure land use 
compatibility between 
the surrounding 
community and nearby 
military installations .


Provides policy guidance on the 
physical, social, and economic 
development of a community or sub-
area of a community and can legally 
support local land use development 
regulations and activities .


This is the most important and 
flexible encroachment prevention 
tool available to local govt .  It 
sets the policy framework to 
regulate and support present 
and future development through 
implementation of local land use 
regulations .
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•	Military Influence  


   Planning District  


   (MIPD):  


   The Designation of  


   a Special Public  


   Planning District for  


   Compatible Land  


   Use Planning  


   Purposes


Local planning 
commission and local 
governing body 


An established official 
planning area/district 
can provide the 
legislative purpose 
and justification 
for undertaking a 
joint compatible 
land use planning 
effort involving the 
community and 
neighboring military 
installation .


ANMIPD recognizes the importance 
of the military mission to the 
community .  It also recognizes that 
compatible land use planning will 
protect the public health, safety, and 
welfare and supports the military 
mission .


•	Military Influence  


   Overlay District  


   (MIOD):  


   Designation of a 


   Special Zoning  


   Overlay District


Local planning 
commission 
recommends and the 
local legislative body 
adopts through the 
local zoning code .


Gives local govt . 
additional standards 
and protections from 
excessive noise and/or 
accident potential in 
the MIOD .


An official designated zoning 
overlay district on the Official 
Adopted Zoning Map confers 
additional requirements over the 
use of land, density of population, 
structure heights, and requirements 
for indoor sound level reduction .


The MIOD is an effective tool 
available to local govt . to encourage 
compatible development while 
protecting the public health, safety, 
and welfare and the sustainability of 
the military mission .


•	Military Influence  


   Disclosure District  


   (MIDD):  


 


   Designation of Real  


   Estate Disclosure 


State/local govt ., 
depending on authority


Real estate disclosure 
is important for 
protecting prospective 
purchasers, sellers, 
and the broker from 
possible civil action .


This is one of the most important 
encroachment prevention strategies .  
It does not matter the issue to be 
addressed .  Prospective buyers of 
property should be made aware of 
all potential encumbrances on the 
land in order to make an informed 
decision .  


•	Development  


    Moratorium or  


    “Time-Out”  


    on Development  


    Application  


    Processing


Local govt .


This is a legal 
means to suspend 
acceptance and 
processing of zoning 
and development 
applications pending 
outcome of a study or 
plan .


A moratorium allows time for 
careful and deliberative study of 
encroachment issues .


This strategy can be effective 
in encroachment prevention by 
allowing a local govt . to call 
a “time-out” from processing 
adevelopment application until a 
planning study has been completed 
and land use guidance provided .
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1. The Department of Defense (DoD) Planning Programs:  The DoD mission is national 
defense.  The prevention of civilian encroachment near military installations and test and 
training ranges is a national defense priority.  The missions of State and local governments 
are the preservation and protection the public health, safety, and welfare and promoting the 
wise use and stewardship of land.  These are not mutually exclusive goals, provided both 
interests recognize the respective mission imperatives of the other. 


Five DoD programs are available to State and local government to support compatible 
land use and civilian development near military installations.  Typically, the Federal 
Government’s role is limited to providing technical information and financial support in 
the form of grants to encourage jurisdictions to adopt and implement local planning and 
programs to achieve compatible civilian development.7   


An objective of these DoD programs is to inform local government leaders, planning 
commissioners, zoning board members, and residents about the impacts of on- and off-base 
military operations.  They also can assist in implementing local land use plans that support 
the military presence and local economic development while protecting the nearby civilian 
population from exposure to excessive noise and/or accident potential. 
 
The applicable programs are:


a. Department of Defense (DoD) Compatible Use Zones Programs:8 In the early 
1970s, DoD acknowledged the potential impacts of its operations on areas outside 
the military installation fence line.  In 1973, the Navy initiated the AICUZ program.  
Shortly thereafter (1978), the Army initiated the Installation Compatible Use Zone 
(ICUZ) program (now known as the Operational Noise Management Program 
[ONMP]) for all active Army installations (including testing and training ranges) in 
the United States.  The program looks to both airfield operations and land noises in 
considering impacts on adjacent communities.


In 1998, the Navy and Marine Corps established the Range AICUZ programs.  
Today, these three programs provide land use guidelines for use by local 
governments based on accident potential and noise exposure data.  For the purpose 
of this discussion, the compatible land use programs of the Military Services will be 
referred to collectively as the AICUZ programs. 
  
An objective of the these DoD programs is to protect military operational 
capabilities by avoiding incompatible development to enable the installation to 
change or expand operations as required and coordinate the requirements of the 
military air and ground-based operations with neighboring civilian development 
planning goals, objectives, and policies.   The goal is to achieve compatible civilian 
land use patterns and activities in the vicinity of a military installation.  


The DoD 
mission is 
national defense
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Under these programs, the military services develop and provide scientifically 
based information on noise generated by arriving and departing military aircraft 
and military ground-based range training exercises to the local surrounding 
communities in the hope that the information will be incorporated into local 
community planning programs.  


The technical information contained in the studies include noise generated from 
military activities and the potential for accidents outside the perimeter of the 
military installation boundaries based on historic accident records.  These are not 
predictions of what can or will occur, but rather a historical record of accidents 
based on the preponderance of historic information and the most likely area where 
similar accidents could occur.  The AICUZ DoD program is implemented by each 
service through their respective guidelines (that can vary among services).  The 
information often is provided to the affected local jurisdiction pursuant to service 
guidelines.


The information is provided in map form, which shows noise and accident potential 
in a geographic and aerial context both on and off the military base.  Accompanying 
the map(s) is a technical report documenting the methodology used to develop 
the maps and land use activity that would be compatible with military operations.  
Figure V-3 dramatically illustrates the effects of civilian encroachment within 
both military accident potential zones (APZs) and high noise zones.  Within the 
clear zone (CZ), there should be no structures of any kind.  Agriculture is the 
recommended land use, with the exception that there should not be horticultural 
activities.  Generally, the military owns or controls the CZ.


Within the APZ-I, the DoD AICUZ program recommends no residential structures 
of any type, or schools, nursing homes, places of assembly, day-care centers, or the 
like.


Within the APZ-II zone, DoD’s land use recommendations suggest one to three 
dwelling units per acre on scattered lots.


The goal of the DoD AICUZ and similar programs is to help State and local governments 
anticipate, identify, and promote compatible land use and development near a military 
installation to protect the public health, safety, and welfare and take economic advantage of 
the presence of the military .  Local governments may adopt and implement all or part of the 
AICUZ recommended report . 
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Figure V-3
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There are two primary audiences for the AICUZ report:  the military service and the local 
civilian community leadership.


The Military Services and AICUZ:  AICUZ reports are produced by each of 
the respective military services.  They are based on sophisticated, computer-
based noise models, Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) land use guidelines, 
independent DoD research, DoD internal directives (DoDD) or instructions (DoDI), 
and community land use planning principles and practices.9   The local installation 
commander commissions the report to maximize the utility of the installation’s 
assets while reducing to the extent practicable off-site impacts and nuisances.  


Local Community Leadership:  Local community leadership can emanate from 
the State or from local governments, airport authorities, and/or local and regional 
planning commissions.  When the military service releases an AICUZ-type report 
for use by the public, military installation planners and range and traffic controllers 
are available to explain the technical information to the public and local community 
leaders, appear before a State or local decision-making body to provide testimony, 
and influence the decision makers.  
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Strategy: There is ample case law and DoD policy to support the proposition that a 
military base commander or subordinate may meet with and provide public testimony 
dealing with potential development applications and pending ordinance changes before 
local decision makers .10  In Cox v . United States, the court stated:


[T]the United States (and its Air Force), “like any other citizen or landowner, has the 
right to request local government to make zoning changes .  Therefore, it can participate 
in local land use proceeding like any other landowner or citizen who attempts to 
persuade the local legislative body to regulate land use in a manner which is consistent 
with the use of the land … The fact that these requests originated with recommendation 
in an AICUZ study does not render the act of making them unconstitutional .”11 


b. The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) and the JLUS Program: 12   In 
1985, Congress authorized a community planning assistance grant program to 
complement the AICUZ program.  The program provides technical and financial 
assistance directly to State or local governments to undertake community-planning 
programs to resolve present and future incompatible civilian encroachment conflicts 
and protect the military mission.  


It is a program to promote compatible community growth patterns near military 
installations by applying the local planning process to update the jurisdiction’s 
comprehensive/general plan and supporting land use regulations.  


The JLUS program relies on strong community planning and land use regulatory (zoning) 
capabilities to implement the AICUZ recommendations through the local community’s 
comprehensive planning programs .  The JLUS program is community controlled and 
directed . 


A JLUS is produced by and for the local jurisdiction(s).  It is a basic planning 
process designed to identify encroachment issues confronting both the civilian 
community and the military installation and to recommend strategies to address the 
issues in the context of the comprehensive/general plan of the community. 


The JLUS is conducted in a collaborative manner involving all stakeholders, 
including the local elected officials, planning commissions, local military 
base command staff, community business leaders, chambers of commerce, 
homebuilders, real estate interests, and affected residents.


The JLUS planning area or district is defined by the jurisdiction(s) conducting the 
JLUS in consultation with the military and participants serving on a JLUS policy 
advisory committee.  Generally, it includes the areas surrounding the military 
installation that are influenced by military operations.  In this context, it is referred 
to here as the “Military Influence Planning District “(MIPD) that can ring a base or 
range and provide the impetus to create the context to formulate an amendment to a 
local comprehensive/general plan to guide compatible land use decisions.


The JLUS 
program is 
community 
controlled and 
directed
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Typically, a JLUS examines, among other things:


•	 The economic profile of the region and the impact of the military’s presence 
on the surrounding local economy;


•	 The existing and proposed land use patterns and activities surrounding the 
military installation;


•	 The most current technical reports (ONMP, AICUZ, and RAICUZ) 
prepared by the military, including operational mission profiles and types 
of military aircraft and tracked or wheeled equipment (e.g., heavy or light 
tanks, artillery, personnel carriers, and helicopters) employed in testing and 
training operations;


•	 The extent of civilian community encroachment and how it is likely to 
impair the continued operational utility of the military installation; and


•	 The current adopted and approved comprehensive/general plan, 
development policies of local government, and existing land use regulations 
and codes.


Based on the analysis of the background information and pertinent data 
and facts, the participating jurisdiction(s) formulates an action strategy and 
incorporates, to the extent practicable, the JLUS recommendations into local 
plans and programs of the jurisdiction. 


The following is a case study of a JLUS study conducted for Travis AFB in 
Solano County, California, in 2002.


Case Study – Travis AFB, Solano County, California
Travis AFB is located in California, east of the City of Fairfield, south of Vacaville, 
and northeast of Suisun City.  State law requires preparation of Airport Land Use 
Plans (ALUP) by an established Airport Land Use Commission (ALUC).  The 
plan requires local jurisdictions to adopt land use controls that are consistent with 
the plan or to override the plan by a two-thirds vote of the governing body (see 
Appendix 4.1).


Economic Impact:  There are 14,000 military, reserves, civilian, and contractor 
personnel assigned to Travis AFB.  Approximately one-third live on base and 
another one-third live in the immediately adjacent communities of Vacaville, 
Fairfield, and Suisun.  The combined annual payroll is over $400 million.  In 
addition, almost 10,000 retirees live in the local Travis AFB area.  These 
retirees have combined annual annuity payments of almost $160 million.  Local 
procurement contract expenditures total $225 million.


The 2000 Census reported the Solano County labor force at almost 200,000, 
and total personal annual income of about $9 billion.  Travis provides almost 10 
percent of this.


The participating 
jurisdiction(s) 
formulates 
an action 
strategy and 
incorporates, 
to the extent 
practicable 
the JLUS 
recommendation 
into local plans 
and programs of 
the jurisdiction
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Figure V-4


Travis AFB, California – JLUS General Plan (2003)


Growth Pressures:  Since the first ALUP was adopted in 1990 (funded through 
the JLUS Program), the Vallejo-Sacramento corridor has experienced extensive 
growth.  The area is one of the few affordable housing areas for workers in the 
Silicon Valley and San Francisco.  The City of Fairfield was pro-growth in the 
1990s.  It updated its general plan in 1995.  The new plan included provision 
for 9,000 new housing units north of the base in areas affected by high aircraft 
noise.  In order to implement the plan, the city would have to annex the land in 
order to change the zoning from agricultural.  The State requires that a Local 
Agency Formation Commission (LAFCO) review annexation proposals.


In 1997, there was a series of referendum petitions seeking to limit Fairfield 
urbanization.  They were defeated.  Three persons own the area proposed for 
9,000 new homes.  There is a major north-south road proposed through the 
area intended as a reliever highway for I-80.  This arterial would also increase 
development pressure adjacent to Travis AFB.


Figure V-4 identifies the location of Travis AFB in relation to the community of 
Fairfield and Solano County. The area outlined in dashes and colored purple is the 
designated “Area of Influence,” which, in accordance with city and county policies, 
should be free of incompatible urban development.
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Mission Changes at Travis:  Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) actions 
during the 1990s at March AFB caused the relocation of a KC-10 refueling wing 
to Travis AFB.  The mission change required a 1995 update of the AICUZ report 
used for the 1990 ALUP.  At the request of  the Solano Board of Supervisors, the 
update included a “Maximum Mission Contour” (MMC) noise footprint.  


The MMC  scenario is designed to avoid planning problems caused by changing missions 
and thus changing noise footprints over time that lead to an accordion effect of the noise 
footprint .  


The 1995 AICUZ was reevaluated in March 2000 because C-141 aircraft left 
Travis and the base was amenable to joint civilian use of the runway for possible 
airfreight operations.


Political Winds:  In 2003, voters in Fairfield elected a new city council that 
was less growth oriented.  The new orientation was a “protect-Travis” initiative.  
Both the Solano County commissioners and the ALUC wanted to protect Travis 
missions from urban encroachment.  Both the base and ALUC staff believed the 
time was right to effect long-term planning protection of Travis.


Figure V-5


Travis AFB, California – Potential Future Development


Needs:  An updated ALUP was required by law to guide community-planning 
decisions.  It also helped LAFCO develop annexation policy related to areas 
adjacent to Travis AFB.  Planning decisions in California require significant 
public participation and are likely to be controversial.  
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Threats of legal action from adjacent landowners and multiple ballot box 
initiatives in the late 1990s focused on the future development around Travis.  
The ALUC viewed the ALUP update as a vehicle to settle simmering public 
controversy.  Solano County hired a consultant to prepare the ALUP update and 
facilitate necessary community meetings and reviews.


OEA provided supporting funding assistance for select elements of the study.  
Work began in June 2000.  The consultants presented data on land use trends, 
noise and safety impacts, and Travis operations at an ALUC meeting in January 
2001.  In June 2001, the ALUC held a workshop to discuss compatibility 
concepts, policy issues, and alternatives.  There were no objections to the 
proposals.


Figure V-6


Travis AFB, California – FAA Height Control Surfaces


In August 2001, The Nature Conservancy (TNC) announced that it was 
purchasing the 3,369-acre Wilcox Ranch, east of Travis, adjacent to the Jepson 
Prairie Preserve, which includes seasonally flooded wetlands known as vernal 
pools.  The announcement caused a stir in the county, as there had been no prior 
knowledge of the pending TNC acquisition.  Concern was expressed about 
constraints that a nature preserve might place on increased activity at Travis 
(e.g., building a parallel assault runway).  The California Resources Agency 
was the TNC sponsor for the purchase.  Subsequently, a public workshop and 
meeting on the draft ALUP update was held in April 2002.
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On June 13, 2002, the ALUC adopted the updated ALUP (called the Travis AFB 
Land Use Compatibility Plan).  Local jurisdictions in Solano County had 180 
days to amend their general plans and zoning ordinances to correspond with 
the ALUP recommendations.  All jurisdictions quickly adopted the measures.  
Fairfield amended its General Plan to designate part of the Wilcox ranch near 
Travis as part of the “Travis Reserve,” an area previously proposed for intense 
housing development.


Lawyers for landowners near Travis contended that an environmental impact 
statement under the California Environmental Quality Act (CEQA) was required 
before adoption of the updated ALUP.  The Solano County ALUC determined 
that the ALUP update was exempt from CEQA procedures:  (A similar 
determination was made in 1994 for the original ALUP.)  In 2004, the California 
Court of Appeals for the First Appellate District sustained the arguments of the 
landowners appealing the actions of the ALUC and overruled the lower District 
Court, setting aside the ALUP for failing to follow CEQA procedures.  As of this 
writing, the plan is back before the ALUC to address the court’s concern over 
procedural failure by the ALUC to follow CEQA procedures.


In 2003, the voters of Fairfield adopted “ Measure L.”  It requires a vote of the 
people before there can be an amendment to the city’s general plan.  In addition, 
as a result of the city’s own land use requirements and Solano County Orderly 
Growth Initiatives, it is believed development encroachment pressures near 
Travis AFB are less likely, the court challenge notwithstanding. 


Implementation Actions:  Allaying fears that Travis would have no room 
to expand, Solano County purchased 1,800 acres from the TNC immediately 
adjacent to Travis on the east side.  This purchase ensures that, in the event 
the Air Force decides an additional parallel runway is needed, there will be no 
impediment to building one.


In October 2002, the ALUC approved the City of Vacaville General Plan and 
Land Use and Development Code amendments and the City of Fairfield General 
Plan to make them consistent with the Travis AFB Land Use Compatibility Plan 
(TAFB-LUCP). 


The question of a CEQA environmental impact statement (EIS) again became 
subject to challenge.  In early January 2005, the State Court of Appeals, First 
Appellate District overturned an earlier ruling by the Solano County Superior 
Court based on a suit by an affected property owner.  


The Appellate Court ruling compels the lower court to set aside the adopted 
2002 Travis Air Force Base Land Use Compatibility Plan.  The challenge 
dealt with the use of a 60-decibel (DNL) noise level zone to preclude large-
scale development within “Compatibility Zone C.”  The matter is subject to 
continuing adjudication as of this writing.  It remains to be seen if the ALUC 
can address to the satisfaction of the court the CEQA – EIS issue.
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Travis AFB — LUCP Tools and Techniques:  The Solano County ALUC 
is the enforcement agent for the LUCP.  The LUCP establishes compatibility 
zones within the Travis AFB AOI.  It also establishes a Height Review Overlay 
Zone for any of the FAR Part 77 airspace protection surfaces (navigable 
airspace).


Figure V-7


Travis AFB, California – JLUS Noise Contours


Interior noise level criteria (< 45 dB) are prescribed for areas impacted by 
higher than acceptable noise levels persuant to the California Noise Equivelant 
Level (> CNEL of 60 dB).  The principal enforcement mechanism is a required 
update of general plans to conform to the LUCP dictates.  Local jurisdictions 
must have a two-thirds vote of the governing body to override LUCP 
recommendations.  Subsequent to an ALUC consistency review, local agencies 
continue to submit major land use actions for review of LUCP compatibility.  
However, the ALUC is acting only in an advisory capacity and thus local 
jurisdictions need not adhere to the two-thirds vote override required for 
general plans.


Sample deed notices are to be used for real property transactions in the Travis 
AFB AOI.  They are to be included in parcel maps, tentative maps, or on a final 
map for subdivision approval. 


As can be seen from this case study, a JLUS effort can become controversial.  
However, the benefits to be derived from implementation of the 
recommendations and curtailment of urban sprawl and encroachment are 
encouraging signs.13
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Strategy:  The Defense OEA JLUS Program is an effective planning tool in the 
encroachment-prevention toolkit .  Federal funding is available to State and local 
government to undertake compatible land use studies in the vicinity of military 
installations where the local military command identifies issues of civilian 
encroachment impacting the utility of the military mission .


 c. DoD Conservation Partnering Authority:  The FY-03 Defense Authorization 
Act (Title 10 U.S. Code 2684a) includes a provision that authorizes the military 
departments to enter into agreements with eligible entities to acquire real estate 
interests near military installations.  The purpose is to limit incompatible land use 
or to preserve habitat to preclude environmental restrictions that might otherwise 
interfere with military operations. This legislation provides a powerful new tool 
for the military departments to help in preventing civilian encroachment that could 
affect military missions.


The new legislation authorizes DoD to enter into agreements with States, political 
subdivisions, and private conservation entities (“conservators”).  State and local 
agencies can offer the advantage of cost sharing, taking title to property interests, 
and working directly with officials responsible for zoning and land use policies 
affecting military installations.  Private conservators — both national conservation 
groups and local land trusts — offer other advantages.  Many conservators have 
conservation plans identifying regions and parcels of interest to them in the vicinity 
of military installations.  They can also respond more quickly to land acquisition 
opportunities than can DoD and may be able to leverage other private and public 
sources of funds that are targeted to acquiring real estate interests in lands with 
conservation value. 


This is the fifth and most recent DoD program designed to respond to civilian 
encroachment of incompatible development near military installations.14


In addition, each military department has developed its own protocol for 
implementing the new conservation partnering authority:


1) The Army Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB) Program:15  This local 
Army commander’s outreach program is designed to avoid or limit civilian 
encroachment and provide for long-term range sustainability for Army 
installations and test and training ranges.  It focuses on executing agreements 
between an installation and an “eligible entity” to address land use or potential 
development that could infringe upon the mission capability.  


Eligible entities include State and local governments and private conservation 
organizations.  A cooperative agreement is the vehicle used to obligate DoD 
funds to acquire less than fee simple interest in property in partnership with 
other eligible entities.  The program is based on a willing seller and a willing 
buyer.  Partners receive financial support from the Army for land conservation, 
including endangered species and habitat protection and other uses consistent 
with the authority under 10 U.S.C. § 2684a.


The Defense 
Office of 
Economic 
Adjustment Joint 
Land Use Study 
(JLUS) Program 
is an effective 
planning 
tool in the 
encroachment 
prevention 
toolkit


DoD 
Conservation 
Partnering 
Authority 
provides a 
powerful 
new tool for 
the military 
departments 
to help in 
preventing 
civilian 
encroachment 
that could affect 
military missions
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The objective of the ACUB program is to provide the best training and 
maneuver range infrastructure and capabilities based on land availability, 
military mission, and doctrinal requirements.  The U.S. Army Assistant Chief 
of Staff for Installation Management, Director of Environmental Programs, 
manages the ACUB program.  The program supports each installation and 
the identification of lands that may have the potential to meet multiple public 
purposes, including conservation, while sustaining range capabilities.


2) The Navy’s Encroachment Partnering (EP) Program: The Navy is 
particularly susceptible to a broad range of encroachment issues since many 
of its installations are located in ecologically important and high-growth urban 
areas.  The objective of the Navy’s Encroachment Partnering Program is to 
acquire real property interests, such as conservation easements, development 
rights, or water rights, which will address current or potential encroachment 
threats to the Navy’s mission.   


In order to ensure that the Encroachment Partnering (EP) program is effective, 
an installation or range must be aware of all of its encroachment threats.  The 
Navy will develop an Encroachment Action Plan (EAP) that captures the results 
of identification, quantification, and mitigation of the potential encroachment 
threats to an installation or range.  An EAP delineates a short- , mid- , and 
long-term strategy to address encroachment threats, including potential 
Encroachment Prevention partnerships.  In addition, the Navy is using its 
Theater Assessment Program (TAP) to capture all encroachment threats at its 
training ranges through the development of Range Complex Management Plans 
(RCMP).  Results of the RCMP will be used to develop potential EP projects.   


3) The Marine Corps is authorized to acquire real property restrictive easements.  
The Marine Corps exercises this authority by participating in Conservation 
Forums led by states or nongovernmental organizations.  These forums 
are open to all interested Federal and State agencies and nongovernmental 
organizations and individuals.  Though not required, a charter agreed to by 
all participants usually governs the forums.  The primary purpose of these 
forums is to identify criteria agreeable to all participants for identifying land 
desirable for acquisition, identifying land available for acquisition, developing 
a real estate process that meets all participants’ legal requirements for property 
acquisition, and bringing together interested members of the forum to conduct 
the transaction.


 
Forum members fall into three categories:  criteria development and property 
identification, political support, and real estate transaction.  Those involved 
with criteria development are concerned about the condition of landscapes 
and bring a wealth of ecological and social knowledge of landscapes that 
are vital to ensuring effective use of the authority.  These groups include 
universities, Federal and State regulatory agencies, and small nongovernmental 
organizations that focus on ecosystem health.  







V-28


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Organizations that provide political support are important as they help bring 
resources to bear and convince the public that the acquisition is desirable for 
multiple constituencies.  These organizations include the Sierra Club, Natural 
Resources Defense Council, and other national and local environmental activist 
groups.  Real estate transaction partners execute acquisitions and bring funding 
to the table.  These groups include the military services, state agencies, and 
national and local land trusts (e.g., Trust for Public Land).
 
USMC has assisted in the establishment of five Conservation Forums to date, at 
Camp Lejeune, NC; Camp Pendleton, CA; Bridgeport, CT; Beaufort, SC, and 
Townsend Bombing Range, GA.  Forums are being pursued in Hawaii; Yuma, 
AZ; and MCB Quantico, VA.


4) The Air Force’s primary tool for addressing land use compatibility at air bases 
and areas outside its installation boundaries is the AICUZ program, which is 
enhanced by the JLUS program.  Another more recent tool that can be useful 
on a case-by-case basis is to collaborate with State and local governments and 
nongovernmental conservancy organizations (public or private) to achieve 
compatible development or protect habitat.  The nature of Air Force operations 
and the location of installations and ranges allow for flexibility in the application 
of a full range of encroachment prevention tools as appropriate.


2. State Government Programs:  The power to regulate the use of land is constitutionally 
reserved to the States.  States, for the most part, delegate this authority to local governments 
either through enabling legislation or through statute.  Part III discussed the legislative role 
of State governments in setting the policy framework to support the sustaining presence of 
the military.  Part II presented the myriad of local government opportunities to influence to 
location, timing, intensity, and density of development. 


Beginning in early 2000, there was a spate of State legislative initiatives, such as those 
in Arizona, California, Florida, Georgia, North Carolina, Oklahoma, and Texas, directed 
toward protecting the sustainability of the military presence.  From these legislative 
initiatives came new ideas and approaches to deal with balancing the need to growth and the 
military’s need to sustain its missions.  Most notable were States like Arizona,16 California,17 
and Florida.18


In Arizona, the State required, as part of local comprehensive plan updates, an element 
dealing with land use compatibility surrounding military air bases and auxiliary airfields. 
The Community Planning Office of the State Department of Commerce was placed in 
charge of coordinating the Arizona Military Compatibility Project.  The State financed the 
initial round of general plan updates in partnership with the Defense Office of Economic 
Adjustment, which provided matching grant funds to undertake three Joint Land Use 
Studies under the aegis of the Arizona Military Compatibility Project.19  The studies include 
Davis-Monthan AFB, Gila Bend Auxiliary Airfield and the Barry M. Goldwater Range, 
and the Luke AFB Auxiliary 1 airfield.  The grant included a fourth element — a statewide 
handbook to guide cities and counties in future-plan updates.
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The State of California requires that cities and counties, when they update their general 
plans, include elements regarding “military readiness activities.”  The State Office of 
Planning Research is charged with developing a statewide planning handbook to advise 
local jurisdictions to recognize the importance and need to consider military readiness in 
the context of local general plans and land use regulations.  In addition, the California law 
requires that all development proposals be referred to the local military base for review and 
comment.  The statute provides for arbitration in the event of disagreement between the 
applicant for the land use change and the military.20


The State of Florida recently passed a bill that requires mandatory referral of pending 
development applications to the local military installation for review and comment.  It also 
provides for the appointment of a military representative to the local planning commission 
as an ex officio, nonvoting member.21


3. New State Legislative and Planning Initiatives:  This Practical Guide presents 
three new strategies whereby State governments may play a leading role in promoting 
compatible land use activity in the vicinity of military installations and in the process 
protect the military mission and readiness.  The Region of Military Influence model is a 
new idea that suggests the significance of the presence of the military goes beyond the 
boundaries of local jurisdictions to involve the State or a region.


a. Regions of Military Influence (RMI) as a State Planning Element:  An RMI is 
a new three-dimensional planning model that looks beyond the immediate environs 
of the home military base and the surrounding jurisdictions.  It recognizes the 
connectivity between the home base and distant test and training ranges (such as the 
Barry M. Goldwater Range [BMGR]).  Some RMIs may be within the boundaries 
of a state; others may not.  


MTR connect home air base with distant training and practice ranges.  These 
highways in the sky support a complex of interconnected military test and training 
missions on which the military relies to maintain readiness and proficiency.  They 
are key elements of the “system.”  Without these corridors in the sky, the military’s 
ability to accomplish mission activities is significantly reduced.


For example, fighter bases such as Luke and Davis-Monthan AFB in Arizona and 
Nellis AFB in Las Vegas use enormous airspace to accomplish their training and 
qualifying missions.  This airspace covers vast multistate regions. 


The Naval Air Warfare Center (NAWC) China Lake, located in California, is in 
relative proximity to Edwards AFB.  Together, they require over 20,000 square 
miles of Military Operating Area (MOA) as well as MTR. 
 


MTRs represent complex systems of interrelated and inter-dependent highways in the sky 
that connect military installation and training ranges .  They are important to sustaining 
military training and readiness .   
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To understand the challenges to this interconnected military “system,” it is first 
critical to define the area or RMI associated with the different system’s component 
parts.  In some cases, the RMIs for the installation, range, and airspace may merge; 
in other instances, they may not.  For example, in the case of an Air Force or Navy 
installation with a “backdoor” range within a relatively close distance (25 to 50 
miles), it is likely that the airspace, installation, and range RMI will merge.  If the 
range is across several States, the RMI will be separate distinct areas, one for the 
installation, one for the airspace, and one for the range, depending on how they are 
defined.  The strings connecting the two are the MTR.


In addition, there may be multiple RMIs that reflect different factors, such as, noise 
contours, air quality control regions, critical habitat (or ecosystem), imaginary 
surfaces, 22 economic region of influence, and the like.  To address all the factors, 
they must be combined into a composite RMI.  


These RMIs are used to identify where DoD operations have impacts, as well as 
where activities can affect DoD’s ability to carry out its national defense missions.  
RMIs cross expansive geographical areas within a State and may go well beyond 
a State’s boarder into a neighboring State.  These more expansive RMIs are of 
particular concern.


The RMI concept is also applicable at Marine Corps and Army installations 
where training is accomplished on the installation and on a distant range.  The 
region, however, remains undefined based on changing training needs.  In the 
instance where there are training exercises between distant installations, the entire 
geographic area becomes a training RMI that must be identified and “managed” 
in ways that allow the “integrated systems” to work as one.  State and local 
government need to be aware of this system’s interdependency and seek ways to 
protect DoD critical air and land space as a vital national defense priority.


The States of Arizona, California, Nevada, and New Mexico function as a multistate 
RMI.  Each State is advised to communicate with its counterpart to ensure the 
contiguity and functionality of this integrated system of installations, MTRs, and 
distant ranges. 


Strategy: The easiest and most effective means of ensuring public awareness of the 
presence of this integrated system is to require disclosure of the presence of operational 
parameters of these special use areas on all local government planning and zoning 
maps as well as in real estate land records .


The State of California recently passed legislation requiring that maps showing 
MOAs and/or MTRs be provided to cities and counties to use in local planning and 
development review processes as a means of coordinating development.23  


The State of Arizona has passed similar legislation requiring the State Land 
Department to provide detailed maps of MTRs to city and county governments to be 
used for real estate disclosure.24
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b. Areas of Critical State Concern: This is the adaptation of an old idea to a new 
application.25  Several States have enacted statutory provisions intended to protect 
areas of statewide importance.  These special areas often are referred to as “Areas 
of Critical State Concern” or simply “Critical Areas.” 


In most cases, local governments draft plans that are consistent with the State 
critical area plan and then apply to a State land development agency (or equivalent) 
for a permission to approve and develop applications within these designated 
areas that may have a regional impact.  The majority of lands protected under the 
“Critical Areas” statutes fall into the environmentally sensitive areas that are of 
high value to a State, for example, Florida’s Everglades or Maryland’s Chesapeake 
Bay.   


States with “Critical Areas” statutes include California, Florida, Maine, Maryland, 
Massachusetts, Minnesota, Nevada, New Jersey, North Carolina, South Carolina, 
Vermont, Virginia, and Wyoming.  The statutory authority and objective of areas of 
critical State concern vary in title and in goal from State to State. 


Within these State-designated areas, local governments and/or State agencies 
monitor development to ensure that the use of the land is compatible with the 
unique characteristics to be protected.  Although this authority has not yet been 
extended to military installations, it could be adapted to do so.  


Florida’s Land Development Code comes closest to this concept.  It specifies 
that, in addition to qualifying environmental and ecological standards, other areas  
of significance may be considered for designation as an Area of Critical State 
Concern.  Florida statute references areas “… having a significant impact upon, or 
being significantly impacted by, an existing or proposed major public facility or 
other area of major public investment including, but not limited to, highways, ports, 
airports, energy facilities, and water management projects …” Such major public 
facility investments may also be considered for inclusion as a critical area.26   The 
applicability of this statute to encroachment prevention by the State is potentially 
significant.


Strategy:  State designation of military installations as “Areas of Critical State 
Concern” can provide a statutory basis upon which State and local governments 
may partner with DoD to seek ways to redirect incompatible development away from 
sensitive areas that otherwise could threaten the utility and viability of a military 
mission and presence in a State .


c. State Capital Expenditures:  States can influence the timing, location, and staging 
of local community development by annual allocation of capital expenditures in 
public infrastructure, including State highways and mass transit development; 
the location of interstate interchanges; and the extension of public utility systems 
(water, sewerage, etc.).  Capital investment decisions most often will influence 
private market location decisions.
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Strategy:  This strategy represents an opportunity for a State to influence where and 
when growth will take place.  State capital investment decisions can materially influence 
local private sector development decisions .  It represents an important encroachment 
prevention tool in the compatible land-use development toolkit .


Figure V-8


Ellsworth AFB, SD JLUS
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Case Study – Ellsworth AFB, South Dakota 
Ellsworth AFB (Figure V-8) is a case in point.  It is located approximately 7 miles 
east of Rapid City, South Dakota.  Problems relating to incompatible land use 
surrounding Ellsworth AFB and, particularly, the section of Interstate I-90 passing 
through the town of Box Elder can be attributed to the location of the Exit 66 
Interchange and the location of the main gate to Ellsworth AFB.27


Over time, Box Elder grew in response to the presence and proximity of the AFB, 
and the presence of the interstate highway and Exit 66.  Much of the town was 
clustered on the south side of the Interstate, close to Exit 66.  On the north side 
of the interchange, several drive-in restaurants, gas stations, and commercial 
establishments were located to take advantage of the access to the AFB main gate 
and the traffic generated from the interstate.


The clustering of residential and commercial land use around Exit 66 subjected 
residents and businesses to extremely loud noise associated with aircraft takeoffs 
and landings.  Properties and residents were exposed daily and nightly to noise 
levels well in excess of 80 dB (DNL/Ldn) (see Figure V-9).


State capital 
investment 
decisions can 
materially 
influence local 
private sector 
development 
decisions







V-33


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Figure V-9


Ellsworth AFB, SD  —  AICUZ Noise Contours


Noise Contours


The AFB main gate and visitor center are located inside the accident potential 
zone (APZ-1), in the 80+ dB DNL/Ldn.  Military installation main gates attract 
commercial development.  In this case, the presence of both the main gate, visitor 
center, and the interstate interchange became strong attractors to residential and 
commercial development. 


In 1995, the Defense Office of Economic Adjustment partnered with the Black 
Hills Council of Governments, the town of Box Elder, Ellsworth AFB, Meade and 
Pennington Counties, Rapid City, and the State of South Dakota to conduct a JLUS 
of the land uses surrounding the AFB.


During the development of the JLUS, the coordinating committee recognized 
the need for a concurrent “Transportation Network Planning Study” to assess the 
overall transportation systems servicing the area, since transportation systems are a 
basic determinant of land use patterns in that region.


A principal recommendation of the transportation study was to relocate Interstate 
Exit 66 one mile to the east, outside the accident potential and high noise areas.  
Even though the proposed location remained susceptible to high noise levels (in 
excess of 65 dB DNL/Ldn), the JLUS coordinating committee felt that, over time, 
a compatible environment could be achieved by relocating the interchange, causing 
the subsequent relocation of commercial and industrial business activity outside the 
high noise and accident potential zones.28  Once the replacement access road to the 
main gate was completed, the State closed Exit 66. 
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Figure V-10


Ellsworth AFB, South Dakota Accident Potential Zones
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Today, many of the businesses have relocated outside the APZs.  Thus, a primary 
objective of the JLUS was achieved.  The decision by the State of South Dakota to 
invest its capital in the relocation of the interchange exit and the building of the new 
access road was prompted by a desire to protect the viability and utility of the flying 
missions at Ellsworth AFB.  At the time, Ellsworth AFB was the largest employer in 
the State.  The relocation of Exit 66 had the potential to become the new economic 
center of gravity for the relocated town of Box Elder.  As soon as the community 
can extend infrastructure to the area of Exit 67, commercial development will 
begin to occur.  Time will tell if the balance of the town follows the businesses and 
relocates outside the high noise and accident potential zones.


State of New Mexico:  To further elaborate, in 2004, the Governor of New 
Mexico issued Executive Order No. 2004-046 dealing with Land Use Planning 
and Military Installations, which directed all relevant State agencies involved 
in land use planning to ensure compatible development with the State’s military 
installations.  The Governor went further.  He recommended that all political 
subdivisions and municipalities that “adopt land-use plans and enforce zoning 
regulations ensure that planned development is compatible with military 
installations, and that they consider the impact of new growth on ‘Military 
Value’ when preparing zoning ordinances or designating land uses for land 
adjacent to military facilities or parcels of land that are in proximity to military 
installations.”29
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This is one example of the positive role the executive branch of State 
government can play in promoting compatible land use near a military 
installation and an added tool in the encroachment-prevention toolkit.


4.  State Mandates and Funding Shortfalls:  Recent legislation in States such as Arizona 
and California now requires local governments to develop or update comprehensive/general 
plans to address the sustainability of military installations.  State-mandated requirements 
often are viewed as “unfunded mandates” that local governments can ill afford.  To 
overcome this possible impediment, local governments increasingly are looking to States 
and to the Federal Government for financial support.


When Arizona passed legislation requiring compatible land use plans around military 
airfields, it also appropriated funds to support the initial round of comprehensive 
plan updates.  The State partnered with the Defense Office of Economic Adjustment, 
which provided a planning grant, matched by the State, to develop three joint land use 
compatibility plans and a statewide planning handbook using the experiences from the 
three studies.30


In Arizona, the leveraging of the Defense Joint Land Use Study Program (JLUS), the 
military department’s AICUZ programs, the DoD Conservation Partnering Program, State 
and local funding assistance, and local government involvement are together contributing 
to a sustaining partnership to reduce incompatible development and to plan wisely for the 
future .  


5.  Local Government Programs:  Local governments have authority from their parent 
State not only to plan but also to be creative in applying planning principles and practices 
as they go.  As noted previously, the keystone to creative land use planning is the local 
comprehensive/general plan.


The plan is more than the paper it is written on or the maps, graphs, tables, and artist 
renderings of the possible future scenarios .  The plan is the culmination of an intense 
process of public participation, debate, and involvement designed to lead to a consensus-
based, publicly acceptable, and doable plan of action .


a.  The Local Comprehensive/General Plan:  The plan represents the community’s 
comprehensive guide to the physical, social, and economic development of the 
entire jurisdiction or a designated sub-geographic area thereof (i .e ., Central 
Business District, Neighborhood Planning Area, and a Military Influence Planning 
District [MIPD]).  


The local plan does not take the place of existing zoning or land development regulations, 
nor does it compel, grant, or deny rezoning requests .  These are separate legislative 
processes, with their own procedural rules and due process requirements . 
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Part II explored the significance of the local plan to the community and to the 
presence of the military installation and its mission.  Once the local legislative body 
approves the plan, it can have the force and effect of law.  Part II also discussed 
the elements that comprise the plan and how the individual constituent parts sum 
to form a comprehensive and coherent picture of a community’s  past, present, and 
desired future.  


Strategy: This Practical Guide recommends that an MIPD element be incorporated by 
State statute or local initiative as an element of the local government’s plan where there 
is the presence of a military installation .


The importance and significance of a military installation to a community’s 
economic health and well-being would support a stand-alone general plan element 
devoted to the presence of the military and its impacts on a local community’s goals 
and objectives.    


 A federally funded JLUS can support an element of the comprehensive/general plan of 
a jurisdiction.  The Defense Office of Economic Adjustment manages the JLUS program 
and can provide technical and financial support to a State or local government to prepare, 
adopt, and implement a Military Installation Element of a plan .  


b. Military Influence Planning District (MIPD) Element — A New Planning 
Model


This Guide presents a new framework for integrating the military presence with the fabric 
of the surrounding landscape, using the community’s comprehensive planning process .  It 
is a model balanced approach to local joint military and community land use planning and 
supports the enduring presence of the military .


Until recently, military installations were considered self-sustaining islands, separate 
from the surrounding community.  They provided their own infrastructure, including 
utilities, chapels, health facilities, police, and emergency services — even schools.  
On-base commissaries and military exchanges provided for the daily needs of 
military personnel and dependents.
  
However, in recent times, bases have closed and military units have relocated 
to remaining enduring bases.  The receiving community may have experienced 
not only an increased operational tempo but also increased demands for publicly 
provided services, such as schools, police and fire services, and recreational 
programs.


This can present both a serious challenge to local government and an opportunity to 
take stock of its sustaining relationship with the military.  In this context, the plan 
takes on greater significance as a tool of local government to anticipate and prepare 
for such eventuality.
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With the increase of personnel stationed at a base, service families are buying 
homes or renting in the community and becoming involved in the lives of those 
communities so that the interdependence of the military and its civilian support 
community becomes more apparent.  With these changes has come an increased 
awareness and dependency on smart planning and the need to accommodate and 
to adapt by promoting compatible land use patterns that take advantage of the 
military’s presence and discourage incompatibilities that could negatively affect 
military operations.


This can become a challenge to local government and it can directly affect its 
comprehensive/general plan.


This second tool suggests that a new element should be added to the comprehensive 
plan when a jurisdiction is a host to a military installation.  The Military Installation 
Planning District (MIPD) element would call on local governments to integrate the 
military presence and missions with the fabric and comprehensive picture of the 
community’s future.


Much like a transportation or housing element of a comprehensive/general plan, a 
MIPD element would recognize the existence and mission (expanding or otherwise) 
of a military installation within a community’s or region’s sphere of influence 
(MRI).


There are aspects of the military mission that can affect community planning.  For 
example, DoD standards require that, in times of national defense mobilization, 
military personnel living off the installation must be able to reach their assigned 
stations within 1-hour driving or walking time.  If a base is located in a built-up, 
highly congested urban area where traffic congestion is a continuing problem, then 
the ability of military personnel to meet mobilization requirements may not be met.


Likewise, the interconnectivity of community infrastructure and the maintenance 
thereof are important not only to the base’s operations but to the utility provider as 
well.  Public capital investments are dependent on knowing the future plans of “the 
base next door,” just as with any major development that demands and uses public 
services.


Strategy:  A comprehensive or general plan element devoted to the presence, impact, 
and future of the partnership between local government and the local military is an 
important consideration in the planning process and is highly recommended .


Figure V-11 explores a typical comprehensive/general plan and its constituent 
elements, some of which may be prescribed by State statute (see Part II) as is 
the case in Arizona, California, and Florida.  Each element stands alone, but also 
contributes to the whole. These elements organize and cement the policies of local 
government in one public statement. The key is that they all contribute to the fiscal 
and capital improvement decisions of local government that could have a profound 
effect on a military installation’s mission.  Added to the illustration is a new 
recommended element titled the MIPD element.
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The following model approach proposes that this new plan element become an 
integral part of the overall local comprehensive/general plan, just as the land 
use, housing, transportation, finance, and other elements are integral to the local 
community comprehensive planning processes.


The MIPD model relies on the state legislature or a local government initiative 
to designate an MIPD as an official planning policy area surrounding a military 
installation.  Its purpose is to promote compatible land use planning and 
development patterns that will sustain the military mission while promoting public 
health, safety, and welfare.  


This is an important distinction for a military commander or base planner .  A designated 
planning area, be it for the entire jurisdiction or a sub-district thereof, becomes an official 
“planning policy area” within which it is expected that a sector or neighborhood plan 
will be prepared, updated, adopted, and approved as an amendment to the jurisdiction’s 
comprehensive/general plan .  When a plan or sub-area plan is under preparation, a military 
base commander or representative should participate in and influence the plan preparation 
and approval process just as any affected property owner would .


Figure V-11
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This is a straightforward land use compatibility planning model that complements 
the comprehensive/general plan elements.  The MIPD relies on local government, 
and, more specifically, the local planning commission to establish official planning 
areas or districts surrounding military installations.  The objective is to establish a 
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legal basis to implement zoning overlay districts to introduce compatible land use 
activity and discourage incompatible land use.


There are several successful examples of the MIPD model.  Local governments in 
Arizona, California, and Florida have initiated and implemented this MIPD model 
in varying forms and under different names to deal with civilian encroachment and 
incompatible development issues that could negatively affect military mission and 
readiness requirements.  All are represented in this Practical Guide.


Three examples of the application of the MIPD model are:  


•    The State of Arizona enacted a series of legislative initiatives requiring the 
preparation of compatible land use plans near civilian and military airfields 
based on a “Vicinity Box” or Area of Influence.31   


Figure V-12


Davis-Monthan AFB, AZ JLUS and the “Vicinity Box”
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Davis-Monthan AFB, Tucson, AZ


Figure V-12, illustrates one approach taken by the city of Tucson, Arizona, in 
its recently adopted JLUS for Davis-Monthan AFB.  This illustration identifies 
Air Force recommended APZs and noise zones based on an AICUZ report.  
The map adds additional layers of protection that go beyond the AICUZ 
standards to include extended areas of protection.   These designated areas go 
beyond the APZ-II zone for the southeast live ordnance departure corridor. 
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This area of protection is referred to  locally  as the “paddle” area.  It extends 
35,200 feet farther than the Air Force AICUZ APZs that, together, are 
15,000 feet distant from the end of the air base runway for a total distance of 
protection of 50,200 linear feet (9.8 miles).  Within the extended paddle area, 
the same land use and density recommendations as would apply to the APZ-
II zone are carried forward in the extended paddle area.  The paddle area has 
been incorporated by reference into the Arizona statutes.  It represents State 
policy.32 


Encompassing the entire compatible land use planning district is a State - 
required “Vicinity Box” or “military area of influence.”  Within the rectangular 
box, real estate disclosure and indoor noise level reduction (NLR) are required 
for all new construction.


• The State of California enacted legislation amending the California 
Government Code to require, as a mandatory element of a city or county 
general plan, consideration of the impact of new growth on “military readiness 
activities.”33  


The Solano County Airport Authority adopted as part of its Travis AFB 
JLUS an “Area of Influence” surrounding the air base for the purpose of 
implementing tools to prevent land use activity that could be incompatible 
with the Travis AFB flying mission (see earlier discussion).


• Escambia County, Florida, applied the MIPD concept to the NAS Pensacola 
JLUS, referring to it as an “Airfield Influence Planning District” (AIPD) (see 
case study below).


These efforts by three geographically separated jurisdictions resulted in amendments 
to their respective comprehensive/general plans and zoning ordinances.  Each 
jurisdiction elected as an element of its planning process to incorporate a special 
planning district model that adds an additional layer of compatible land use 
protection surrounding a military installation.  


The following case study reviews the Escambia County, Florida, JLUS and resulting 
implementation of the study recommendations by the Escambia County Board of 
County Commissioners.  


Case Study:  Escambia County, Florida
Escambia County, Florida, is home to the NAS Pensacola — the “birthplace of 
naval aviation.”  The Escambia Board of County Commissioners recognized 
the importance, presence, and impacts of the air installation on the surrounding 
community in the late 1980s and worked with the Navy’s AICUZ program to 
implement a recommendation to achieve a compatible land use pattern.  However, 
over time, the agreed-upon elements were reduced in force and effect.
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In 2002, the county initiated a JLUS process with technical and financial support 
from the Defense Office of Economic Adjustment.  The study involved NAS 
Pensacola and outlying airfields.  
The county defined an “Airfield Influence Planning District” (AIPD) as the JLUS 
area of study.  The AIPD included the air base and defined accident potential and 
noise zones based on the Navy’s AICUZ report.  It also defined an extended area 
or district 1 mile beyond the traditional AICUZ boundaries, beginning at the 65 dB 
DNL/Ldn average noise contour.


The board of county commissioners by legislative amendment to the Escambia 
County General Plan implemented the AIPD concept.  The strategy was to establish 
zoning overlay and real estate disclosure districts coterminous with the AIPD.


The AIPD was further subdivided into the AIPD-1 and AIPD-2 overlay zoning 
districts.  Within these districts, land use classifications and densities were redefined 
taking into account existing conditions and projected development.  Although the 
AIPD-1 restricts density of single- and multifamily dwelling units to maintain the 
safety for both residents and military operations, the AIPD-1 zone permits a variety 
of other land uses, such as recreational, agricultural, manufacturing, service trades, 
and industrial.


To facilitate incorporation of the JLUS recommendations into the County Land 
Development Code, the county established, as part of AIPD-1, an “Airfield 
Mixed-Use-1” Zoning District.  It did the same for the AIPD-2 by establishing the 
“Airfield Mixed-Use-2” Zoning District within which a compatible mix of selected 
commercial and single-family residential uses are permitted.  The AIPD-2 extends 
1 mile beyond the 65 dB DNL/Ldn noise contour and represents a “buffer or 
transitional area.”  The county’s JLUS stipulated that the land use mix and density 
reflect “the real world.”  It was recognized that much development had already 
taken place in the critical areas and zones. 


The primary purposes of the Escambia County AIPD are to:
 
•    Promote an orderly transition and rational organization of land uses; 


•    Protect the health, safety, and welfare of the public;


•    Maintain the military airfield mission;


•    More accurately identify areas that are affected by military airfield operations; 
      and


•    Create a compatible mix of land uses.


By establishing, first, a formal AIPD followed by well-advertised compatible 
land use study area encompassing the district, the county was able to update 
its general plan and complementing land development code, incorporating the 
recommendations of the JLUS.   
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In addition, Escambia County adopted the following requirements for property lying 
within the AIPD:


•    Sound level reduction is required in building construction based on degree of 
noise exposure;


•    Real estate disclosure is required regarding the presence of the NAS and 
aircraft operations.  Disclosure would be required in all listing agreements and 
in individual marketing materials before execution of a contract for sale or lease;


Figure V-13


NAS Pensacola, FL — JLUS 
Airfield Influence Planning District (AIPD)


• Avigation easements are required as a condition of subdivision approval and/or 
building permit issuance.  This legal agreement between a property owner and 
Escambia County provides for free and unobstructed flight of aircraft through 
airspace over property, with the right to create or cause noise, vibrations, 
odors, vapors, exhaust, smoke, or other effects that may be inherent in aircraft 
operations;


• An amendment to the Escambia County Land Development Code provides 
a place for the local naval command to participate as a standing ex officio 
member of the Escambia County Development Review Committee (DRC).  The 
purpose is for the naval command to participate in the review of all development 
proposals and plans for land use compatibility, structure height, density, and 
intensity of use near the NAS;







V-43


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


• Last, the JLUS recommended that the Governor’s Commission designate the 
naval installation as an “Area of Critical State Concern” under the Florida 
Critical Areas Management Program and designate it the AIPD. 


 Laws and regulations vary from State to State and local government to local government .  
The reader is encouraged to review local state enabling legislation or statutory authority 
when considering application of the toolkit techniques suggested herein .


Based on the Defense Office of Economic Adjustment experience working in 
partnership with State and local governments to promoting JLUS; three elements of 
the MIPD concept have been identified.  


The elements, when applied together, establish a workable planning framework and 
sustainable legislative basis for compatible land use planning in transitional areas 
between DoD-owned properties and the surrounding community.  


c.  Three Strategic Planning Elements:  


This guide identifies three complementary sub-elements or tools a local government may 
pursue, adopt, and implement as a continuum of action to promote compatible land use 
activities . The interrelated planning elements are:


• Military Influence Planning District (MIPD);


• Military Influence (zoning) Overlay District (MIOD); and


• Military Influence (real estate) Disclosure District (MIDD).


This construct is based on a community designating overlapping geographic 
planning/regulatory districts; referred to as transitional area(s) in which land use 
densities and concentrations of human activity are maintained at the lowest levels to 
protect the public health and safety while protecting individual property rights.   


A designated area could be defined as a transitional planning district, perhaps 1,000 
feet to 5 miles distant from the perimeter of the military installation property line, 
noise, or accident potential zones.  The boundary of an MIPD would be defined 
using recognizable and fixed geographic features such as the centerline of public 
and private streets, highways, railroad rights-of-way, major public or private utility 
easements and electric transmission corridors; natural features such as streams and 
rivers, and topographic ridge lines; real property boundaries; and the like.


1)  Military Influence Planning District (MIPD):
 


The Legislative Construct:  The objective is to encourage harmonious 
development while discouraging development that could expose future 
residents to high noise levels and accident potential.  This is no different from 
a city or county identifying on planning advisory maps the presence of a noisy 
gravel quarry, sub-surface mining operation, or metal-fabricating hammer-mill. 
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Strategy:  The MIPD model is based on local government designating a continuous 
geographic planning area surrounding a military installation .  Its designation by a local 
governing body or planning authority as an official planning district is for undertaking 
focused planning analyses of an area that could be influenced by the presence of a 
military installation, its mission, and operations .  


Legislative Intent:  Protect the public health, safety, and welfare of residents 
and business employees located near a military installation and promote smart 
growth and land use compatibility.


Legislative Purpose:  Provide increased protection for the public through 
designation of a special planning district(s) within which will be required: (1) 
a compatible land use planning element of the jurisdiction’s comprehensive/
general plan; (2) implementation and enforcement of complementing land use 
regulations; and (3) real estate disclosure within an MIPD.  


Definitions: 


Military Influence Planning District (MIPD):  Means a duly designated 
planning area contiguous to and bordering a military installation.  It may range 
in size from 1,000 feet to 5 miles horizontal distance from the boundary of a 
military installation, depending on the mission of the installation.  To the extent 
practicable, the MIPD shall follow discernable fixed boundaries based on 
natural and human-made geographic features such as property lines, centerlines 
of streets, streams, and ridgelines.  The purpose of the MIPD is to consider the 
presence of a military installation in the context of a comprehensive/general plan 
and to adopt and enforce complementing land use regulations.


Military installation:  Means a facility under the jurisdiction of the United 
States Department of Defense as defined in 10 U.S.C. § 2687(e)(1). 


Military Installation Overlay (zoning) District (MIOD):  Means a designated 
contiguous overlay-zoning district that may conform to the perimeter boundaries 
of a MIPD.  It may be subdivided into various sub-zoning districts for 
promoting compatible growth and development of an area.  The MIOD is a fixed 
geographic area bounded by discernable fixed boundaries based on natural and 
human-made geographic features such as property lines, centerlines of streets, 
streams, and ridgelines.  It may be further subdivided into smaller zoning 
districts depending on the comprehensive/general plan recommendations and the 
nature of the military installation, its missions, and other parameters.


Military Installation (real estate) Disclosure District (MIDD):  Means a 
contiguous geographic area that may conform to a MIPD.  It may be identified 
on official maps of the political subdivision and used to enforce real estate 
disclosure of  ongoing operational activities on nearby military installations 
and the possible spillover effects on the local surrounding community.  The 
MIDD may use discernable fixed boundaries based on natural and human-made 
features such as, property lines, centerlines of streets, streams, and ridgelines.  
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Within a designated MIDD, real estate disclosure would be required at time of 
showing and sale or lease contract signing.  Disclosure will reveal if the subject 
property is or is not located in the proximity of a military installation.   It may 
or may not be exposed to excessive noise from military operations of all types, 
including aerial overflights, weapons and munitions firing, and periodic military 
ceremonial events.


Statutory Requirements:  State statutes should require the following:


• Within the MIPD, the local political subdivision shall consider the impact 
of new growth and development on military readiness activities and enact 
complementing land use regulatory requirements to achieve compatible 
land use activities pursuant to the most recent:


 ° Navy or Air Force Air Installations Compatible Use Zones report; 
 ° Army Operational Noise Management Plan;
 ° Navy Range Air Installations Compatible Use Zones Report;
 ° Joint Land Use Compatibility Study (JLUS);
 ° Army Compatible Use Buffer Program (ACUB); and/or
 ° Navy and Marine Corps Encroachment Partnering Programs. 


A political subdivision that is near a military installation shall adopt compatible 
land use elements as components of the city or county comprehensive/general 
plan and enforce the plan through land use regulations or as otherwise provided 
by law.


In determining the impact of new growth and development on military 
readiness activities, information provided by military facilities shall be 
considered.  Cities and counties shall address military impacts based on 
consultation with the relevant military installation command authorities and 
information provided by the military.


Figure V-14, was taken from the City of Aurora, Colorado, Planning and Zoning 
Ordinance as an example of a long-standing application of the MIPD concept 
to a local community zoning ordinance.  In the case of the City of Aurora, the 
“Airport Influence District” (AID) depicts noise and accident potential zones, 
and the real estate disclosure area.  The ordinance covers commercial, executive 
and military airfields.  In the case of Aurora’s zoning requirements, the 60 dB 
DNL/Ldn is the beginning of the noise district.  


The zoning ordinance also specifies the density of employees permitted in the 
AID as well as identifying prohibited land uses, such as hazardous/flammable 
bulk storage, childcare and handicapped facilities, hospitals, hotels and motels, 
and residential uses (except in the APZ-II zone and outside the 65 dB DNL/Ldn 
where one unit per acre is permitted).  This local zoning ordinance is one of the 
strongest ordinances in the country (see Appendix 4.3).
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Figure V-14


Buckley AFB, CO — Airport Influence District


Source:  City of Arizona, Colorado, Zoning Districts, Art. 8.
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2)   Military Influence Overlay (Zoning) District (MIOD):  Complementing the 
MIPD is the MIOD.  It is a mapped zoning district shown on the official adopted 
zoning map of a political subdivision.  It should conform to the city or county 
comprehensive or general plan.  


Strategy: In an MIOD, additional land use regulations may overlay the basic 
underlying zoning district(s) in recognition that the property could be affected by nearby 
military activities, including training and maneuvers, and require additional standards 
to protect the public health, safety, and welfare of residents (see Figure V-14 .) .


An MIOD 
can prescribe 
more stringent 
requirements in 
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and development 
than the 
underlying 
zoning 
classification
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For example, the City of Aurora, Colorado, is a neighbor to four airports: 
Denver International Airport, Buckley Air Force Base, Front Range Airport, and 
Centennial Airport.  The city proactively addresses possible airport noise issues 
in various manners.34  Currently, the city is engaged in the following processes:
 
• No new residential zoning is permitted where existing or projected noise 


may exceed 60 dB DNL/Ldn; and 


• New residential uses may be permitted within the 55 Ldn (and outside the 
60 dB DNL/Ldn) noise contours, provided specific criteria are met.35


 
Legislative Expectations:  Protect the public health, safety, and welfare.  
Restrict certain land use activities that are incompatible with the mission and 
operations of the nearby military installation.  Implement the recommendations 
of a duly adopted and approved comprehensive plan.


Legislative Purpose: To provide increased protection for the general public by 
providing more stringent land use regulations and requirements.  


An MIOD can prescribe more stringent requirements in terms of land use and 
development than the underlying zoning classification of the property in order 
to protect the public health and safety.  Figure V-14 illustrates an effective 
planning and zoning ordinance technique that clearly presents in graphic form 
the local government’s policies and planning objectives relative to military 
airfields.  


3)   Military Influence Disclosure District (MIDD):  This is the third tool in 
the MIPD construct.  Real estate disclosure permits prospective purchasers of 
property the opportunity to make informed decisions regarding the purchase or 
lease of property.


Real Estate Sale or Lease Disclosures:  Real estate disclosure is among the 
least costly tools in the encroachment toolkit.  The MIPD is the ideal planning 
district within which to require real estate disclosure.  The purpose is to protect 
the seller, real estate agent, the buyer, the local jurisdiction, and the military.  
An informed public is an educated public.


• The seller and agent are protected from adverse actions that could be 
taken by a buyer should the buyer hold the seller or the real estate agent 
responsible and liable for failing to disclose pertinent information about the 
property to be bought or leased; 


• The buyer is protected by disclosure and thus is given the opportunity to 
make an informed decision to accept or reject or condition the purchase or 
lease of the property;  


Real estate 
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• Local government is protected from liability that could be assigned based 
on foreknowledge that a property was located in a sensitive or potentially 
hazardous area; and


   
• The military is indemnified because disclosure has placed a prospective 


buyer on notice that the neighboring military installation makes noise and 
can present potential hazardous situations.


Strategy:  Real estate disclosure requirements present protections for the buyer, seller, 
and agent .  An informed citizenry is an educated citizenry, capable of making decisions 
that are in their interest .  Real estate disclosure should be required in areas affected 
by the presence of military operations .  Where a local jurisdiction may not have the 
authority to require real estate disclosure, State legislation may be required .   


Local Property Owner’s Concerns over Disclosure:  There are property 
owners who are opposed to disclosure for fear of devaluing their property.  
However, some local governments have considered this and concluded the fears 
are not sufficient to override the public’s need for disclosure.  For example:


• Orlando, Florida, passed as part of its zoning ordinance the requirement to 
disclose noise impacts for all real estate transactions within the 55 dB DNL/
Ldn noise contours around its primary and reliever airports.36  


• The Raleigh/Durham Airport is a second example of real estate disclosure 
requirement.  In 1996, North Carolina amended its real estate disclosure 
law to require that any notification to a property owner by any State or local 
government entity that might affect the use or value of a property must be 
subsequently disclosed in all real estate transactions.37  


Using that general requirement, the Raleigh/Durham Airport Authority 
defined the 55 dB DNL/Ldn noise contour around the airport as a noise 
impact area and formally notified all area realtors and each owner of 
property within that area of the requirement to disclose airport noise impacts 
to prospective purchasers of property.  Local realtors now appear to favor 
the disclosure requirement because they were previously exposed to suit if 
they failed to disclose potential airport operational impacts on transactions 
within the noise impact area.


A typical disclosure statement is based on a legislatively defined geographic 
area (such as a zone boundary [MIOD] or an MIPD boundary).  In the 
Raleigh/Durham Airport disclosure area, the delimiter was the 55+ dB DNL/
Ldn noise contour.  However, this type of contour can expand or contract 
depending on the aircraft mix, type, and frequency of operations.  


An MIDD need not follow specific noise contours that can divide parcels 
of land, but may define an area larger than the noise contour or accident 
potential zones.  Noise does not stop at an abstract boundary, but it does 
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fade with distance from the noise source.  As is the case in Orlando and 
the Raleigh/Durham Airport, the 55 dB DNL/Ldn boundary was used, 
as opposed to the 65 dB DNL/LDN noise contour.  In Escambia County, 
Florida, the AIPD was used to define the geographic area requiring real 
estate disclosure.  The boundary of the AIPD is 1 mile beyond and parallel 
to the 65 dB DNL/Ldn noise contour.


Strategy: Within the MIDD, no contract for sale or lease, deed, plat of the property, 
or any portion thereof should be executed unless there is attached to the contract a 
statement of disclosure .  The statement would specify if all or a part of the property is 
located within the MIDD .  The best time for a prospective purchaser to be made aware 
of site conditions and exposure is prior to settlement or at the time of showing or sales 
contract negotiations between buyer and seller/agent .  


Appendix 6 presents samples of real estate disclosure statements.  


6. Development Moratoria and Relevant Case Law:  This tool, though somewhat 
controversial, allows local legislative bodies to declare a legal “time-out” from the 
processing of development applications pending completion of a study by the local 
governing body dealing with a particular issue associated with the plan or other 
jurisdiction-wide development ordinances.  It is based on local government police powers 
and is intended to allow the local legislative body time to assess planning goals, objectives, 
policies and programs before reopening an area to development.


The local legislative body is empowered under its police powers to impose a moratorium 
on zoning changes and issuance of building and development permits if it finds that such a 
moratorium is in the public interest .  The imposition of a moratorium on development is a 
legitimate exercise of local government’s police powers .


1) Relevant Case Law:  The Supreme Court ruled in the case of Tahoe-Sierra 
Preservation Council, Inc ., et al . v Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, et al . 
that temporary banning of land development on private property does not 
automatically result in compensation to the property owners as a “taking.”38  


The Court noted that freezes on building or development often are used 
by government agencies to preserve the status quo while it devises new 
development strategies to respond to the particular issue.  In the context of the 
Tahoe-Sierra taking claim, the Court opined that a temporary freeze (in this 
case, 32 months) on development is just one element that should be considered 
by judges weighing whether a taking has occurred, along with the motives 
of government planners, landowners’ expectations, and the impact of the 
moratorium on property values.  
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The decision in this case backed local government’s efforts to protect the 
environment and guide land use decision making.  The Court affirmed that 
local officials have the authority to halt development temporarily.  The Court 
commented that:  


“A rule that required compensation for every delay in the use of 
property would render routine government processes prohibitively 
expensive or encourage hasty decision-making.  Such an important 
change in the law should be the product of legislative rulemaking rather 
than adjudication.”39  


The court noted that freezes on building often are used by agencies to preserve 
the status quo (time-out) while they devise permanent development strategies.40


 “To the extent that communities are forced to abandon using moratoria, landowners will 
have incentives to develop their property quickly before a comprehensive plan can be 
enacted, thereby fostering inefficient and ill-conceived growth….”  Justice Stevens in U.S. 
Amicus Brief, (WL 1488022), 2001


Strategy:  Moratoria laws vary from State to State .  The reader is encouraged to check 
the relevant state statute or local enabling code .


2) The Escambia County Board of County Commissioners, Florida, in 
February 2001, imposed a development moratorium within noise and accident 
potential zones surrounding NAS Pensacola.41   This was in response to 
concerns raised by the Navy regarding urban development encroaching too close 
to the NAS and impeding its flying mission. 


The purpose of the development moratorium was to allow time to sort out 
the impact of emergent development patterns near the NAS on the Station’s 
mission and operations.  Once sorted-out through a JLUS, the board of county 
commissioners amended the Escambia County Comprehensive Plan and Land 
Development Code to strengthen compatible development requirements in 
relation to the vicinity of the NAS.  The moratorium was lifted upon adoption of 
the requisite plan and ordinances.


3) The City of Tucson, Arizona, adopted an interim regulation on October 
28, 2002, that limited development in the “southeast paddle area” through 
November 2004.42  The city action effectively limited most development in the 
paddle area while the JLUS process developed new compatible use standards.  
The interim regulation prohibited potentially incompatible development activity 
being studied in the JLUS process, allowed some uses, and provided a special 
exception process with public hearing requirements.  The city adopted the JLUS 
recommendations and incorporated the recommendations into the city Airport 
Environs Plan and city zoning ordinance in November 2004.  
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Appendix 11 presents a sample of a development moratorium resolution directly related to 
encroachment issues used by Escambia County, Florida.


7. Local Government’s Challenge:  The responsibility to manage growth of 
incompatible development, civilian encroachment, and urban sprawl normally is delegated 
by State constitution and statute to local government.  The premise of effective “local 
government land use planning and regulation” is based on the 1926 decision of the 
U.S. Supreme Court in Village of Euclid, Ohio v . Ambler Realty Company .43   Land use 
regulations that are carefully thoughtout, based on a community adopted and approved 
plan, generally are constitutionally protected exercises of local government authority.
  


An element of this authority is the avoidance of the physical clustering in space of 
dissimilar land use activities that may create unacceptable nuisances for residents and 
the local governing body.  The responsibility to make a determination as to land use 
compatibility is an exclusively reserved prerogative of local governments.  For the most 
part, it is based on land use planning principles and practices and community consensus.  


The issue postulated by this Practical Guide is the sustainability of the military’s presence 
in a growing local community environment.  This is both a matter of national pride and 
national defense.    


Part III focused on the role of States in promoting community land use planning and 
preventing disruptive land use incompatibilities.  Increasingly, States are looking to local 
government to address this issue, especially as it relates to the sustainability of the military 
presence in the State.  


State governments are dependent on the local comprehensive planning process to arbitrate 
and resolve local land use issues that make up the fabric of a vibrant and dynamic 
community.  As recorded in Part III, State legislatures are stepping forward to enact laws 
to support the military mission and to incorporate DoD installation planning into local 
government planning programs.  


The following sections present planning and land use regulatory tools and strategies.  These 
tools, if properly and judicially applied in a comprehensive planning framework, can 
materially improve the quality of local planning, discourage costly sprawl, and promote 
compatible land use near military installations.  The tools presented here represent a 
strategic road map for local governments and DoD to consider in the conduct of day-to-day 
government affairs.
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D .  Land Use Regulations
This section expands up Table V-1 to address compatible land use regulatory tools 
intended to complement and implement the recommendations of a local comprehensive or 
general plan.  Their importance in reducing incompatible civilian encroachment cannot be 
overstated. 


Available to local government is a menu of State-delegated land use planning tools intended 
to protect the general public health, safety, and welfare.  Residents, present and future, 
benefit from the “wise and judicious” application of government sponsored land use 
regulations consistent with a consensus based, duly adopted and approved comprehensive or 
general plan of local government.


1. The Local Zoning Code – The Tools:  Zoning ordinances prescribe standards and 
specifications to guide legislative bodies and zoning boards of appeal in the legitimate 
exercise of the police powers (zoning authority) conferred by the State.  


The local zoning code or ordinance is the primary means to designate defined geographic 
areas or zones that separate incompatible land use into different districts.  General zoning 
categories include uses such as agriculture, residential (single-family or multifamily), 
commercial or industrial, or a mixture of all uses at varying densities and intensities and 
restrict other uses that may present nuisances for the neighboring property owner.  


The zoning ordinance enumerates those uses that are permitted by right or by special 
exception in each district.  Provided certain conditions are met, special exceptions may be 
approved on a case-by-case basis by a planning commission or board of appeals.  Requests 
for variances from the strict application of zoning standards are acted on by the local board 
of zoning appeals or adjustment.


Table V-2  


Land Use Regulations   


Land Use 
Regulations


Implementing 
Authorities


Relationship 
to Encroachment


The Local Zoning Code Local govt .


Local zoning authority 
is the means by 
which local govt . can 
legally implement the 
community’s plan .  


An adopted and approved 
comprehensive plan, implemented 
through a local zoning authority, is 
the defining encroachment prevention 
tool .  It represents the means whereby 
local govt. can influence the direction, 
type, use, density, and staging of 
civilian development .  It is a local 
govt . public strategy to protect people 
from incompatible development and 
to promote compatible community 
development .
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			•	Euclidian  


       Zoning


Local govt .


This is the oldest form 
of zoning, dating back 
to 1926 when the 
U .S . Supreme Count 
declared that local 
zoning was a legitimate 
exercise of local police 
powers to protect the 
public health, safety, 
and welfare .


Zoning has the force and effect of 
law .  It establishes the basic land use 
category for an area and individual 
parcels of land, how they are to be 
developed, and to what density and 
intensity of use .  It is the pathway to 
implementation of the plan . 


			•	Piecemeal  


       or Parcel-Specific  


       Rezoning


Local govt .


This is the foundation 
of modern zoning .  In 
its purist form, it is 
intended to be a tool to 
implement the plan and 
to sustain the viability 
of the zoning process .  


Even thought a local 
govt . may establish 
“original zoning” on a 
specific parcel of land, 
it does not guarantee 
the zoning will remain 
in place undisturbed .  It 
may be changed upon 
petition from a property 
owner seeking to realize 
the highest and best use 
of property based on 
“changing conditions .”


Property owners have the right to 
petition to change the zoning of their 
property .


A military base commander should be 
informed of rezoning applications .


Piecemeal rezoning requests are 
filed by the property owner (or 
designated representative) with 
the local city or county planning 
department .  Rezoning application 
is subject to planning staff review 
and presentation before the local 
planning commission in a public 
hearing .  Recommendations are put 
forward for consideration by the 
local legislative body, which, in turn, 
conducts public hearings to determine 
the appropriateness of the proposed 
parcel-specific rezoning request 
and its relationship to the plan and 
changing conditions .  It can be a 
laborious process .


			•	Comprehensive 


       Zoning Map  


       Amendment


Local govt .


This form of zoning is 
initiated by the local 
planning commission .  
Normally it is applied 
to a planning district 
involving multiple 
properties based 
on the plan, and its 
recommendations 
are the basis for 
comprehensive 
rezoning .


This is the most important planning 
tool and strategy available to 
local govt .  Only local govt . or the 
local planning commission may 
initiate a comprehensive zoning 
map amendment based on the plan .  
Its relevancy to encroachment 
prevention lies in the application 
of the comprehensive zoning map 
amendment based on a joint land 
use compatibility plan prepared and 
implemented by local govt . 
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			•	Comprehensive  


       Downzoning


Local govt .


This quasi-judicial/
legislative action by 
local govt . is an attempt 
to roll back previous 
govt . zoning decisions 
that are or have been 
incompatible with the 
nearby development .  It 
is normally is part of 
a major updated of the 
general plan, its goals, 
objectives, and policies .


If properly implemented based on a 
careful and deliberate study, taking 
into account all relevant testimony 
from property owners and interested 
residents/stakeholders, this tool can 
be an effective means to reverse 
encroachment and urban sprawl .  
Under the rules of due process and 
fair consideration of all the facts, 
downzoning stands a good chance to 
be sustained by the courts .


The relevance to civilian 
encroachment rests with the technical 
information provided by an AICUZ 
study, backed by a duly adopted and 
approved local plan .


Flexible Performance-


Based Zoning 


Strategies 


Local govt .


This form of zoning 
is not based on the 
Euclidian model which 
specifies standards 
to be met .  It is more 
flexible and allows a 
development proposal 
to provide certain 
public-benefiting 
activities in exchange 
for greater latitude .


An optional method of development 
that provides an applicant with 
greater flexibility in the design, 
location, density, and character of 
proposed development .


This flexibility is relevant to the 
compatible land use planning issue 
surrounding military installations .  It 
allows a developer to work closely 
with the community and base planners 
to arrive at a mutually acceptable 
development solution and plan .


			•	Floating Zone Local govt . 


This is a flexible 
planning approach .  
As a special/unique 
planning authority, 
it can materially 
contribute to 
compatible land use 
strategy near a military 
installation .


Floating zones, when applied 
uniformly to a given situation, such 
as the physical presence of a military 
installation with active operational 
missions, can be a strong tool in 
the local legislative process and 
compatible land use planning . 


Its application, however, is subject to 
the interests of the property owner .
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			•	Overlay Zone Local govt .


This flexible approach 
to Euclidian zoning 
permits a local 
government to place 
a fixed zoning overlay 
on an existing zoning 
district to accomplish 
specific local 
government objectives 
to protect the public 
health, safety, and 
welfare .


Overlay zones generally cover 
multiple properties but do not change 
the underlying zoning classification.  
However, the underlying standards or 
requirements are amended generally 
to accomplish a particular objective 
identified in the plan.


Its application to encroachment 
prevention can be significant; for 
example, in high noise environments, 
additional standards in construction 
practices and building design and 
orientation .  On overlay zone may 
prohibit certain land uses that 
may not be appropriate due to an 
incompatibility . 


		•	Military Influence 


     Zoning Overlay  


     District (MIOD)


Local govt .


This is a form of 
floating zoning used 
by local govt . intended 
to focus attention on 
policy issues affecting 
a particular area of 
interest .  The standards 
and criteria are more 
rigid than underlying 
zoning requirements . 


This zoning category establishes 
a legislative basis for special land 
use and development considerations 
near a military installation by taking 
into account the AICUZ technical 
recommendations for compatible 
land use activity near a military 
installation and the JLUS planning 
policies to protect the mission of the 
installation as well as public health, 
safety, and welfare .
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		•	Accident Potential  


      Zones (APZ)  


      – Airport and  


         Range 


Local govt .


The APZs are based 
on the AICUZ metrics 
developed by the 
respective military 
service .  The intent is 
to provide the technical 
and scientific basis for 
local govt . land use 
regulations related to 
military aircraft, noise, 
and accident potential .


Military activities can present 
nuisances and/or public safety 
considerations for neighboring 
property owners .  By incorporating 
into the local zoning ordinance 
an APZ overlay zoning district, 
additional protections can be 
provided to present and future 
property owners, including 
information relating to  real estate 
disclosure, indoor sound level 
reduction (SLR), and limitations 
on placement of sensitive land use 
activity that otherwise would be 
permitted in the underlying zoning 
classification.


		•	Live Ordnance 


      Aircraft Arrival  


      and Departure  


      Corridors


State/local govt .


This is an overlay-
zoning district that 
extends beyond the 
APZ-II to provide 
an added zone of 
protection from aircraft 
accident .


This extended overlay district has 
been effectively applied in the State of 
Arizona (ARS § 28-8461) to provide 
additional land use compatibility 
under a special designated military 
arrival/departure corridor where 
high-performance military aircraft 
carrying live ordnance (bombs and 
rockets) depart to or arrive from 
distant aerial combat training ranges .


		•	Noise Protection 


      (Quiet) Zones  


      (NPZ) 


local govt .


The NPZ is based on 
the AICUZ and ONMP 
metrics prepared by 
the respective military 
service and provided 
to local govt .  The 
objective is to provide 
technical and scientific 
information as the basis 
for a local govt . land 
use regulatory strategy 
to protect residents for 
noise exposure . 


Recognizes that sound can be invasive 
and disruptive to quality of life, by, 
for example, interrupting sleep and 
contributing to health problems .


By identifying areas that are subject 
to high and offensive noise levels, 
sensitive land use activities may be 
excluded, such as:
residences, schools, places of 
assembly and worship, hospitals, 
libraries, nursing homes, child care/
day care, and so on .  This is not a 
prohibition of all land uses .  Uses that 
are less sensitive can and should be 
encouraged in a high noise zone .
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		•	Maximum Mission 


     Contour (MMC)


Local govt .


The MMC concept 
is based on the 
identification of 
projected noise 
contours based on 
assumptions jointly 
developed between the 
military service and 
projections of long term 
missions, types, and 
number of aircraft . 


Local govts. have difficulty dealing 
with ever-changing noise contours 
that can create an “accordion effect” 
and destabilize zoning .   The MMC 
represents a community-derived 
future scenario of the likely military 
flying mission(s) and the maximum 
geographic area of local impact . 


This is a planning concept that 
attempts to project future military 
fleet mix, operations, noise impacts, 
and the potential for accidents .  It is 
no different from a long-term traffic 
impact analysis based on current and 
projected conditions .


		•	Planned Unit 


     Development  


     (PUD) 


Local govt .


A PUD is an 
opportunity for a local 
government to promote 
creativity by relaxing 
some standards for 
the developer in 
return for receiving 
more amenities in the 
area being developed 
while taking into 
consideration the 
presence of a military 
installation .


Innovative land use development 
process that encourages a 
maximization of land use activities 
that result in a planned new 
community capable of supporting 
residences, businesses, and 
commerce .


		•	Mixed-Use or  


      Multi-Use Planned  


      Development  


      (Mx/MU-PD)


Local govt .


This flexible 
development process 
allows a developer 
to vary from the 
strict application of 
a Euclidian zoning 
requirement, subject to 
the review and approval 
of a local planning 
commission .


Innovative development method 
to design complex development 
scenarios on the scale of a new 
community .  Its relevancy to the 
military presence is relatively 
minor .  However, it does present an 
opportunity for creativity and design 
recognizing the expectations of the 
marketplace .


		•	Agricultural  


     Zoning


Local govt .


Preservation of 
agricultural lands as a 
viable component of the 
local economy .


The agriculture industry is the most 
compatible and viable land use 
activity in relationship to a military 
installation’s operations .  It protects  
a vital component of the local 
economy .







V-58


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


		•	Transfer of  


      Development  


      (TDR)


Local govt .


This is a sub-element 
of the agricultural 
and land preservation 
efforts of local govt 
and land conservation 
interests .


Military installations are more 
frequently confronted by development 
applications in the form of 
subdivision activity that can stress 
the multiple objectives of local 
government to preserve cultural, 
historic, and environmental values .  
Its place in encroachment prevention 
is well known .


The zoning ordinance sets standards for permitted land uses, densities of development, 
location of structures, building heights, setbacks, acreage requirements, and so forth for 
each zone.  Zoning ordinances vary from State to State and location to location.  The reader 
is encouraged to check with the local government planning and zoning department or 
commission for the most current zoning ordinance.


Decisions by a board of zoning appeal normally are considered quasi-judicial as compared 
to an action by a legislative body, such as a city or county council.  When a legislative body 
reserves to itself the same authority as a board of appeals, its decisions on individual cases 
are considered quasi-judicial.  Unlike quasi-judicial decisions, the act of rezoning property, 
amending a zoning ordinance text, or adopting a comprehensive zoning map amendment to 
the jurisdiction’s official adopted zoning map are considered legislative actions.


Military installations, indeed all Federal properties, are exempt from local zoning and 
regulatory requirements based on the “sovereignty principle .”  Why is this important?  A 
community may enact a land use plan thinking it is compatible with the mission of the 
military installation only to learn that uses by right may be incompatible with the military 
mission .


a. Euclidian Zoning:  What is Euclidian zoning?  It is the oldest type of zoning. New 
York City was the first jurisdiction to enact zoning as a means of regulating land 
use, building heights, building bulk, and access to air and natural sunlight.  


Local zoning codes are intended to protect abutting property owners from nuisances created 
by incompatible land uses .  


The term Euclidian zoning is in reference to a seminal Supreme Court decision in 
the case of the Village of Euclid, Ohio v . Ambler Realty Company .44   It is considered 
“original zoning” and it is parcel specific.  


Euclidean zoning districts generally fall into four categories:  residential, 
commercial, industrial, and agricultural.  In residential zones, housing could range 
from single-family detached units on lots of varying dimensions and densities to 
high-rise apartment buildings.  Commercial zones provide for retail, office, or 
service-commercial development activities at varying densities.  Light and heavy 
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industrial zones permit a range and intensity of industrial activities that can be 
employee intensive.  Heavier industrial uses (manufacturing) often are clustered 
in a designated (zoned) industrial area to avoid creating nuisance problems for 
neighbors (e.g., smoke, odor, dust, and noise.).  Agricultural zones were designed to 
preserve agricultural lands as a viable land use and economic enterprise. 
 
This is the most recognized form of zoning by use.  It identifies land use activities 
that are permitted in a particular zoning district and those that are not.  The military 
commander or planner should understand that Euclidian zoning is often enforced 
by a “prescriptive use” zoning ordinance.  This means that a particular use category 
is called out in a zoning ordinance classification.  If the use is not called out, it is 
not permitted in a particular zoning district.  The only recourse for a prospective 
purchaser, then, is to seek an amendment to the local zoning ordinance list of 
permitted uses.


Strategy:  It is incumbent on the local military planner to review the local zoning 
ordinance and identify any land uses that are inconsistent with the military mission or 
activities .  If there are any, the base/post commander or his designee should so advise 
the local government so that a zoning code amendment may be considered . 


Strategy: Although a property may be zoned in a compatible use category a 
jurisdiction’s zoning ordinance might permit by right a less-dense incompatible use .
Familiarity with and understanding of a jurisdiction’s zoning ordinance, permitted uses 
by right, and allowable densities are important .


• Accessory Uses Permitted:  Accessory uses are not well understood even 
by practitioners in the field.  However, they are important considerations in 
developing an encroachment prevention zoning strategy.  Land uses that are 
normally associated with an activity and support that activity by providing 
directly related and associated services oftentimes are permitted by right in 
the zoning code, even though not specified or called out.  For example, a 
day care center may be located in an office complex, just as a dry-cleaning 
establishment, a deli or short-order restaurant, or express mail service could be 
considered accessory.  These uses normally and customarily are associated with 
the principal permitted use and are permitted by right.


Strategy:  Accessory uses also can be problematic if permitted by right in high noise 
zones or APZs .  Incompatible accessory uses that can subject residents or occupants 
to potential hazard should be prohibited in high noise and accident potential 
“overlay” zoning districts .  A careful review of the local zoning ordinance in the 
context of an AICUZ study or JLUS should identify permitted accessory uses by zoning 
district .  Recommendations can then be formulated to either restrict or condition the 
introduction of an accessory use in a high noise or accident potential zone .  


It is incumbent 
on the local 
military planner 
to review the 
local zoning 
ordinance and 
identify any 
land uses that 
are inconsistent 
with the military 
mission or 
activities
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b. Piecemeal or Parcel-Specific Rezoning:  This is occasioned by a straightforward 
request of a property owner to rezone property, most often from a lower zoning 
classification to a higher by correct zoning classification.  Generally, the higher the 
zoning use category and density permitted, the higher the property value and the 
greater the income it produces.  


Local planning commissions and/or the local legislative body may initiate a revision to the 
official adopted zoning map of a jurisdiction.  It may do this as a broader class of properties 
(comprehensive rezoning) in accordance with the Plan of the local jurisdiction . 


The process of seeking a parcel-specific rezoning often can be arduous, steeped in 
procedural and governmental delays.  In some jurisdictions, a rezoning may not take 
place unless it can be established that the rezoning is in conformance with a duly 
adopted and approved comprehensive/general plan of the jurisdiction.  


c.  Comprehensive Zoning Map Amendment:  The idea of a comprehensive zoning 
map amendment serving as an encroachment prevention tool was introduced in Part 
II.  It can be one of the strongest tools available to local government to synchronize 
the plan’s land use recommendations with the zoning code and official zoning map.  
It also can be a strategy to prevent encroachment and discourage sprawl.  


Both the general plan and the implementing comprehensive zoning map amendment are the 
foundation for the application of the zoning tools available to local government . 


d. Comprehensive Downzoning:  Downzoning involves more than one property 
if properly and legally implemented in accordance with the general plan and 
established procedures.  Most often this will be sustained by the courts.  Generally, 
courts are hesitant to interfere in cases involving legislative wisdom, provided the 
four guiding principles discussed in Part IV and repeated here are followed.


Guiding Principles:


 1.   There must be a demonstrated public justification for the restriction;


 2 .   The objective must be a legitimate use of police powers;


 3 .   The means must be reasonable to accomplish the ends; and


 4 .   The means must not be unduly oppressive on the individual .
 


For example, a Maryland court in the case of Norbeck Village Joint Venture 
v . Montgomery County Council (254 Md. 59, 254 A.2d 700 [1969]), held that 
comprehensive downzoning based on a plan did not constitute a taking.  The 
downzoning the court reasoned was based on a comprehensive planning policy that 
fairly distributed the benefits and burdens of land use regulations.45  


Land developers 
seeking to be 
creative often 
turn to flexible 
or performance-
based zoning
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Increasingly, downzoning has become a tool of municipalities to seek to tighten 
zoning regulations in a comprehensive manner based on a duly adopted and 
approved plan and usually can receive deferential and favorable judicial review.  
However, downzoning of a single tract of land can and will receive closer judicial 
review as “spot zoning.”


Strategy:  The courts generally will not become involved in a zoning challenge if the 
legislative or quasi-judicial action was based on a comprehensive plan supported by a 
comprehensive zoning map amendment and is based on public hearings, due process, 
and careful deliberations that take into account all views and recommendations in a 
fair and impartial proceeding .  


2. Flexible or Performance-Based Zoning:  Land developers seeking to be creative 
often turn to flexible or performance-based zoning, assuming the local jurisdiction has 
incorporated flexible zoning requirements in its planning and zoning code.  An objective 
of performance-based zoning is to improve the quality and creativity of urban design 
and enhance salability and livability of the unit.  In the process it also can provide public 
benefits and amenities in exchange for flexibility in design that otherwise would not be 
allowed.  


Flexibility in design can improve the quality of site plan designs, innovative street widths, 
variable lot sizes, and variety in the mix of uses and the placement buildings and structures 
on-site.  This normally would not be permitted under the Euclidian zoning model.  There 
are several classes of flexible or performance-based zoning classifications.


Strategy:  Performance-based zoning can be a valuable encroachment prevention tool 
when coupled with a comprehensive/general plan.  By introducing flexibility in site plan 
design, mix, and placement of land use activities the land developers may achieve the 
highest and best use of the property while protecting future residents and employees 
from externalities such as high noise levels and accident potential while supporting the 
sustainability of the military mission .


a. Floating Zones:  These techniques are enormously important tools.  A 
floating zone can allow flexibility in the design of a development project.  This 
flexibility generally takes the form of relaxed building site placement and height  
requirements, allowing for a clustering of mixed land uses on-site.  This normally is 
not attainable under Euclidian zoning.  Floating zones, as the term implies, are not 
assigned to a specific property identified on the official zoning map, but are allowed 
to “float” in one or more zoning districts if recommended in the plan.  It is more 
akin to a master site plan variance or special exception to the strict application of 
zoning standards (height, bulk, density, setbacks, and so on).  


Depending on the sophistication of the local zoning ordinance, floating zones can 
require the submission of detailed site plans for review and approval by a local 
planning commission or legislative body.  Euclidian zones do not require the 
submission of a detailed site plan.  


Performance-
based zoning can 
be a valuable 
encroachment 
prevention 
tool when 
coupled with a 
comprehensive/
general plan
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The jurisdiction, through the comprehensive/general planning process, identifies 
geographic areas that may develop under traditional Euclidian zoning or through 
an optional method (floating zone) of development.  A designated optional 
development area may be identified in the comprehensive/general plan or in 
accordance with the underlying zoning classification.  A floating zone is an optional 
development procedure.  


In exchange for the greater flexibility in development standards (i.e., lot size, 
density, land use mix, and the like), an application for a floating zone would be 
supported by a detailed site plan reviewed by the local planning commission, which 
will make judgments about the neighborhood compatibility and livability that a 
proposed development would introduce to an area.  It would consider internal and 
external impacts of the proposed development on the character of the surrounding 
neighborhood and the community’s comprehensive/general plan.  


The traditional finding of changing conditions required for the grant of a Euclidean 
rezoning generally is not required under a floating zone or optional development 
approach.


An application for a floating zone generally involves a two-step process, where the 
applicant first seeks preliminary approval of a conceptual site development plan.  
Upon acceptance of the conceptual plan, the second phase of the application review 
process begins with the submission of a detailed site development plan.  


A detailed plan submission may require architectural renderings/schematics, 
engineering drawings, a detailed signing plan, a detailed landscaping plan, special 
urban design and architectural elements, off-site traffic impact analysis and 
improvements, and demonstrated availability of adequate public facilities to serve 
the development, to name a few.  These additional requirements satisfy both the 
land developer’s need for speedy approval of development plans and the planning 
commission’s requirements for detailed information upon which to make an 
informed decision.


There are several types of floating zones.  Floating zones provide a means to mediate 
encroachment of incompatible development by permitting flexibility in the location and 
placement of multiple land use categories that can take into consideration high noise 
impact areas and accident potential most closely associated with military operations .  It is a 
creative tool to address the location of incompatible and compatible civilian encroachment . 


There are many types of floating zones ranging from planned unit development, 
to cluster subdivisions, to mixed-use development, to performance zoning.  All 
typically require conceptual and detailed site plans reviewed and approved by a 
local planning commission as a prerequisite for approval.  Traditional Euclidian 
zoning does not require a detailed site development plan as a condition for approval.


b. Overlay Zones:  Overlay zones most often cover multiple properties but do 
not change the underlying designated zoning classification.  They do amend the 


There are 
several types of 
floating zones
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underlying zoning use standards or requirements.  Unlike floating zones, which 
are identified in a general zoning ordinance text, overlay zones are posted on the 
jurisdiction’s official adopted zoning map as a special development district(s), 
enjoying special standards and prerogatives of local government.  


Strategy:   Overlay zones are assigned based on the recommendations of the plan and 
can be the most important and far-reaching planning and land use regulatory tool 
available to prevent encroachment of the civilian population into high noise sensitive 
and accident potential zones .    


A designated overlay zone can require stricter but not looser standards and 
requirements than the underlying zone standards and requirements.  In addition, 
it may restrict land uses that otherwise would normally be permitted by right in 
an underlying zone.  


Application of an overlay zone is appropriate where there are special public policy interests 
that cannot otherwise be met by either the standards of the underlying zoning or a rezoning 
to a different zoning classification.  Overlay zoning districts need to be consistent with an 
approved and adopted comprehensive or general plan .  


Strategy:  Overlay zones are important zoning tools available to protect military 
installations from encroachment by incompatible land use activity .  


An overlay zone literally overlays a traditional Euclidian zoning district and takes 
into consideration special conditions that may impact on certain proposed land use 
activities that can be sensitive to high noise and possible negatively influenced by a 
nearby military activity.  


Application of Performance-Based Zoning to Military Base Compatible Land 
Use Issues:  By their nature, military installations and testing and training ranges 
are noisy and can present the potential for catastrophic accident involving loss 
of life and property.  It is not wise for a local government to permit residential 
development or places of assembly, including hotels, schools, hospitals and nursing 
homes, places of worship, theaters, or sports stadiums, to locate near runway APZ 
or in high noise impact areas where the average day/night noise level can exceed 65 
dB DNL/Ldn.


Strategy:  Performance-based overlay zones are among the most effective zoning 
tools available to a local government to prevent encroachment of incompatible land 
use activity by culling out specific use categories that are not appropriate in a special 
zoning overlay district .


1) Relationship to the AICUZ Program:  The information contained in an 
AICUZ study is valuable when applying overlay zoning to a Military Influence 
Planning District (MIPD).  There are three applications of AICUZ information 
that can easily translate to a local overlay-zoning district: (1) the Military 
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Influence Overlay District (MIOD); (2) the accident potential zones; and (3) the 
noise protection zones.


c. Military Influence Overlay District: This mapped zoning overlay district is based 
on the designation of an MIPD for purposes of conducting careful and deliberate 
compatible land use study in relationship to emerging development patterns and 
operational requirements of a nearby military installation.  Through a JLUS process, 
additional zoning conditions and requirements may overlay the basic underlying 
zoning district, providing guidance to prospective land developers as to what land 
use activity is mutually compatible with the nearby military operations.  


Generally, land uses that are considered compatible are those that do not attract 
large numbers of people, such as a sports stadium or shopping mall, or places 
in general that attract large numbers of people to congregate there.  The use of 
land for residential, school, day care, and hospital and nursing homes is generally 
discouraged, depending on the level of exposure to excessive noise and accident 
potential.  


However, higher, income-producing land uses are encouraged, such as low-density 
industrial, business, and retail.  To be effective in establishing a zoning overlay 
district, care must be taken to ensure that the exclusion of a land use activity is 
justified, based on protecting the public health, safety, and welfare, and is consistent 
with the goals and objectives of the jurisdiction’s plan.


The following case study and Appendix 4.5 present a sample overlay zone taken 
from the Horsham Township (NAS Willow Grove) JLUS dated December 2001.


Case Study – Horsham Township, PA, JLUS 
Background:  Naval Air Station (NAS)/Joint Reserve Base (JRB) Willow Grove 
is located in Montgomery County, Pennsylvania, approximately 15 miles north 
of downtown Philadelphia.  The land to the east, south, west, and northwest of 
the NAS is within the city limits of Horsham Township (pop. 24,326).  To the 
south, east, and west, the predominant land use pattern consists of well-established 
residential subdivisions, multifamily residential areas, research office parks, and 
highway-oriented strip commercial development.  


Northwest of the NAS/JRB Willow Grove, the area’s character transitions to low-
density, large-lot residential development with scattered commercial development.  


To the north, in Montgomery County and bordering Bucks County, the suburban-
rural character is experiencing pressures for higher density suburban residential 
and commercial development.  This development presents a growing probability 
that encroachment will eventually surround the NAS and affect the station’s joint 
services flying missions. 
 
In September 1997, the Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Navy for Installations 
and Facilities nominated NAS Willow Grove for a JLUS, based on the likelihood of 
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incompatible development encroaching upon and compromising the missions of the 
NAS/JRB.  


Growth Pressures:  The NAS/JRB is within the geographic confines of the 
Philadelphia Metropolitan Area.  The area is strongly influenced by the economic 
and social development pressures of the City of Philadelphia and the physical 
expansion exerted by these pressures on outlying suburban communities.  


The townships surrounding the base, in Montgomery and in nearby Bucks Counties, 
are experiencing increased demand for available land for housing and industrial 
park development.  These development pressures are likely to cause a change in the 
character of the northern and western sectors from agricultural and rural open space 
to higher density urban and suburban residential and commercial development.


Existing land use patterns near NAS/JRB Willow Grove are in a state of transition 
to higher density residential and commercial uses.  The areas south of the NAS/JRB 
are essentially mature, developed communities.  The emerging growth pressures are 
to the north and northwest.


NAS/JRB Willow Grove occupies a substantial portion of Horsham Township.  
Over the past 60 years, it has become a significant part of the economic life of the 
community.  The aircraft operations, as with any airfield, can have negative impacts 
on the safety and environments of nearby residents because of noise and the 
potential for aircraft accident.  It can also have a strong positive economic impact.  
This dichotomy is not unusual. 


The population of Montgomery County has grown more than 31 percent since 1960 
compared to the townships’ population growth of 145 percent and 351 percent 
where the NAS is located.


The Community Response:  In January 2000, The Horsham Township JLUS 
Citizen Advisory Board was formed to develop the scope of work for the JLUS 
study and undertake the study in partnership with the Navy, and the Defense Office 
of Economic Adjustment (OEA).  The JLUS Advisory Board was made up of 
elected and appointed officials and residents who recognized their civic obligation 
to protect lives and property of residents through imposition of compatible 
development strategies.  The JLUS commenced in January 2000.


About the same time, in November 1998, the Navy began an update of the 
AICUZ study.  The Base Command and Naval Facilities Engineering Command 
Headquarters — Northern Division fully participated in the process and provided 
technical assistance to the affected communities.


The Navy completed the AICUZ update in March 2001.  Public presentation of the 
AICUZ report and data occurred in April 2001.   
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The advisory board reviewed and approved a draft JLUS for public review in 
September 2001.  On October 17, 2001, the advisory board held a public hearing 
on the draft JLUS.  Subsequently, in January 2002, the advisory board released the 
recommended JLUS for action by the respective townships and counties.


Figure V-15


Horsham Township, PA — Willow Grove 
NAS/JRB JLUS Area


Source:  TIGER/Line 2000, 1977/1999 AICUZ Reports.
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Study Goals:  The advisory board established a number of goals and objectives for 
the encroachment study as follows: 


- Encourage cooperative land use planning between military installations and 
the surrounding communities to facilitate compatible development and growth 
with the military mission; and


- Preserve the low-density residential and nonresidential character where it still 
existed.
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Figure V-16


Horsham Township, PA — Willow Grove 
JLUS Existing Land Use


Source:  Willow Grove 1999 AICUZ Report.


Existing Land Uses Overlaid With
1999 AICUZ APZs and Noise Contours


Planning: The following are the recommendations from the JLUS:


-  Ensure that future development is consistent with adopted and approved 
Township’s Comprehensive Land Use Plans;


-  Protect the health, safety, and welfare of residents living in proximity to the 
NAS;  


-  Protect the existing flight corridors to and from the NAS;


-   Initiate action to incorporate the report’s recommendations into the local 
government comprehensive plans; 


-   As soon as possible after action on the comprehensive plans, initiate action to 
amend the zoning and building codes, including revisions to official zoning 
district maps (see Appendix 4.5).
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-  Develop a public outreach program to educate current and potential residents 
regarding the zoning and building code requirements, particularly with respect 
to the disclosure requirements;   


- Reevaluate the Military Airport Planning Overlay District (MAPOD) every 


10 years and as soon as possible following a mission change or issuance of an 
AICUZ update by NAS/JRB Willow Grove; and


- Establish an ad hoc advisory board when necessary to reevaluate the MAPOD 
and develop future recommendations to the comprehensive plans, zoning 
codes, and building codes.


The implementing strategies are pending before the respective township councils 
and counties as of this writing.


Figure V-17


Willow Grove JLUS — Height Limits


Source:  Willow Grove 1999 AICUZ Report.


1999 AICUZ Imaginary Surfaces
for Height Limitations
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d. Aircraft Accident Potential Zones:  At either end of a military airfield runway are 
designated clear zones (CZs) and an APZ.  The APZ is further subdivided into the 
APZ-I and APZ-II. 


APZ boundaries are readily identifiable through AICUZ studies.  They are based 
on historic aircraft accidents, current fleet mix, and operational performance 
characteristics of military aircraft.  A “footprint” is produced indicating an area 
where aircraft accidents have historically occurred.  


The footprint is not intended to indicate the probability of an accident occurring.  
Rather, it identifies areas of probable impact based on historic events.  The footprint 
is based on actual recorded incidents.  Figure V-18 illustrates the DoD APZ policy.


1)  The CZ:  The CZ is the area of highest aircraft accident potential.  It is located 
at the immediate ends of an airfield runway.  Typically, it is in the shape of a 
trapezoidal “approach” fan beginning at the end of a runway and extending 
outward from the runway centerline for 3,000 feet.  The dimensions are 1,500 
feet in width at the runway threshold and 2,284 feet in width at the outer edge, 
depending on the classification of aircraft using the airfield and fit within a 
3,000-foot by 3,000-foot box.  By definition, a CZ should have no buildings, 
structures, or other surface use that could impair takeoff and landing of 
aircraft. The only DoD recommended land use is agriculture, provided that a 
crop does not attract birds.   The military attempts to purchase in fee or secure 
development rights in the CZ to prevent the erection of structures or buildings.   
Most often, a CZ is located wholly on a military airbase and does not extend 
into the civilian community.  There are some exceptions, however. 


2) APZ-I: This is the area immediately beyond CZ-1 whose dimensions roughly 
equate to a rectangular box 3,000 feet wide by 5,000 feet long.  The APZ-I is 
less hazardous than the CZ, but it can pose a sufficient level of potential danger 
to the public health and safety to warrant consideration by a local planning 
commission as to the risk to human health and safety.  


DoD policy recommends that no residential use be allowed in the APZ-I and 
severely restricts places of assembly, schools, nursing homes, hospitals, and 
the like.  Limitations on building and structure height in excess of those that 
otherwise may be permitted by underlying zoning are encouraged, based on 
FAA regulations.


3) APZ-II: This is a tertiary rectangular area approximately 3,000 feet wide 
by 7,000 feet long and extending beyond APZ-1.  There is a lesser degree 
of hazard from aircraft accident than in APZ 1.  Nevertheless, it still poses a 
sufficient level of potential danger to the public health and safety.  DoD policy 
for APZ-II recommends a low density of residential development of  one 
to three dwelling units per acre on scattered sites, restrictions on places of 
assembly, and limitations on building and structure height in excess of those 
that otherwise may be permitted by underlying zoning. 
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Figure V-18


Width of clear zone may be based on individual service analysis of
highest accident potential area for specific runway use and varied
based on acquisition constraints.  3000 foot wide clear zone is 
desirable for new construction.
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Source:  DoD Instruction 4165.57.


Zoning and subdivision regulations are excellent vehicles to identify and regulate land 
uses and activities that are inconsistent with the concept of an APZ and its recognition 
of a potential for catastrophic aircraft accident and attendant loss of property, even 
lives . 


 
e. Beyond the APZs — Live Ordnance Aircraft Arrival and Departure 


Corridors:46  When considering the issue of departing aircraft loaded with live 
ordnance (bombs and rockets), the State of Arizona devised an extended restricted 
use area that went beyond the standard AICUZ APZs.  This was part of the State’s 
“Growing Smarter” effort to work with the local air bases in the State.  The State 
believes it prudent and appropriate to provide added protection from inadvertent 
mishap.  The State statute restricts land uses such as residential, places of assembly 
or worship, schools, day-care centers, hotels, hospitals, and stadiums from locating 
beneath a live-ordnance aircraft departure corridor as incompatible. 


However, this is not considered a no-development zone.  It is a zone in which 
compatible land uses, such as agriculture, warehousing, and light manufacturing, are 
permitted and encouraged. Land uses that attract people are discouraged.  The same 
land use compatibility guidelines recommended under the DoD AICUZ standards 
for the APZ-II are carried forward by the State in this extended Live Ordinance 
Arrival and Departure Corridor.  The following case study shows how this is being 
implemented.
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Source:  Luke AFB,56th, Fighter Wing.


Figure V-19


Case Study Luke AFB, AZ — Flying Mission


Luke AFB Strategic Importance


Luke AFB, Arizona - Flying Mission


Largest Fighter Wing
in the US Air Force


Only Active Duty USAF
F-16 Training Wing


Luke AFB, Arizona, APZs (CZ, APZ I and II) are identified in the military’s AICUZ 
programs as information to be used by local communities in their planning and 
zoning processes. 
 
However, from the State’s perspective, the AICUZ program does not recognize live 
ordnance aircraft flight departure corridors beyond the Air Force defined APZs.  
As mentioned above, Arizona law establishes a minimum “safe” ground area for 
aircraft carrying live ordnance (bombs and rockets) departing for distant training 
ranges.
 
The live ordnance departure corridor includes the Air Force designated CZ and 
APZs I and II.  The corridor designated by the State for Luke AFB extends farther 
out than the Air Force APZ, to a total distance of 30,000 feet by State statute 
provision (ARS §28-8461.9[a]).  In contrast, the standard military AICUZ accident 
potential zones extend 15,000 feet from the end of an airport runway (see Fig. V-
20).


This “extended over-flight area” (Fig. V-20) begins from the end of the south 
runway.  It is a trapezoidal-shaped area 2,000 feet wide at the end of the runway 
and widens thereafter to 10,400 feet at its terminus.  Its purpose is to define for 
safety purposes the “Live Ordnance Aircraft Arrival and Departure Corridor.”
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Figure V-20


Luke AFB, AZ Live Ordnance Air Departure
Corridor and State Extended Over-Flight Area


Luke AFB


Luke
Departure
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State
Extended


Over-Flight
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APZ-I
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Source:  Arizona Department of Commerce.


The “Regional Compatibility Plan” for Luke AFB, developed under the auspices 
of the Arizona State Department of Commerce and the affected jurisdictions, 
incorporated this extended APZ, locally referred to as the “paddle area.” 


The Plan “[e]ncourages the jurisdictions of Buckeye, Goodyear, and Maricopa 
County to adopt and enforce zoning ordinances to restrict sensitive land uses in the 
over flight areas associated with the Southern Departure Corridor.” 47  The same 
land-use compatibility standards as in the APZ-II were applied in the extended 
“paddle area.”


The Live Ordnance Arrival and Departure Corridor is identified in Figure V-20.  
It represents an extended APZ concept, not officially recognized or endorsed by 
the Air Force.  This concept should and could be considered an added tool in the 
community planner’s compatible land use toolkit.


Tucson, Arizona, has established a 50,200-foot (9.8-mile) extended departure 
corridor from the southwest end of the Davis-Monthan AFB runway as an added 
safety zone for military aircraft departing with live ordnance destined for the Barry 
M. Goldwater Range in southern Arizona.48  
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f. Noise Zones (NZs):  Many jurisdictions recognize the potential impact of sound 
on human health and the environment.  For example, in Montgomery County, 
Maryland, the acceptable range of average noise levels is between 60 and 65 dB 
DNL/Ldn.  In Aurora, Colorado, any sound above 60 dB DNL/Ldn is unacceptable 
for residential development, especially under aircraft landing and departure 
corridors, regardless of the underlying zoning classification.  In Orlando, Florida, it 
is 55 DNL/Ldn dB; in Raleigh/Durham, North Carolina, it is 55 DNL/Ldn dB. 


Figure V-21 presents in matrix form a land use noise sensitivity chart developed by 
the FAA as part of the FAA Airport Noise Compatibility Planning Toolkit.
The DoD-AICUZ programs specify 65 dB as the upper threshold of noise level 
compatible with residential development.  Beyond 65 dB DNL/Ldn, residential 
development should not be permitted for public health and safety reasons without 
sound level reduction (SLR) measures employed as part of the local building 
code.  Noise levels at or above 70 dB DNL/Ldn can seriously affect the quality of 
life, human health, and livability.  In addition to residential uses of all types, land 
uses such as schools, hospitals, nursing homes, places of worship, libraries, and 
places of public assembly should also not be permitted in 70+ dB DNL/Ldn noise 
environments, whether military or not. 49


g.   Notional Maximum Mission Contour (MMC):  The MMC conceptually is 
a defined projected noise impact area developed by the local jurisdiction after 
consultation with the military.  It is developed based on information presented in 
an AICUZ study and confirmed through the JLUS program.  Like other planning 
and regulatory parameters it is intended to project future conditions based not on 
certainty, but rather on sound judgment, information exchanged, and community 
goals and objectives.


Strategy:  A “notional” MMC can define the projected noise contours a community 
is willing to accept for land use planning purposes .  It is based on a hypothetical 
maximum mission scenario jointly agreed to by the participating jurisdictions, with 
technical support from the local military installation .  In this context it becomes public 
policy .  


The MMC concept has been successfully applied in the environs surrounding 
Wright-Patterson AFB in Dayton, Ohio, using the Joint Land Use Study 
(1996) model.  The participating cities and counties adopted the findings and 
recommendations of the Joint Land Use Study and subsequently incorporated the 
recommendations into the Airport Zoning Authority’s zoning land use regulations.50


Another example is the Davis-Monthan AFB JLUS, prepared by the City of Tucson 
and Pima County under the auspices of the Arizona Department of Commerce, 
which elected to use notional noise contours to reflect an MMC based on the Air 
Force F-22 (Raptor), an aircraft presumed noisier than the F-16.
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Figure V-21


FAA Land Use Noise Sensitivity Matrix
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Source:  Federal Aviation Administration.


The MMC can effectively respond to communities faced with expanding and 
contracting noise contours based on changing military operational missions and fleet 
mix.  Local governments find it difficult to stabilize zoning and land use patterns 
when the noise contours change continuously.


In recent Air Force and Navy Operational Instructions, the AICUZ program has 
been revised to require future noise contour AICUZ studies to consider in future 
(15 to 20-year projections) air base operations.51  In effect, this means the military 
is moving away from existing documental operational scenarios to consider future 
events and the ramifications of those events on the surrounding  community.  


Community planning by its nature is future oriented and designed to both anticipate and  
guide future growth consistent with local planning policies and implementing ordinances .  
The MMC fits the framework of a future-oriented scenario.
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h. Planned Unit Development (PUD) Ordinance:  A PUD is a flexible zoning 
technique intended to encourage attractive new communities that offer a mix of 
housing unit types and densities and a variety of supporting land use activity.  
Application of a PUD normally involves large tracts of land in developing areas.  
The application must be consistent with a local comprehensive plan.  The objective 
is to achieve a coordinated mix of residential and limited commercial uses and 
related public and private facilities that are compatible with the planned community 
and surrounding area.


Various jurisdictions may require that PUD’s architectural design elements be 
compatible with neighboring properties.  The clustering of development to take 
advantage of a site’s characteristics, while preserving open space and higher 
quality design, are the objectives of the PUD concept.  In addition to the provision 
of open space, a PUD can provide a package of amenities including playgrounds, 
community centers, pedestrian walkways and bikeways, affording safe and easy 
access to shops, schools, and other local facilities.  


In a residential PUD, the site-plan review process may require development to be 
built away from noisy factories, sawmills, airports, high-noise impact zones, and 
military training ranges.


Source:  U.S. Army


Figure V-22


Military Tanks on Maneuvers and 
Residential Subdivision in Background
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 A PUD is a valuable tool in encroachment prevention .  It can organize the spatial character 
of the area to avoid placing incompatible land uses too close together causing nuisance 
conditions, a degraded quality of life, or subjecting future residents to known nuisances .


In addition to zoning standards and requirements, the local jurisdiction’s subdivision 
regulations become the logical point in the development process to regulate human 
exposure to high noise levels in the interest of public health and safety.  Noise 
limiting zoning is implemented at the individual lot level through subdivision 
regulations.   


i. Mixed-Use or Multiple-Use Planned Development:  In a number of communities 
on a grander scale, local planning and zoning authorities permit special development 
processes similar to a PUD. 


  
• “Mixed-Use Planned Development” (MxPD) is a zoning classification that 


has relevance in this discussion.  It is an alternative planned development 
concept that allows flexibility in land use mix and in its organization of uses 
and relationships in space.  Its objective is to achieve a balanced and specially 
integrated mix of land use activities (vertically and horizontally), strongly 
supported by the market that animates and exudes a strong sense of place.  In 
an urban design context, MxPD is attractive and reflective of quality urban 
development to counterbalance urban/suburban sprawl.


• “Multiple-Use Planned Development” (MUPD) is intended to encourage 
a mixture of commercial, industrial, and residential uses on tracts of land 
identified on a comprehensive plan as appropriate for large-scale, horizontal 
mixed-use development or as the cornerstone of multiple-use (big-box) retail 
centers.  Most often MUPD are located outside high-density central business 
districts and are oriented to the suburban marketplace.  It is employment 
oriented; with residential and supporting commercial development closely 
associated with and carefully scaled to respect village amenities, including open 
spaces and recreational attributes.


The JLUS provides the technical information to help land planners and architects avoid 
high-noise areas, Accident Potential Zones, and tall structures from creating air-navigation 
hazards, while developing market-viable uses of property in sensitive MIPDs .  


j. Agricultural Zoning:  This is the lowest density and use zone generally available to 
a local community under the “Standard State Zoning Enabling Act.”  


It also can represent a set-aside or reserve for parks, recreation, and open space 
purposes as a way of protecting the future value and use of the property.  In 
exchange, some States have enacted legislation intended to relieve the property tax 
burden so agricultural activities may continue until circumstances dictate otherwise.  
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• Preferential Farm Tax Assessment:  A preferential farm assessment method 
can be a constructive means of preserving farmland and open space.  However, 
the rapid pace of urban sprawl and increasing property values has forced many 
farmers to abandon their livelihood.  


State and local governments are perplexed and driven to consider the purchase 
of development rights or restrictive easements to hold in perpetuity farming as a 
viable industry or open space alternative.  


In Montgomery County, Maryland, the county governing body and the local 
special district planning agency moved aggressively to preserve the county’s 
agricultural uplands. 52  The county embraced both the property tax relief 
(Preferential Farm Assessment) and the Transfer of Development Rights (TDR) 
program as growth management tools.  The objective was to concentrate 
development in well-defined and publicly serviced “growth corridors and new 
town centers” while preserving agriculture and open space in upper county 
areas.  These programs have been in existence for more than a quarter century 
with positive results.


k. Transfer of Development Rights (TDR):  This is a local government managed 
planning and development-rights transfer program.  It most often is associated with 
agricultural, historic, and open space preservation.  Communities located on the 
urban-rural fringe often are confronted with competing development objectives.  
There are pressures to convert farmland to urban and suburban development, 
taking productive farmlands out of its primary use at an increasing rate.  The 
encroachment of urban development on productive agriculture and horticultural 
lands has focused conservation and government attention on the issue of 
agricultural lands preservation.


The TDR program has been viewed as a method of preserving agriculture lands 
by balancing the needs to retain lands in agriculture production and compensating 
landowners for the associated opportunity costs of not developing to the maximum 
density permitted by the underlying zoning classification.  


The idea is similar to the cluster development concept in that development is 
shifted from a designated agriculture reserve to another location to achieve a public 
purpose — the preservation of open space. The major difference between a TDR 
program and cluster development is that TDR sending and receiving areas are 
not contiguous, and they may not necessarily be under the same ownership.  By 
moving residential and other uses away from farmland, TDR protects a critical and 
irreplaceable natural resource (land) while still responding to market demand.  


The TDR program may transfer dwelling units, valued as “development credits,” 
from the designated agriculture reserve (sending area) to another geographic area 
(receiving area) possibly far removed from the designated reserve.  The quidproquo 
is represented by the compensation received by the original property owner.53
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For example, if a 100-acre tract of land were to be zoned for single-family 
residential density of one unit to the acre, arguably, the property owner would be 
entitled to develop 100 dwelling units on the 100-acre site by right.  


If the property were rezoned to an agricultural reserve zoning classification of one 
dwelling unit per 20 acres, the new entitlement would be five dwelling units (or a 
loss of 95 development unit rights or credits).  


Under the TDR program, whatever the underlying development credits the property 
owner may have by right before the rezoning are not lost, but are converted to 
“development rights/credits” for transfer by sale to another property owner located 
in a planned and designated “receiving area.”   


TDR sending and receiving zones are required to be depicted on an approved and 
adopted comprehensive/general or sectional plan map and on the official zoning 
map of the jurisdiction.  The two must be consistent.  Generally, they must also be in 
an area capable of being serviced by adequate public facilities.


There must be designated sending and receiving areas .  In addition, TDRs require a willing 
seller and a willing buyer of development rights and a broker capable of administering the 
program .    


Where a TDR program is in place and is managed effectively, it becomes another tool in the 
toolkit for compatible development near military installations .  It merits further examination 
and consideration in order to avoid the legal entanglement associate with downzoning or 
the political pressures that could result there from .  


The relevancy of the TDR program to encroachment prevention rests in the 
knowledge that agricultural land use is a compatible neighbor to a military 
installation.  The conversion of agriculture lands to higher density residential uses 
may introduce land use incompatibilities.  The TDR program is compatible with the 
objectives of preserving the military mission.


Montgomery County, Maryland, presents an excellent example of the TDR program.  
Its purpose is to preserve and protect vanishing farmlands in a heavily populated and 
growing urban county next to the nation’s capital.54


E .  Land Subdivision Regulations 
Subdivision regulations play as important a role in land use planning as zoning.  Also 
known as record or subdivision plan or plat, they are next steps in the land development 
process prior to a property owner obtaining vesting.  The steps can include land use, grading 
and erosion control plans, and building and occupancy permits, generally in that order.


Strategy:  The subdivision regulations coupled with zoning standards based on public 
policy guidance contained in a duly adopted and approved comprehensive plan can be a 
very effective tool in protecting future residents from an unacceptably noisy environment 
that can have a negative impact on human health and the quality of life .  


TDRs require 
a willing 
seller and a 
willing buyer 
of development 
rights and a 
broker capable 
of administering 
the program


The TDR 
program holds 
promise for 
developing areas 
near military 
installations .  
It should be 
explored as 
a possible 
encroachment 
prevention tool
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1. Local Subdivision Regulations:  In nearly all cases, the local planning commission is 
the subdivision approving authority.  Appeals to a planning commission decision may be 
made either to the local legislative body or to the circuit court, depending on State and local 
law.  


The approval of a subdivision plan or plat by a planning commission is considered an 
administrative action as opposed to a quasi-judicial or legislative action.  It is viewed as 
implementing the community comprehensive plan and zoning ordinance as it applies to a 
specific property.


Land subdivision by record plat or map is the jurisdiction’s official record and legal 
description of property by meets and bounds.  Property may be subdivided into smaller 
developable lots, parcels, or tracts of land for purposes of ownership, transfer of ownership, 
or development.  


The subdivision plat or plan typically is in map form and provides detailed metes and 
bounds descriptions of the location, length, width, and orientation of property lines, 
proposed building orientation to the defined lot and its relationship to other neighboring lots 
or parcels.  It includes utility easements, street rights-of-way for recordation and dedication 
purposes, and contiguity with abutting streets and utilities, including stormwater easements.


Figure V-23


Historic Subdivision Plan of 
Rockville, Maryland — Circa 1783
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Table V-3 


Land Subdivision Regulations


Implementing 
Relationships 


Strategies & Tools


Implementing 
Authorities


Relationships to 
Encroachment


Subdivision 


Regulations


•		Conditions  


    of Approval


•		Developer  


    Agreements


Local govt . and 
planning commission 


The division of property into 
developable lots for purposes 
of sale or development .  A 
subdivision plan or plan 
is required to be acted on 
by a planning commission 
or planning official and 
recorded in the land records 
office of the jurisdiction.  


Virtually all building permits 
are dependent on the 
presentation of an approved 
subdivision plan or plat . 


The platting of property in 
accordance with a local zoning 
ordinance establishes the legal 
basis to transfer property from 
one interest to another .


Subdivision regulations 
are an important planning 
consideration .  


This is more of an engineering 
and site planning stage in the 
development process where 
utilities are coordinated 
with adjacent development 
exactions for public need and 
necessity, easements, and the 
like are negotiated between the 
applicant’s representative and 
the local planning commission or 
government professional staff . 


Developers may agree to provide 
real estate disclosure, recorded 
with the approved record plan 
or with the land records, that 
discloses to a prospective 
purchaser or lessee the potential 
for nuisance from military over-
flights or range artillery practice.


•		Capital  


    Improvements  


    Program (CIP)


Local govt .


This program is used by 
local govt . to identify capital 
needs over time and to 
budget accordingly .  It is a 
financial and planning tool 
to support compatible land 
use and contribute to smart 
growth initiatives .


The CIP is the primary public 
capital-funding program 
used by local govt . to identify 
future capital requirements 
necessary to implement the local 
comprehensive plan .


It is important that military 
installation planners provide 
input to the local planning and 
facilities programming decision 
processes .
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•		Cluster  


    Subdivisions


Local govt ./planning 
commission


This is the implementation of 
a planned unit development 
permitted by the zoning code 
whereby property is 
subdivided into lots of 
varying sizes and shapes to 
achieve open space and other 
public benefits in exchange 
for flexibility in design and 
mix of housing unit types .


Innovative development method 
to design a complex development 
or new community and avoid 
impacting the military mission 
while realizing full development 
expectations .


•		Special  


    Environmental  


    Considerations


Local govt ./planning 
commission


Special conditions imposed 
on the subdivision of 
property for the protection of 
the public health and safety 
and the environment .


Effort by local govt . to steer 
development away from 
incompatible areas based on 
environmental factors such 
as steep slopes, flood plains, 
unstable soils for construction, 
unstable geology, etc .


• The Division of Property into Developable Lots/Parcels:  Large or small 
tracts of land may be subdivided into developable tracts or lots depending on the 
underlying zoning classification.  The size, shape, configuration, and orientation 
of a tract of land or an individual lot in the platting process are governed by the 
local government’s subdivision regulations, the comprehensive plan, and the over-
arching zoning ordinance.  The final record plat or plan of subdivision is recorded 
in the land records of the local jurisdiction for ownership and tax records purposes, 
as well as other government requirements.  


• Subdivision Regulations: Aircraft Clear and Accident Potential Zones:  In its 
simplest form, subdivision regulations may prohibit the division of property into 
residential building lots within the CZ and APZ-I and limit lot size, density, and 
intensity of land use activity in the APZ-II, if a local governing body should so 
devise.


This, combined with zoning limitations, possibly in the form of floating zones, can 
place additional layers of restrictions on the density of population and minimum lot 
size permitted; thus preventing incompatible development from taking place in the 
CZ and APZs.  


Large or 
small tracts of 
land may be 
subdivided into 
developable 
parcels or lots 
depending on the 
zoning ordinance 
classification 
that applies 
to the subject 
property
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Strategy:  Subdivision regulations and overlay or floating zones can work together as 
additional layers of protection with the local comprehensive/general plan providing the 
overall regulatory and planning framework .


2. Conditions of Subdivision Approval:  Many local governments require as conditions 
of approval the identification, set-aside, and/or dedication for public purpose basic features 
common to a typical development.  These include:


a. Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance (APFO) — basis of subdivision application 
review.  It reviews the adqequacy of such items as:


• schools;
• parks;
• streets;
• public transit;
• water and sewerage; and
• storm drainage. 


b. Environmental Safeguards — development restricted areas based on public health, 
safety, and general welfare.  These include items and areas such as:


• flood plains;
• grading and erosion control plans;
• high noise zones; and
• accident Potential Zones.


c. Exactions and Impact Fees — necessary set aside for subdivision to function 
properly, for example:


• conservation easements;
• scenic easements;  
• utility easements;
• public access easements;
• easements that provide reciprocity among adjoining property owners (access 


driveways);
• off-site road improvements to accommodate the traffic, utility, requirements, 


etc.; and
• developer contributions to offset the public service requirements to support the 


proposed development.
  


d. Dedications — for public need and necessity.  These can be required as conditions 
for subdivision approval, requiring set-asides for:


• street rights-of-way for street extensions or widening;
• school site reservations for future public purchase;
• park site reservations for future public purchase; 
• open space (public or private);
• bikeways, walkways, transit ways, and trails; and
• easements (public utilities, public/private access, reciprocal access, avigation)  
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Source:  Randall Arendt, Crossroads, Hamlet, Village, Town:  Design characteristics of 
Traditional Neighborhood, Old and New, (rev. ed.), Advisory Service Report No. 523/524 
(Chicago: American Planning Association, 2004, with permission).


Figure V-24


A Conventional Subdivision Layout


The conventional development plan yields 39 lots consuming every acre of land. The alternative 
development plan contains 44 single-family homes on lots ranging from 14,000 square feet to one acre 
and allows roughly 60 percent of the land to be retained as open space and for agriculture.


Alternate Subdivision Plan


Conventional and Alternative Development Plans


3. Developer Agreement:  This is an agreement between the subdividing authority (most 
often a planning commission) and the applicant seeking authority to subdivide the subject 
property into recordable lots for the purpose of development.  Development agreements 
are recorded along with the approved subdivision plan or plat in the local land records 
office in the form of covenants either in a deed description or on the face of a recorded site 
development plan.


The developer agreement binds up in one place all mutually agreed-upon terms and 
conditions that will run with the land and require compliance by the owner or subsequent 
owners who develop the property.  It may involve the dedication and construction of 
streets; payment of off-site development impact fees; and on-site installation of water, 
sewer, and storm drainage, streets; curb and gutter, street lighting, and the like that are 
required as a condition of building permit issuance.  It could include the payment of fees 
such as utility tap fees and drainage fees.  It also could acknowledge that a property is 
located in a high noise zone requiring special building standards for sound level reduction 
(SLR) (see Appendixes 8 and 10).


Several States protect developers of property from later zoning changes through the use 
of development agreements.  The agreement between a developer and the approving 
governmental body represents an entitlement extended to the developer to proceed 
unencumbered by a subsequent change in zoning.  The California law is illustrative.55


Several 
States protect 
developers of 
property from 
later zoning 
changes, 
through the use 
of development 
agreements
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Strategy:  The subdivision plat is a convenient place to specify any special conditions 
placed on the use of the land, usually in the form of an easement or development 
agreement between the owner/developer of the property seeking to subdivide and 
the approving authority .  Participation by a military base representative on a local 
development review committee (as in the case of Escambia County, Florida) could head 
off potential conflicts or worse embarrassment.  No military base commander wants to 
be accused of “being asleep at the switch .”


4. Capital Improvements Program (CIP):  Common among local governments is 
the CIP.  This is both a fiscal and planning document used to complement the local 
government’s comprehensive plan and annual operating budget.  Normally a CIP covers a 
6-year period, with the first year being the capital budget year.  


A CIP lays out public facilities plans and programs of a local government.  It is intended to 
coordinate planned public expenditures of other public agencies.  For example, local street 
construction should be synchronized with utility projects, school construction, and private 
subdivision development.


Strategy:  The CIP can be a very powerful tool in the encroachment prevention toolkit .  
By staging the location, timing, and construction of public facilities, local government 
can control the tone, direction, spread, and timing of development so it does not outstrip 
the ability of the local public agencies to provide adequate public services and facilities 
in a timely and cost effective manner .


In the context of encroachment prevention, it is well known that, with the introduction of 
major public facilities such as sewerage interceptors, major water mains, roads, and other 
public service facilities improvements, development is soon to follow.  The extension of 
such public facilities is by no means ubiquitous.  It is usually based on public need and 
necessity and is guided by the comprehensive/general plan of the city/county.  It is a critical 
element of the growth management and staging element of the plan.  


Where there is an independent water and sewerage authority, the question will arise as to 
who is managing growth and development, its staging geographically, and its timing relative 
to the provision of other public facilities.  


5. Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance (APFO):  As mentioned above in relation to 
the requirements for obtaining a building permit for a subdivision, these ordinances may 
be a requirement of a local government.  In jurisdictions with an AFPO, a condition of 
subdivision approval is the demonstration that adequate public facilities (such as streets, 
water and sewerage systems, storm water, public transit, and schools) are available or 
will be made available in the foreseeable (projected) future.  Absent this certification by 
the applicant, the subdivision may not be approved unless the developer provides the 
services necessary to accommodate and sustain the proposed development.  Most often 
this in embodied in a development agreement between the approving authority (planning 
commission or city/county council) and the applicant.


The subdivision 
plat is a 
convenient 
place to specify 
any special 
conditions 
placed on the 
use of the land


The CIP can be 
a very powerful 
tool in the 
encroachment 
prevention 
tooklit
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Strategy:  An APFO is an important consideration for any military installation 
commander when assessing the ability to conduct ongoing military missions and 
responsibly respond to the pressures of development that could be incompatible with 
the military mission .
  


Of particular interest to a military base commander is the transportation infrastructure.  
As mentioned previously, an example of the importance of this feature in a proposed 
development is the DoD requirement that, in times of national defense mobilization, 
military personnel living off base must be able to reach their assigned station within 1 hour.  
If a base is located in an existing built-up, highly congested urban area or in a rural location 
that is subjected to intense development pressures, local traffic congestion can affect the 
ability of military personnel to meet mobilization requirements.  


An APFO is a tool to relate development applications (principally subdivision) to an area’s 
carrying capacity measured in the adequacy of public facilities and services (e.g., water and 
sewerage, streets and highways, police and emergency services, adequate school capacity) 
to support the proposed development.  


Strategy:  Knowledge and awareness of the local jurisdiction’s CIP, the comprehensive/
general plan, and the infrastructure carrying capacity within the MIPD is valuable 
information to be added to installation planner’s toolkit .
 
Strategy:  A local government’s knowledge of the needs of the military installation to 
perform its mission is essential to smart planning and programming of public facilities 
and services .  It is a two-way street requiring each interest to coordinate respective 
plans and investment strategies so both may mutually coexist and prosper .


Strategy:   When tied to and made a part of a comprehensive plan’s development 
staging element, the CIP can be a positive public policy tool of local government’s 
development review requirements .  In this context, the CIP can telegraph local 
government’s investment plans coordinated with the local comprehensive/general plan .  
It can be used by the local military command to influence and redirect incompatible 
growth and development that could be deleterious to the military installation’s mission .


6. Cluster Development:  Cluster development is less a floating zone and more 
an optional method of development or a variance.  It can be permitted under zoning 
and implemented through the subdivision regulations of a local jurisdiction.  Cluster 
development is intended to promote flexibility in a site plan design in residential 
communities without sacrificing existing, permitted densities or changing the character 
of the neighborhood.  Cluster development also encourages the preservation of natural 
features, topography, and open space.


Strategy:  Cluster development is particularly useful in encroachment prevention 
when a larger development parcel is located half in and half out of a sensitive noise or 
Accident Potential Zone .  


A local 
government’s 
knowledge of 
the needs of 
the military 
installation 
to perform 
its mission 
is essential 
to smart 
planning and 
programming of 
public facilities 
and services
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Under conventional zoning and subdivision regulations, specified minimum lot sizes and 
uniform building setback requirements can produce monotonous, look-alike subdivisions 
sprawling across the landscape and increase the cost of infrastructure to service the 
development.  


Clustering of developable lots in a subdivision allows variety in design and land 
conservation.  A jurisdiction’s zoning and subdivision regulation may permit the division 
of land into development lots of varying shapes and sizes, some smaller than the minimum 
area permitted by a conventional subdivision development under the same zoning 
classification.  Some local zoning codes may permit higher densities than permitted by 
the underlying zoning district provided there is an offsetting and commensurate public 
benefit.  For example, Pennsylvania’s Growing Greener Program56 may permit higher 
densities in exchange for increased open space and conservation areas.  This is an incentive 
for developers to produce superior subdivision layouts, and promote a more creative 
arrangement of land use, based on type of unit and open space and land conservation 
characteristics desired.  In the process, property values rise because of a better development 
plan. 


Source:  Randall Arend, et al., Rural by Design 
(Chicago: American Planning Association, 2004, with permission).


Figure V-25


A conventional two-acre lot subdivision with homes located on sensitive but buildable land, 
compared with improved layouts protecting resource areas, as encouraged by new regulations
adopted by the Maine Department of Environmental Protection.


Sensitive Area
Easement or deed restriction


Typical Cluster Development


A recent trend is to apply the cluster subdivision concept to open space conservation.  
Referred to as conservation subdivisions, the idea is to permit builders to cluster homes 
on a site in exchange for preserving up to half the land as open space.  As with cluster 
subdivisions, the total unit number cannot exceed traditional zoning limits.  A benefit or 
trade-off is reduced development and infrastructure costs.


A recent trend is 
to apply cluster 
subdivision 
concept to 
open space 
conservation
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7. Special Environmental Conditions:  Special environmental considerations have 
become accepted as part of the subdivision development process and are justified under the 
delegated police powers to protect the public health, safety, and general welfare.  Examples 
include the following:


Source:  Randall Arendt, Crossroads, Hamlet, Village, Town:  Design characteristics of 
Traditional Neighborhood, Old and New, (rev. ed.), Advisory Service Report No. 523/524 
(Chicago: American Planning Association, 2004, with permission).


Figure V-26


Plan B


To determine density under Pennsylvaniaʼs 
Growing Greener Program Conventional 
“Yield Plans” such as this demonstrate the 
feasibility of 18 two-acre district.


Alternative layout demonstrates how lot yield
could be doubled as an incentive for developers
to produce lot layouts that include 70 percent of
the unconstrained land to remain as permanent 
open space.


Plan A.


Comparison Between Conventional and Cluster Design


a. Floodplain Regulation Zone (FPZ):  Building in the floodplain of streams and 
rivers is considered unsafe and generally is prohibited, except for roads or other 
transportation facilities that must be constructed across floodplains. 


 
Most local jurisdictions use FPZs to prohibit the subdivision of single-family 
residential lots within the 50-year floodplains of streams and rivers.  This area could 
be inundated by storm water runoff equal to what could occur on an average of 
once every 50 years based on the total development potential of the watershed.  


Other jurisdictions face the same requirement on the 100-year floodplain, but 
allow the subdivision of the property into building lots provided all buildings are 
located outside the 50-year floodplain and the first floor of habitable portions of the 
structure is 1 foot above the 100-year mean flood elevation. 


In either case, the public objective is to prevent homesites from being exposed to 
the potential for loss of life or being damaged or destroyed by flood waters.  
An FPZ is an example of the important role subdivision regulation can play in 
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guiding development and implementing the jurisdiction’s comprehensive plan and 
zoning ordinance.  Other parameters can have a direct bearing on encroachment and 
urban sprawl near military installations.


b. Steep Slopes and Unstable Geology:  Most local governments recognize the 
inherent problems associated with developing property on steep or unstable slopes.  
In addition, where the geology cannot support urban or suburban development, local 
subdivision regulations may require special consideration.  For example, when a 
development plan or plat seeks to locate on unstable terrain, additional criteria may 
have to be applied to protect future residents and structures from harm.


c. High-Noise Impact Zones:  In the interest of protecting public health and safety, 
a subdivision regulation may prohibit the subdividing of property into building lots 
for residential purposes if the property is located within a designated AICUZ high 
noise zone recognized by the local approving authority as the maximum threshold 
for intrusive noise.  


The city of Aurora, Colorado, prohibits residential uses regardless of the underlying 
zone in the 65+ dB DNL/Ldn; residential uses are permitted in the 60-65 dB DNL/
Ldn subject to a public hearing, approval, and authorization by the city council. 57  


Military installations, particularly airfields and test and training ranges, with their 
high-performance jet aircraft, aerial bombing practice, and artillery firing, can easily 
generate noise well in excess of 65+ dB DNL/Ldn both on and off the air station 
or range.  The DoD-AICUZ programs can identify the on- and off- site impacts of 
military noise on the surrounding community.  This is the most valuable information 
a jurisdiction can have for use in the comprehensive planning process.


d. Aircraft Accident Potential Zones (APZs):  Public health and safety establishes 
a threshold beyond which it is not prudent to encourage residential development in 
areas prone to accident.  The police powers can prohibit the subdivision of parcels 
or tracts of land into residential building lots if the subject property is located in a 
designated APZ-I.  The AICUZ instruction relative to the AZP-II zone recommends 
one to three dwelling units per acre on scattered sites.  


F .  Building and Structural Height Codes  
Building and structural height codes prescribe the basic requirements to regulate 
construction of buildings and structures.  


1. Building Code:  The local governing body is responsible for implementation and 
enforcement of the building codes.  The codes set requirements to ensure that a structure is 
safe and habitable.  These requirements include specifying acceptable building materials, 
and establishing minimum electrical, plumbing, ventilation, and structural requirements.


Most local 
governments 
recognize 
the inherent 
problems 
associated with 
developing 
property on 
steep or unstable 
slopes


The DoD-AICUZ 
programs can 
identify the 
on- and off- 
site impacts of 
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the surrounding 
community
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Table V-4


Building and Structural Codes


Strategies & Tools
Implementing 


Authorities
Relationships to 
Encroachment


Building Codes Local govt .


The major application 
of building codes to 
compatible land use 
planning involves 
residential and other noise-
sensitive land use activities . 


However, sound level 
reduction (SLR) in buildings 
may be the mediating factor 
to establish compatibility .


Building codes establish the 
basic standard for building 
construction based on public 
health and safety codes .


When noise-sensitive structures 
are either located within or are 
planned to be located within 
an a high noise zone, building 
standards need to require 
indoor SLR in the magnitude of 
25 to 30 dB to provide a level of 
sound attenuation compatible 
with occupancy .


Indoor Sound Level 


Reduction (SLR) 


•		International  


     Building Code  


     under the 


     International  


     Code Council  


     (ICC)


Local govt .


Application of building 
standards and requirements 
to achieve indoor SLR .


In the category of building 
code enforcement, indoor SLR 
is an important tool to protect 
residents from intrusive and 
unsettling noise .


•		Building and  


     Structure Height  


      Limitation 


      (i.e., electric-  


      generating  


      windmill,  


      cell towers,  


      microwave towers,  


      buildings)


Local govt . 
and FAA


This is becoming an issue 
relative to aircraft flying 
requirements and the 
regulation of building and 
structural height .  The FAA 
regulates structural heights 
near airfields and advises 
local government and the 
development community 
of the air navigation 
hazards associated with 
structures that exceed FAA 
recommendations .


The relationship of structure 
height to aircraft operations is 
critical to the health and safety 
of pilots and the public .


The emergence of electric-
generating windmills, cell 
towers, and microwave towers 
in isolated rural environments 
are in competition with existing 
low-level military training 
routes and may threaten 
military training and readiness .
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2. Indoor Sound Level Reduction: Building code sound level reduction (SLR) 
requirements may be achieved by any suitable combination of building designs, choice of 
building materials, and execution of construction details in accordance with established 
architectural and acoustical principals.  SLR in buildings usually applies to occupied 
rooms having one or more exterior walls or ceiling.  Like floodplain regulations, traditional 
building codes can require minimally acceptable levels of indoor sound attenuation through 
application of SLR construction practices, including proper insulation, triple-pane glass 
windows and insulated doors, air conditioning, and the like (see building code discussion).  
Typically, by utilizing specific building techniques and materials, the ambient noise level 
within a residential dwelling unit can be reduce DNL/Ldn from 25 to 30 dB, making the 
dwelling more habitable .  However, this does not protect residents from episodic events 
when a low-flying aircraft can generate in excess of 100 dB and a resulting shock wave.


Exterior noise can have a significant impact on human activity, health, and safety. Noise 
may be isolated and reduced in homes and working environments where public contact is 
common through application of standard construction techniques that selectively increase 
the insulating quality of the exterior of occupied structures .


Appendix 10 provides an example of a building code from Eastern Carolina Council of 
Governments in North Carolina.  It incorporates SLR to achieve DNL/Ldn of between 25 
and 30 dB.  The same basic building code with SRL has been used in Montgomery County, 
Ohio.  Calculation of noise exposure taken from the Maximum Mission Contour (MMC) is 
an estimate of the maximum sound levels measured in decibels (dB) using average annual 
day-night logarithmic scale (DNL/Ldn) that could be expected given the nature of the 
military mission and operational characteristics.


The military has few opportunities to mitigate noise at the source.  There is a potential, 
however, to mitigate by altering the path between the noise source and the receiver.  The 
simplest way to reduce noise impact is to lengthen the distance between source and receiver 
(buffer).  When sound waves propagate along the surface of the earth, acoustic energy can 
be lost in several ways.  One way is directly into the ground.  Forests are more effective 
in reducing high-frequency sound than in reducing low-frequency sound.  Small earthen 
berms, noise barriers, or natural terrain are the most common uses of sound barriers to 
shield homes from highway traffic noise. 


The most effective way to reduce the impact of noise on surrounding areas is to identify 
noise-sensitive uses and prevent those uses from locating in high noise environments.  DoD 
Instruction 4265.57 presents a matrix of land use activities in relationship to noise levels 
(Appendix 2).  It suggests land uses that are and are not compatible in noisy environments.


3. Structural Height Limitations:  Building codes prescribe the basic requirements to 
regulate construction of structures.  The local governing body under the police powers may 
adopt stricter land development regulations to ensure that a structure is safe and habitable.  
Structural height limitations are specified in the FAA Regulations (FAR),58 and Military 
Airport Imaginary Surfaces. 
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Throughout the aircraft approach, transitional, inner horizontal, outer horizontal, and 
conical areas as defined, no building, structure, or object of natural growth is to be 
permitted to be erected, extended, or allowed to grow beyond the maximum height 
established.  Figure V- 27 is a representation of the height limitations used by the FAA for 
approach, horizontal, and conical zones surrounding airfields.


However, the FAA is not a regulatory body.  It is advisory to the local jurisdiction, which 
may or may not abide by the FAA recommendation.  In such instances, the burden normally 
falls on the operators of the military or civilian airfield to make adjustments in flight 
patterns to avoid air hazard should a building or structure encroach into navigable airspace.  
Typically, building and structural height limits are carried in the local zoning ordinance 
and implemented during the development review processes.  Oftentimes, communities in 
the vicinity of an airfield will work with the FAA to implement the FAR Part 77 when it 
involves construction of tall structures, including buildings, construction cranes, microwave 
and cell towers, and the like. 


The FAA airspace process serves several essential notification and coordination functions 
beyond simply ensuring that the approaches to an airport are not obstructed by tall objects.  
Persons proposing any type of construction or alteration under provisions of FAR Part 
77 are required to notify the FAA by completing FAA Form 7460-1, “Notice of Proposed 
Construction or Alteration.”59


The FAA will conduct an aeronautical study and issue a determination to the proponent of 
the construction/alteration.


Strategy:  The FAA has no land use control powers .  It is important that local 
community and base planners be aware of the various critical safety considerations 
when helping to site development near airfields, including military airfields.


Appendix 9.2 presents a sample height ordinance dealing with Fort Campbell, Kentucky, 
and environs.


The FAA cannot regulate building or structural height; this is a matter reserved to local 
government through the zoning laws .  However, it can issue advisories and notices 
regarding air navigation hazards to redirect flights away from the known obstructions, and 
it can require appropriate markings .


In Arizona, California, Nevada, Utah, and other western States, alternative wind energy 
projects known, as “windmill farms” have become a matter of priority for the U.S. 
Department of Energy and DoD.  Many of the windmills exceed heights of 200 feet above 
ground level (AGL).  A new generation of electric-generating windmills soon may reach 
heights in excess of 1,000 feet AGL in remote mountain and desert environments.  


The problem presented for the DoD is that many low-level military training routes (MTRs)  
crisscross the country, especially in remote mountain and desert environments.  The 
uncoordinated spread of energy windmills encroaching into the air space used for military 
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aerial training can present an air safety problem and seriously affect mission sustainment 
and readiness, not to mention present hazards to flight crews and civilians living beneath an 
MTR.  


Normally this would not present a major issue for high-level MTRs.  However, for low-level 
MTRs it can be a deadly business.  In FAAs and DoD-designated MTRs, high-performance 
military aircraft, piloted or not, can cruise at ground-hugging altitudes as low as 200 feet 
AGL and at ground speeds in excess of 400 knots.


Figure V-27


Air Control Surface Plan 
Governing Structure Height


Source:  Federal Aviation Administration.
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Strategy:  Greater coordination among FAA, DoD, the Department of Energy, State 
energy agencies, and local government is required in order to address the issue on a 
national basis .  The very purpose of MTRs can be eroded by residential development 
and tall structures built in their paths, seriously impeding military testing, training, and 
readiness .


G .   Development Review Process  
Across the country in the halls of city and county government are multiple departments 
devoted to public works, planning, transportation, parks and recreation, police and 
emergency services, public and private utility and communications services, and 
development ombudspersons who represent an applicant seeking to develop property.  The 
development review process focuses administrative attention on development applications 
and their relationship to the plan, the zoning ordinance, subdivision regulations, building 
codes, and the like.  
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Table V-5


The Development Review Process


Strategies & Tools
Implementing 


Authorities
Relationships to 
Encroachment


Local govt.  


Development Application 


Review Processes


Local planning 
commission and 
local governing body 
(possibly a hearing 
examiner) .


Military installations may 


participate60 in the local planning 
commission and local government 
deliberations relative to pending 
development applications and 
influence the decision-making 
process like any other neighboring 
land owner .


Military interests and concerns 
should be expressed early in the 
application review process to 
establish standing and to participate 
in the hearing process .


•		Mandatory Referral  


    of Development 


    Applications


Local planning 
department


This referral of 
development 
applications is 
standard among 
government entities 
to ensure that all 
development conditions 
and requirements are 
coordinated among all 
responsible parties .


The local planning department may 
enter into agreements with the local 
military base command to submit 
pending development applications 
within a specified geographic area 
of an installation for review and 
comment at a scheduled public 
hearing .


This provides an early advisory 
as to the potential impacts of a 
rezoning or development application 
on the military installation’s 
operations .
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•		Military Participation  


    on Local Planning  


    Boards as Seated  


    Ex Officio Board  


    Member


Planning commission


This practice provides 
the opportunity for a 
military installation 
commander or 
representative to 
participate as a 
nonvoting member 
of a planning 
commission as it 
considers development 
application proposals 
pending before the 
local govt .


Recently, State legislatures (Florida) 
and local governments (Biloxi, MS) 
have extended the opportunity to a 
local base command to participate 
in an advisory capacity as a seated 
member of an appointed board of 
citizen advisors .  


1. Local Development Review:  This review is a very important part of the local 
government’s development process.  The formal technical staff review of an application will 
result in recommendations to the local planning commission or, city/county government 
upon which decisions are made.  


The review process presents an opportunity for a military representative to work with the 
local government development review team to identify issues and opportunities associated 
with the development application.  From this process can come an informal understanding 
between the professional development review team and the applicant.  


Staff reports vary from jurisdiction to jurisdiction.  However, in the development review 
process, local planning commission staff reports become part of the official public hearing 
record, and can, and often will, influence the final decision.


Strategy:  Local government should invite a representative of the local military 
installation to participate on the local development review staff team as a way to 
integrate the military missions with the local government’s planning and development 
review processes .  


The JLUS of NAS Pensacola located in Escambia County, Florida, calls for a seat on 
the County Development Review Committee to be reserved for a representative of the 
Naval Air Station.  Recent law passed by the Florida legislature mirrors the county’s 
strategy.  Implementation of this law should greatly improve coordination of development 
applications among the military installation, the county, and the applicant. 


Strategy:  Increasingly, military installations are seeking opportunities to participate 
as early as possible in the development review process .  They are major stakeholders 
and their input is needed if the decision makers are to consider the full impact of a 
development proposal on all neighbors . 


The review 
process presents 
an opportunity 
for a military 
representative 
to work with 
the local 
government 
development 
review team
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a. Mandatory Referrals of zoning and Development Applications:  In several 
states (Arizona, California, Florida, Georgia, and Washington are examples), the 
local planning commission or zoning review board is required to formally notify 
other government agencies on proposed zoning and land use changes that could 
affect other governmental or nongovernmental interests.  This process is often 
referred to as a “mandatory referral” because it is required, by either statute or local 
code. 


When a comprehensive plan or any sort of development change is proposed, the 
host jurisdiction may be obliged to notify its neighbors and provide information 
on the pending change.  An opportunity is provided, within a set period of time, to 
comment to the public record on the proposed change.  


Military installations in the States noted above and, perhaps, others will be included 
on the list of governmental agencies that must receive referrals of proposed 
development applications for review and comment as appropriate.


This “give and take” between local governments and neighboring governmental 
entities, including the Federal Government, is a healthy exercise in coordinating 
respective development activities.  This safeguard protects one agency from 
being surprised by actions of another that could affect it physically, fiscally, or 
otherwise.  The reviewing authority is required to consider the comments and 
recommendations submitted to the public record and render a final decision.


Strategy:  A mandatory referral requirement is a particularly important tool for 
military installation commanders .  A mandatory referral agreement (in the form of a 
memorandum or letter of understanding) between a local planning commission and the 
base commander will ensure that the installation will receive notice of every agenda 
and development proposal pending before the city/county planning commission or city/
county council near a military installation .  


The significance of this and similar State enactments is to recognize the presence 
and importance of the military in local government affairs.  Even if a pending 
action has no apparent affect on base operations, establishing standing in the 
proceedings is important for a base commander or his/her representative.  
Establishing standing before a deciding body is normally done by appearing and 
providing written or oral testimony to the public record.  Without having standing it 
is difficult to appeal a decision by a deciding body should the decision be contrary 
to the military’s interests.  


By establishing standing and becoming a party at interest, the military, possibly 
aggrieved by a land use decision, may become an appellant in subsequent 
proceedings.61  


A mandatory 
referral 
requirement is 
a particularly 
important tool 
for military 
installation 
commanders
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b. Military Participation on Local Planning Commission:  The State of Florida 
passed legislation62 assigning a military installation representative a seat as an ex-
officio, nonvoting member on a local government land planning or zoning board.  
The representative may participate in planning board deliberations on a zoning and 
development application pending before the board, but cannot vote on the issue.  


Oftentimes a developer is unaware of the mission or activities on goingon the base 
next door.  If it were, it might be able to make adjustments and accommodations that 
can speed the process, save time and money for the applicant, and possibly resolve 
contentious encroachment issues early in the process.  


Strategy:  A local jurisdiction that permits a major public interest such as the local 
military base command staff to participate in a development review dialogue has a 
greater likelihood of working out technical differences between the applicant, local 
government, and the neighboring military installation .  


H .  Local Administrative Actions  
The final litmus test to achieving compatible land use opportunities near a military 
installation is local government administrative actions that execute public policy.  This last 
section reviews the tools available to deal with civilian encroachment issues through the 
judicious administration of local government policies and regulations.


1. Caveats to Administrative Action:  The practitioner should be aware there are certain 
due process issues and legal doctrines of which planners must be aware.  These include 
a prescription against ex parte communications and the legal doctrines of vesting and 
estoppel. 


a. Ex Parte Communications:  In the case of a quasi-judicial action, a deciding board 
of appeals or local legislative body is bound by the rule of ex parte communications.  
This means decision makers cannot talk to one party about the merits of a pending 
case without all parties being present.  Every interested party must have the 
opportunity to hear all testimony and facts submitted to the record that may have a 
bearing on the final decision.  Decision makers who accept or exchange information 
on a pending case outside of the normal public process could jeopardize a pending 
zoning case and may have it declared prejudiced and flawed by the courts, assuming 
a challenge.  


There are strict rules on pre-hearing contacts with decision makers, and there are 
limitations on lobbying by local board or planning staffs outside their normal 
report and presentation functions at zoning hearings.  This is true for military base 
commanders attempting to influence a local decision-making process.


Today, nine States are considered quasi-judicial in matters of zoning, whereas 27 
States are legislative.  In the remaining 15 States, it is unclear (see Appendix 1 for 
State listings).


Oftentimes a 
developer is 
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b. Vesting and Estoppel:  The doctrines of vesting and estoppel are fundamental to 
the local zoning and development process. 63   Once a right to develop property is 
“vested,” subsequent governmental actions to thwart such development may be 
judged a “taking.”  However, prior to vesting, permission to develop property still 
can be denied or modified for cause.  


The legal concept of vesting is entirely a matter of State law.  For instance, when a 
landowner’s right to develop his land becomes vested will differ from State to State.  
In principle, the law of vested rights seeks to balance competing interests of the 
developer and the municipality.  A developer needs some protection from changing 
development requirements that would otherwise prevent completion of a project 
or make it more costly to complete.64  On the other hand, a locality must have the 
ability to respond to changed circumstances as part of its police powers.


The legal doctrine of estoppel will be applied by a court to prevent a jurisdiction 
from asserting that a change in law or circumstances prevents a landowner from 
asserting his/her common law property rights.  To be successful in asking that 
estoppel be applied against a defendant, a plaintiff must show that he/she has 
changed his/her position to his/her detriment after relying on some official action 
that was appropriately and legally accomplished.


There are some similarities between the fact situations necessary for a landowner 
to assert vesting or ask that estoppel be applied.  Vested rights that are denied by a 
local jurisdiction can lead to a takings claim against that jurisdiction.  Therefore, it 
is important that planners be especially aware of their state law as to vesting.  


Here are some examples of when vesting has been deemed to occur in three 
different states:


1)  In the State of Maryland, vesting does not occur until ground is broken and 
footings are poured.  The possession of a building permit or a grading, erosion, 
and sediment control permit does not necessarily confer vesting.65


2)  In the State of Virginia (a Dillon Rule State), vesting occurs when the developer 
and the local governing body reach agreement on “proffers” or formulate a 
development agreement.  Once accepted by local government, development of 
the property may proceed unencumbered by right. 


3)  In the State of California, a property is vested when three things have occurred:


a) All necessary permits for development (entitlements) have been secured  
      from appropriate public agencies 


b) Such permits specifically describe the improvements to be made  


c) The developer has done substantial work, expending substantial money,  
      and incurred liability in reliance on permits received.66


It is important 
that planners be 
especially aware 
of their state law 
as to vesting
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different in terms 
of when vesting 
occurs







V-98


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Just as courts may vary, so also may States .  Each State is different in terms of when vesting 
occurs .  The reader is urged to research this topic before assuming a governmental action 
can change or rescind a legitimate development application, without incurring charges of 
inverse condemnation .


2. Geographic Information System (GIS):  A GIS is a computer-based system 
capable of capturing, storing, analyzing, and displaying geographic information; that 
is, multifaceted data absent specific locations and the relationship among differing sets 
of information on that location.  GIS technology can be used for resource management 
analysis and community land use planning.  It has the capability for identifying compatible 
and incompatible land use activity that could impact on the operational utility of a military 
installation.  In this sense, GIS is a powerful administrative and planning tool to help in 
analyzing existing, potential, and planned spatial land use relationships in a geographical 
context.  The power of a GIS to the compatible land use planning process and toolkit comes 
from its ability to characterize unique natural and human-made characteristics in a spatial 
context.
      
As a land use planning tool, digitized spatial geographic information in computer-generated 
format can represent current and future land-based resources and activities.  It can help 
to understand what property needs to be protected or limited in development because of a 
variety of characteristics.  These include but are not limited to areas affected by high noise 
or military aircraft crash hazard, environmentally sensitive lands, floodplains, water quality 
protection, cultural and natural resources, endangered species habitat, and productive 
farmland.  


By analyzing the GIS information layers, often several land protection objectives can be 
served.  For example, an area adversely affected by aircraft approach and departure zones 
and high noise might also be an area harboring endangered species habitat or precious 
farmlands, or needing water quality protection.  An area adversely affected by military 
operations might be protected from incompatible development by applying multiple land 
protection programs or devices within the areas affected.


A land use compatibility planning program under the aegis of a number of Federal, State, 
local, and conservation-based organizations was undertaken for Fort Bragg/Pope AFB, 
North Carolina.  The program used extensive GIS data collection by the North Carolina 
Center for Geographic Information Analysis (see Fort Bragg, NC, Case Study below).  By 
observing the characteristics of parcels needing protection revealed in GIS mapping layers, 
appropriate Federal, State, and private sector conservation/protection programs could be 
targeted for these parcels.  Sometimes the protection of endangered species habitat outside 
a military installation reduces the need to protect that habitat on the base, thereby freeing up 
military land needed for training and operations.


The use of GIS provides insight into multidisciplinary techniques and resources that can be 
used to protect the public health, safety, and welfare, the dual goal of a JLUS program.


3.  Real Property Transaction Strategies:  The following tools can be used by planners 
and others to purchase or encumber all or a portion of property rights on property that might 
create an encroachment issue for military installations.
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a. Securing Property Rights:  Ownership of property includes possession of a series 
of rights to the property.  The State or the general public always retains certain basic 
rights to all real property.  These rights include police powers, right of taxation, 
eminent domain, and escheat (the right of the sovereign to own those properties 
not in the ownership of others).  Other, neighboring property owners retain 
certain rights over their neighbor’s property, such as the flow of water across land.  
Ownership rights may be bought and sold, collectively or separately, depending on 
the interests of the buyer and the willingness of the seller.  An easement is a right of 
another to a part(s) of the benefits of real property ownership, depending on what is 
available for sale.


4. Easements:  Easements are permanent set-asides of land, with the title to the easement 
held by the easement purchaser until sold or released.  The original property owner retains 
property rights to the unsold bundle of rights.  Easements work well within different 
jurisdictions and represent agreements between the private property owner and the local 
jurisdiction.  Easements are enforceable in civil court and may often be acquired for a 
fraction of the cost of the true land value and still achieve the sought-after protection.


Table V- 6


Local Administrative Actions


Strategies & Tools
Implementing 


Authorities
Relationships to 
Encroachment


ADMINISTRATIVE 


ACTIONS


Real Property  


Transaction Strategies


Local govt .


These are ministerial 
actions taken by a public 
official to implement 
the Plan, codes and 
ordinances, and  policies .


Administrative actions are the 
final authorities of local govt. to 
influence development applications, 
be it through the development 
review process, the proffering of on- 
and off-site improvements for the 
benefit of the public, or cooperative 
agreements between local govt . and 
a land developer .  


Easements


•		Avigation 


Local govt ./military 
and property owner and 
acquisition of select 
property rights .


An easement would allow military 
aircraft to fly below approved FAA 
levels of 500 feet for rural areas and 
1,000 feet for urban areas (AGL) .
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•		Conservation  


     Easements and  


     Partnering


State and local govt ./DoD/
NGO and property owner .


Acquisition of select 
property rights and 
interests .


Conservation easements are 
different from avigation easements 
in that they deal with the future use 
of land .


The application to compatible land 
use near military installation and 
the preservation of environmental 
values are interconnected and 
valuable, complementing objectives .


•		Open Space State and local govt ./DoD/
NGO and property owner .


Acquisition of select 
property rights and 
interests .


Securing open space through 
dedication, gift, or purchase is a 
valuable use of land long term .


Open space is a compatible 
neighbor to military installations 
and operations .


•		Less than Fee  


    Simple Acquisition


State and local govt ./DoD/
NGO and property owner .


Acquisition of property 
rights and interests .


Complex planning process requiring 
careful coordination with the 
local military installation and the 
governing body .


•		Covenant and  


     Deed Restriction


State and local govt ./DoD/
NGO and property owner .


Acquisition of property 
rights and interests .


Similar to cooperative agreements 
that are recorded with the deed to 
run in perpetuity or until original 
purpose is extinguished .


•		Purchase of  


    Development  


    Rights


State and local govt ./DoD/
NGO and property owner .


Acquisition of property 
rights and interests .


Willing buyer and willing seller .


•		Land Swaps/ 


    Transfers


State and local govt ./DoD/
NGO and property owner .


Willing land transfer between two 
parties of interest
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•		Property Tax  


     Incentives


State/Local govt . Property owners compensated 
through property tax reduction .  
State/local govt . compensated by 
continuing presence of military .


  •		Fee Simple  


      Acquisition


State and local govt ./DoD/
NGO and property owner .


All interests compensated .


Easements are important implementing elements of the military’s overall conservation 
partnering program. The authority extended by Congress for DoD to encourage 
conservation partnering with nongovernmental organizations (The Nature Conservancy, 
for example) and State and local governments focuses on securing specific development 
rights to property for conservation and natural resources protection purposes.  In addition, 
its purpose is to prevent incompatible development from encroaching upon and interfering 
with the mission of a nearby military installation.


There are many types of easements.  They can be categorized as subsurface, surface, 
and above surface, even aerial (avigation).  Easements are secure surface and subsurface 
rights to access and sustain public and private services and facilities, such as underground 
and aerial utilities, transportation facilities, and navigation (aerial and surface) and the 
preservation of farmland, natural resources, and scenic views. 


Strategy: When property is acquired, usually all rights, except those retained by the 
State, are purchased in fee .  However, it is possible to acquire only certain rights that 
are needed for a specific purpose assuming a willing seller and a willing buyer.  


These limited rights can be acquired in the form of easements, with the owner retaining 
other rights to the property.  Easements are recorded in the land records of the local 
jurisdiction. The price for an easement is determined by the value that the landowner is 
willing to place on rights to be sold.  If the requested easements will not significantly 
impair the owner’s contemplated use or sale of the land, the cost could be low.  In the case 
of utility easements and rights-of-way on the property, the owner may find it advantageous 
to dedicate an easement at no cost or consideration.   


Strategy:  The enforcement of recorded easements not held by local government is the 
responsibility of the party holding the easement .  Utility companies police their own 
easements, as do neighboring property owners, who may hold a reciprocal cross access 
easement, and a conservation-based organization .  Easements acquired and held by 
the DoD are enforced by the military installation .  Often this becomes problematic as 
personnel changes can lose the continuity and awareness that easements held require 
continuous monitoring .


Easements 
are important 
implementing 
elements of the 
military’s overall 
conservation 
partnering 
program
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a. Avigation Easements:  Avigation (air navigation) easements may be donated by 
a property owner or purchased by an entity desiring a right to fly unencumbered 
over property below the 500-foot AGL floor established for rural areas and 1,000 
feet AGL floor for urban areas established by the “500-Foot Rule.”67  In some 
jurisdictions, for example Aurora, Colorado, and Escambia County, Florida, an 
avigation easement is required as a condition of subdivision approval.  In Virginia 
Beach, Virginia, the Navy purchased avigation easements in an effort to protect the 
flying mission of NAS Oceana located there.


b. Conservation Easements:  The focus of this subsection is conservation easements 
and buffers of all types.  Typically, they are based on specific arrangements made 
between the property owner and a second or third party of interest.  Consideration 
may involve set-aside of land for easements, tax incentives, or other forms of 
compensation.


In addition, the compensation could be a set-aside for philanthropic and 
eleemosynary purposes with no exchange of value or property tax incentives.  
Whatever form it may take, it is a matter between the property owner and the 
interest seeking to secure the easement(s).  It may be a special-purpose easement 
such as a unique wildlife habitat or natural geologic features easement, scenic 
easement, forest preservation easement, floodplain easement, farmland easement, 
and so on.


Such easements represent an agreement between the property owner and a second 
party, be it a State or local government unit or private interests, or neighboring 
property owner.  Easements can be recorded on a subdivision plan or plat of record, 
in the land records as part of a city or county deed description, or both.


• Conservation Partnerships and Buffer Areas:  Congress authorized the 
DoD to partner with States and local governments and conservation-based 
nongovernmental organizations to address the use or development of real 
property in the vicinity of a military installation for the purpose of limiting 
development that may be incompatible with the military mission, and to 
preserve environmental and conservation values 68 (See Appendix 2.2).


A second congressional authorization involved conveyance of surplus military 
real property for natural resource conservation purposes.  When there is surplus 
military property that may be used for conservation purposes, the conveyance 
of the property may be made to a State or political subdivision of a State or a 
nonprofit organization whose purpose is conservation of natural resources on the 
surplus property.69
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Case Study: Fort Bragg and Pope AFB, North Carolina
DoD is now positioned to work with various states and conservation land trust 
nongovernmental organizations (NGOs) to leverage DoD resources with public 
and private funding sources to protect training and readiness missions that 
could be negatively impacted by encroachment of incompatible development. 
This authority was used at Fort Bragg, North Carolina, where the U.S. Army, 
the State of North Carolina, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), and 
The Nature Conservancy (TNC) joined together to form the North Carolina 
Sandhills Preservation Project.  


The purpose was to develop a plan to protect and conserve the red-cockaded 
woodpecker (RCW), the longleaf pine, and other ecosystems in the sandhills 
of North Carolina while also protecting the training and readiness missions at 
Fort Bragg.  Under this plan, the USFWS has acquired lands through purchase 
or conservation easements that could support RCW populations and other listed 
rare species.  


This case study exemplifies this new approach to conservation partnering.  The 
focus areas involved more than 220,000 noncontiguous acres of land managed 
by State and Federal agencies.  The goal is to create wildlife habitat corridors 
between the RCW populations at Fort Bragg and nearby Camp Mackall.  This 
will be accomplished by:


• purchasing key parcels from willing sellers based on priorities identified 
in the collaborative planning process executed under the aegis of the Fort 
Bragg–Pope AFB JLUS; 


• purchasing conservation easements from willing sellers;


• entering into cooperative management agreements with private landowners;


• participation in the North Carolina Sandhills Safe Harbor program, which is 
open to non-Federal landowners within an area comprising six counties in 
the south-central portion of the State (Cumberland, Harnett, Hoke, Moore, 
Richmond, and Scotland).  Under the program, landowners enroll land in 
the program by agreeing to carry out any of a number of activities beneficial 
to the RCW.  These include wise land management and conservation 
practices to provide good quality foraging habitat, restore the open, park-
like pine forest conditions that the woodpecker requires, and enhancing 
opportunity for nesting and roosting sites;70 and 


• Management of newly acquired areas by the North Carolina Games Lands 
Commission, the USFWS, or TNC.  Fort Bragg will be able to use the land 
for training (such as using areas for parachute trainingdrop zones) so long 
as the activity conducted by the military is consistent with the conservation 
objectives.  
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Figure V-28


May 2003
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Figure V-30


Fort Bragg, NC — One-Mile Buffer Area Map


Such a partnership as demonstrated at Fort Bragg and Pope AFB (Fig. V-30) is a powerful 
model in encroachment prevention, preserving national defense training and readiness 
while protecting endangered species and critical habitat and providing more public 
recreation opportunities.


•	 Cooperative	Agreements:  In 1995, a cooperative agreement was signed 
between the U.S. Army Environmental Center (AEC) and The Nature 
Conservancy (TNC).  The agreement calls for a cost sharing in the acquisition 
of conservation encumbrances (fee simple land purchases by the TNC) or the 
purchase of deed restrictions in perpetuity by the TNC.  


All acquisitions are between a willing seller and a willing buyer.  The 
objective of the cooperative agreement between the AEC and TNC is to 
secure long-term military mission capability and preserve declining natural 
resources.


To date, the DoD conservation partnering authority has been used at the following 
locations:


°   Florida Greenway Project involving ARNG Camp Blanding,  
      Eglin and Tendall AFBs (2004);
°   Fort Carlson, CO (2005);
°   MCB Camp Lejeune, NC (2004);
°   MCAS Beaufort, SC (2004); and
°   NAS Pensacola, FL (2003).


The preservation 
of open space 
near a military 
installation can 
be a means of 
insulating the 
military mission 
from civilian 
encroachment
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Strategy:  Conservation partnerships between entities with seemingly disparate 
interests can achieve each party’s goals and objectives.  By sharing the burden of 
natural resource conservation and influencing the use of lands outside the military 
installation, encroachment is avoided and all interests are satisfied.  Conservation 
partnering, acquisition of easements, and deed restriction are important tools in the 
encroachment prevention toolkit.


c.	 Open	Space	Preservation:  An objective of comprehensive/general plans is to 
identify open space intended to break the monotony of urban development, provide 
green space for buffering conservation and protection of unique natural resource 
areas, and contribute to the quality of urban life.  Open space may be purchased by 
an interested party, such as The Nature Conservancy, for conservation purposes or  
a local government to achieve the objectives of the park recreation and open space 
element of a comprehensive plan; or it may by donated to a local governing body as 
a condition of development approval.  


5.	 Less	than	Fee	Simple	Acquisition:


a.	 Covenants,	Easements,	and	Other	Deed	Restrictions:  Certain rights to property 
may be purchased by other than a governmental entity.  This may be referred to as 
“less than fee simple” purchase.  Normally this is a matter between a willing seller 
and a willing buyer.  The deed, including the covenant or restrictive easement, 
is recorded in the public land records of the city or the county.  Covenants on a 
property are enforceable in the courts.


There are several types of covenants and deed restrictions.  Perhaps the most 
obvious are homeowner association covenants imposed on homes and property 
within an association’s territory.  There are covenants that deal with uniformity of 
building design and color, landscaping, signing, parking, uses, and so forth.  The 
objective is to maintain property values and the appearance and value of community.


There can also be covenants on the use of property, limiting what would otherwise 
be permitted by the local zoning code.  These are in the form of  an agreement 
between a willing seller and a willing buyer that the property will be retained in a 
certain specified use category.  Easements and deed restrictions run with the land.
  


b.	 Purchase	of	Development	Rights	(PDR):  Title to real property involves a bundle 
of rights that may be acquired by a purchaser.  The difference is that only one or 
more targeted right(s) is purchased rather than the entire bundle of property rights.  
Development rights generally are the most valuable. 


An example of where the program works best is the acquisition of development 
rights associated with agricultural lands.  In suburban farmland environments, the 
local zoning ordinance may permit a specified density of residential subdivision 
development in addition to agricultural activities.  


Generally, rural 
agriculture 
land uses and 
activities are 
compatible with 
the presence of 
the military
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Short of downzoning, the purchase of development rights has been used to reverse 
this trend by reducing residential densities in areas where local government desires 
to preserve the open, agricultural character.   It is costly, but it also avoids possible 
costly litigation over the specter of downzoning. 


For the local county government, the piecemeal urbanization of the countryside will 
ultimately require the expansion of schools and roads, the increase of fire and police 
services, and the extension of public support services to support development.  
How does this relate to military installations and encroachment issues?  Most 
installations and ranges are located in rural environments.  The underlying 
zoning patterns, assuming there is original zoning in the first place, may present 
an opportunity for conversion of open, compatible farmlands to piecemeal, 
incompatible development that can place pressure on and threaten the utility of the 
operating missions of the military.


Generally, rural agriculture land uses and activities are compatible with the 
presence of the military.  There are some exceptions.  For instance, crops that attract 
birds can create a hazard to aircraft.  Some livestock, such as ostrich, are frightened 
by low-flying helicopters.  However, for the most part, agriculture and the military 
are compatible neighbors, each pursuing their respective missions without 
interference.


c.	 Land	Swaps/Transfers:  The swapping of like-valued parcels of land can be an 
effective means of preventing encroachment pressures.  The transfer or exchange 
of property rights may involve no consideration other than the inherent value of the 
respective properties.  


Strategy:  Equal exchange between and among conservation foundations, the military, 
and state and local government can achieve the same encroachment prevention 
objectives short of fee simple acquisition.


d.	 Property	Tax	Incentives:  State and local governments, in setting property tax 
rates and collection requirements, may provide property tax incentives to achieve a 
valued public benefit.  


Strategy:  By offering preferential property assessment programs in exchange for the 
reservation of development rights that otherwise might contribute to encroachment, 
the local government and the property owner are compensated accordingly, the mutual 
objectives of each are satisfied, and the military mission is sustained.


Military installations demand less in local services than residential development would, 
and contribute much more to the local economies.  It is in the interest of state and local 
government to protect the military presence just as it would protect a major corporate 
employer.
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•	 Open	Space	and	Local	Tax	Options:  The States of Pennsylvania and North 
Carolina have developed programs to provide a means whereby cities and 
counties may acquire, by purchase, gift, grant, bequests, devises, lease, or 
otherwise, using public funds, the fee or any lesser interest or right in real 
property in order to preserve open space.  This particular technique can be 
especially valuable in acquiring buffer areas adjacent to military installations 
using this open space acquisition authority granted by the State (see Appendix 
7.6. for examples of State enabling statutes).


6.	 Fee	Simple	Acquisition:	 The acquisition in fee of property within a designated 
transitional or buffer area near a military installation is the most expensive option available 
to government.  The issue is that not all land use surrounding a military installation is 
incompatible with the base mission.  To the contrary, there are many land use activities, 
ranging from agriculture to commercial and industrial land use, that are highly compatible 
and good neighbors.  The cost to DoD or another governmental body to acquire more 
property than is needed or necessary to insulate military installations and ranges from 
civilian growth is both wasteful of limited public resources and can remove revenue-
producing property from the local tax rolls.


By substituting compatible and economically viable land use activities, the community’s 
goals for a vibrant and productive local economy are achieved and the mission of the 
military installation is sustained. 


Acquisition of property should be the last strategy used in the encroachment prevention 
toolkit unless there are no options, the risk to mission is significant, or there is an 
opportunity to partner with public and private conservation-based organizations to achieve 
multiple objectives that enhance the environment and support the military’s continuing 
presence.  The Sandhills Partnership and the Fort Bragg-Pope AFB conservation partnering 
experience are positive case studies in leveraging limited public and private resources to 
achieve multiple public and private goals.  


Strategy:  The time and cost involved amassing sufficient public resources to acquire 
property that may be in excess of need or necessity is wasteful of government resources 
and fiscally unsound.  There are equally viable, less costly options available.  Smart 
planning and the wise application of legally sustainable land use regulations simply 
make sense.  


Conclusion
Promoting compatible development near military installations is the thesis of this Practical 
Guide.  Planning and land use regulations are the best strategies to address land use 
compatibility issues, whether the issues involve the military, the community, neighbors, or a 
combination of all three.  


The goal of this Practical Guide is to inform and to encourage State and local governments 
and military leaders to work together to identify and solve the encroachment problem that 
can be harmful to both interests while protecting individual property rights.   Military 


The acquisition 
in fee of 
property within 
a designated 
transitional 
or buffer area 
near a military 
installation is the 
most expensive 
option available 
to government


Acquisition 
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installations working together on the issues addressed in this Guide can successfully carry 
over to working together on other issues that arise from neighbors living together – the 
military and the supporting community.  


The comprehensive/general planning themes identified in this Practical Guide focus on 
organizing community leaders and military installation commanders to work together, to 
plan, to implement, and to monitor balanced land use patterns near military installations.  In 
the end this will be for the benefit of both the neighboring community and the Department 
of Defense.  


This Practical Guide demonstrates that there are over 50 local land planning and regulatory 
tools and techniques available to guide compatible land use activities while protecting the 
public health, safety, and general welfare; reducing sprawl; and sustaining the military’s 
presence and missions in a community and a State.  


An important aspect of State planning law is to delegate to local government the 
responsibility to conduct land use planning as a grassroots exercise in local governance. 
The challenge confronting States that desire to deal with the issue of sprawl while 
sustaining military presence rests with the proper delegation of authority and accountability.  


States are aware of the economic impact the military presence can have on both the State 
and the local community’s economy.  Some States have taken aggressive steps to insulate 
installations from incompatible civilian encroachment.  Examples include Arizona, 
California, Florida, Georgia, Kentucky, North and South Carolina, Oklahoma, Texas, 
and Washington, to name a few.  All have enacted statutes to promote compatible land 
use patterns near military installations and ranges in one form or another.  However, the 
implementation of the State’s guidance rests with local government and its willingness to 
recognize inherent conflicting interests and to balance those interests in a way that creates 
a win-win for all interests and stakeholders.  This is no easy task.  It requires an in-depth 
understanding of the dynamic relationships that exist among all stakeholders.


The Appendixes present relevant resource materials, including examples of successful local 
statutes, codes, ordinances, and strategies that if judicially applied can promote compatible 
community planning and growth near military installations.  


The local comprehensive/general plan is the guiding light that can and should balance land 
use and community development goals for the benefit of all.  It represents the official public 
policy of local government and a statement about the future growth and development 
intentions that a local government may support.  It cannot be taken lightly because it sets 
the public policy framework and legislative agenda for local development codes as they 
may be enacted and enforced.


The past 15 years have witnessed enormous change in the way the Department of Defense 
operates.  Over 100 military installations of all types closed and a number of enduring 
installations became receiving stations for realigning military units and missions.  This 
trend is expected to continue with another round of base realignments and closures in 2005.


Planning 
and land use 
regulations 
are the best 
strategies to 
address land use 
compatibility 
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With the rise in worldwide terrorist’s threats, DoD has revised how it will respond to such 
threats.  It is realigning the military force structure to be more mobile, agile, and responsive 
to any threat anywhere in the world, even within the continental United States.  


As a result, some local base operations may expand mission in response to the realignments 
of military personnel and assets.  Others may contract in response to realignments or close 
altogether.  For the receiving communities, the operational tempo will become more active.  
More aircraft may be flying.  Test and training ranges may expand.  Joint basing may 
become a focus of a realigned and reengineered force structure.  


The implications for State and local governments are twofold.  Increased military operations 
will yield greater local economic activity that will benefit State and local governments by 
the creation of new jobs and economic wealth.  Likewise, increased military operations 
will create increased potential for noise and accidents on and off base. The compromise is 
compatible land use planning at the local government level.


State and local governments that recognize these potentials and plan accordingly will be 
positioned to accommodate, manage, and direct growth in order to be responsive to the 
expanding military presence.  State and local governments that do not will find themselves 
poorly positioned to take full advantage of the military presence while protecting the public 
health, safety, and welfare of their residents.  


This Practical Guide to Compatible Development Near Military Installations provides 
guidance to State and local governments, military installation commanders, military and 
community planners, developers, business leaders, and residents on how to take maximum 
advantage of the available tools in support of the sustaining presence of the military.  


The local 
comprehensive/
general plan 
is the guiding 
light that can 
and should 
balance land use 
and community 
development 
goals for the 
benefit of all
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ENDNOTES


1  Solano County Airport Land Use Commission, California, Travis AFB Land Use Compatibility Plan 
(June 2002).
 


2  U.S. DoD. Atlas/Data Abstract, FY 2003, available at: http://www.dior.whs.mil/MMID/pubs.htm.


3  Id.


4  Civilian encroachment includes urban, suburban, exurban, and rural development patterns.


5  The U.S. Army manages a program equivalent to the Navy and Air Force AICUZ Program.  It is 
focused on military range test and training activities mostly associated with ground-based activities 
including the discharge and impact associated with artillery, aerial bomb drops, missile firing, heavy 
armor, and related ordnance practice.  It is referred to as the Army’s Operational Noise Management 
Program (ONMP).  For purposes of this guide, it will be considered synonymous to the AICUZ and 
RAICUZ programs.


6  The Defense Office of Economic Development manages the Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) program 
that may provide both technical and financial support to State or local governments that undertake joint 
compatible land use studies in cooperation with the nearby military installation.  Also available at:  
http://www.oea.gov/oeaweb.nsf/Encroachment?OpenForm. 


7  The Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) promulgated the Part 150 — Airport Noise Compatibility 
Planning Program.  Its purpose is to manage noise issues and achieve indoor sound level reduction to 
protect neighbors from aircraft noise.  However, the Part 150 Program does not include military airfields 
except for joint military-civilian use airfields.  Also available at: http://www.faa.gov/arp/environmental/
14cfr150/index14.cfm?ARPnav=acs.


8  Unless otherwise stated, reference to “AICUZ program or report” includes ONMP and the RAICUZ 
programs and reports.


9  These studies and the information they contain closely follow the FAA 14 C.F.R. Part 150 Program.  
However, the orientation is military operations. 
 


10  F.E. Trotter, Inc. v. Watkins, 869 F.2d 1312, 1314 (9th Cir. 1989); Blue v. United States, 21 Cl. Ct. 
359 (1990); and Chester Cox, Jr.; et al. v. the City of Wichita Falls, Texas, and the United States, No.99-
11249 (5th Cir. 2001), available at:  http://www.usdoj.gov/osg/briefs/2001/0responses/2001-0062.resp.
pdf.


11  Id.13. 


12  10 U.S.C. § 2391(b)(1).


13  Solano County, CA.  Travis Air Force Base Land Use Compatibility Plan (adopted by the Solano 
County Airport Land Use Commission (June 13, 2002)) (prepared by Shutt Moen Associates).  


14  10 U.S.C. § 2684(a).


15  U.S. Army Regulation 200-4.  Department of the Army, available at: http://www.tradoc.army.mil/sja/
webdocs%5Cenvironment%5CAR200-4.htm.
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16  Ariz. Rev. Stat. §§ 9-461.06, available at: http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/
ars/9/00461-06.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS ; 28-8461 available at:  http://www.azleg.state.az.us/
FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08461.htm&Title=28&DocType=ARS.


17  Cal. Gov’t Code § 65300 et seq., available at:  http://www.leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/displaycode?section=g
ov&group=65001-66000&file=65300-65303.4.


18  Florida Senate Bill — S.B.1604 (2004), available at:  http://www.flsenate.gov/cgi-bin/view_page.pl?Tab
=session&Submenu=1&FT=D&File=sb1604er.html&Directory=session/2004/Senate/bills/billtext/html/.


19  Arizona Military Compatibility Project, available at:  http://www.azcommerce.com/communityplanning/
compatibility.asp .


20  Cal. GOV’T CODE §§§§§ 65352, 65944, 65404, 65940, and 65944, (2004), available at:  http://www.
leginfo.ca.gov/cgi-bin/calawquery?codesection=gov&codebody=&hits=20.
  


21  S.B. 1604 (2004), amending Fla. Stat. §163.3175, available at:  http://www.flsenate.gov/cgi-bin/view_
page.pl?Tab=session&Submenu=1&FT=D&File=sb1604er.html&Directory=session/2004/Senate/bills/
billtext/html/.


22  See Figure V-17 for an illustration of an imaginary surface.  


23  Cal. Gov’t Code § 65300 et seq.


24  H.B. 2662, amending Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 28-8483, available at:  http://www.azleg.state.az.us/
FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08483.htm&Title=28&DocType=ARS.


25  “Areas of Critical State Concern” is one reference used throughout this Guide.  However, this is a 
term of art, and those States that have embraced the concept also refer to such areas of interest by terms 
such as, “Areas of Greater than Local Concern” (Washington State), or “Areas of Statewide Significance” 
(California and New York), or “Areas of Activities of State Interest” (Colorado) or simply ”Areas of 
Concern.”  In the State of Georgia the State Department of Community Affairs may designate a natural or 
historic resource of importance as a “Regionally Important Resource” (RIR).  The RIR warrants special 
consideration by local government.  Failure by a local government to honor the State designation could 
make the local government ineligible for State funding for regional economic development grants.  


Whatever term a State chooses to identify such areas, the importance is that States are increasingly 
recognizing that there are unique assets and resources that are of significance to an entire State (i.e., 
Maryland’s Chesapeake Bay, Florida’s Everglades, etc.).  This significance goes beyond local concern and 
requires special oversight.


26  Fla. Stat. § 380.05(2)(c).


27  Black Hills Council of Local Governments,  Ellsworth AFB Joint Land Use Study (June 1995).


28  Id.


29  State of New Mexico, Office of the Governor, Exec. Order No. 2004-046, “Land-Use Planning and 
Military Installations Compatibility,”  available at:  http://www.governor.state.nm.us/orders/2004/EO_
2004_046.pdf.
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30  Davis-Monthan AFB, Gila Bend Auxiliary Airfield, Luke Auxiliary Airfield #1, Florence and Silver Bell 
Air National Guard Bases, and a statewide planning handbook for use by local cities and counties. 


31  See Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 28-8485, available at:  http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/
ars/28/08485.htm&Title=28&DocType=ARSFormat Document.


The statute states:  


Airport influence areas; notice: 


A.  After notice and hearing, this state [Arizona] or the governing body of a political subdivision  that  
 has established or operates an airport may designate as an Airport Influence Area for all property  
 that is in the vicinity of the airport, that is currently exposed to aircraft noise and overflight and  
 that either has a day-night average sound level of sixty-five (65) decibels or higher; or is within  
 such geographical distance from an existing runway that exposes the area to aircraft noise and  
 overflights as determined by the airport owner or operator. 


B. If this state  or the governing body of a political subdivision establishes an airport influence area,  
 this state or the governing body shall prepare and file a record of the airport influence area in the  
 office of the county recorder in each county that contains property in the airport influence area.  
 The record shall be sufficient to notify owners or potential purchasers of property in the airport  
 influence area that property in the area is currently subject to aircraft noise and aircraft overflights.


32  Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 28-8461, available at:  http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/
ars/28/08461.htm&Title=28&DocType=ARSFormat Document.


33  Cal. Gov’t Code § 65300 et seq., available at:  http://www.planning.org/growingsmart/pdf/states/cal.
pdfhttp://www.planning.org/growingsmart/pdf/states/cal.pdf.


34  City of Aurora, Colorado, Zoning Districts (Art. 8, Overlay Districts, Div. 1 Airport Districts, 
Sec. 146-801 – 811), available at:  http://library6.municode.com/gateway.dll/CO/colorado/
2616?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&npac_credentialspresent=tru
e&vid=default ; and Municode.com | Online Library and visit Zoning Districts, Art. 8, Sec. 146-801 – 811.


35  City of Aurora, Colorado.  Airport Noise Standards, available at:  http://library6.municode.com/
gateway.dll/CO/colorado/2616?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&n
pac_credentialspresent=true&vid=default; and Municode.com | Online Library and visit Zoning Districts, 
Art. 8, Sec. 146-811-817.


36  Orlando, Fla, ordinance § 58.383, available at:  http://64.233.161.104/search?q=cache:1Yma3ygrT6YJ:
www.wyleacoustics.com/acpdfs/OrlandoZO.pdf+orlando+florida+ordinance+Section+58.383&hl=en&ie=
UTF-8.


37  North Carolina General Statute Chapter 47E – Residential Property Disclosure Act, available at:  http://
www.ncrec.state.nc.us/bulletin/fall95bulletin/disclosureinstructions.htm.
Arizona also has disclosure laws.  See Ariz. Rev. Stat. §§ 32-2114A and 32-2183A.  See also Virginia 
disclosure laws, Residential Property Disclosure Act, § 55-518 and 55-519.  In Virginia, real estate 
disclosure law is permissive in that disclosure may or may not occur.  It largely depends on the local 
government and real estate community.
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38  Tahoe-Sierra Preservation Council, Inc., et al. v. Tahoe Regional Planning Agency et al., 535 U.S. 302 
(2002), available at:  http://law.wustl.edu/landuselaw/tahoeusamicusbrief.htm.


39  Id. Justice Stevens delivered the opinion of the Supreme Court.  


40  Id. 


41  Escambia Cty, Fla., ordinance no. 2003-24 (June 24, 2003).


42  Tucson, Ariz., ordinance § 97-81.


43  274 U.S. 365 (1926).


44  APA. (9193) A Planning Guide to Land Use Law.  Edited by  Stuart Meck and Edith M. Netter.  APA 
Planning  Press.  “Comprehensive Plan and the Law,”  by Daniel R. Mandelker and Edith M. Netter.


45  Live Ordinance Arrival and Departure Corridors is a term of art and does not reflect accepted military 
terminology, nor terminology used by the State of Arizona.


46  Arizona Department of Commerce, Draft Regional Compatibility Plan for Maricopa County/Luke AFB 
(prepared by Parsons and Associates) (Dec. 2002), available at:  http://www.commerce.state.az.us/doclib/
COMMASST/WMCC_LAFB_Regional_Compatibility_Plan_-_March_2003.pdf.


47  Ariz. Rev. Stat. § 28-8461.9, available at:  http://www.azleg.state.az.us/ars/28/08461.htm.


48  Federal Aviation Administration,  available at:  FAA Airport Noise Compatibility Planning Toolkit, V-10 
(Apr. 2000).


49  Montgomery County Planning Commission, Ohio, Joint Land-Use Study to Revise the Wright-Patterson 
Air Force Base Zoning Regulations iii–iv (prepared by Wyle Research Laboratories, Arlington, VA)  (Sept. 
1996).
  


50  Air Force Instruction 327063 (2002) and Navy Instructions 11010.36B (2002).


51  Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission,  Functional Master Plan for Preservation 
of Agriculture and Rural Open Space in Montgomery County (Oct. 1980), available at:  http://www.mc-
mncppc.org/community/plan_areas/rural_area/master_plans/ag_openspace/toc_ag_open80.shtm.


52  Id.


53  This program originally was proposed by the Maryland-National Capital Park and Planning Commission 
(MNCPPC) (see note 53 supra) and adopted by the Montgomery County Council in 1980 as an adjunct to 
the Master Plan for Preservation of Agriculture and Rural Open Space.


54  Cal. Gov’t Code §§ 65846-65869.5.  See also Fla. Stat. Ann. §§163.3220-163.3243.


55  Signed into law by Gov. Tom Ridge in 1999, available at:  http://www.dep.state.pa.us/growgreen.



http://law.wustl.edu/landuselaw/tahoeusamicusbrief.htm  

http://www.commerce.state.az.us/doclib/COMMASST/WMCC_LAFB_Regional_Compatibility_Plan_-_March_2003.pdf
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http://www.azleg.state.az.us/ars/28/08461.htm

http://www.aee.faa.gov/noise/LUPItoolkit.htm
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56  Aurora, Colo. Code. § 146-808(b), 809(B)., available at:  http://library6.municode.com/gateway.dll/CO/
colorado/2616?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&npac_credentialspr
esent=true&vid=default ; and Municode.com | Online Library , and visit Zoning Districts, Art. 8, Sec. 146-
808-809.


57  14 C.F.R. Part 77.28, available at:  http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_04/14cfr77_04.html.


58  Federal Aviation Admin. (Airport Div, Southern Region) Land Use Compatibility and Airports, iii-15 
(Sept. 1999), available at:  http://www.aee.faa.gov/noise/aee100_files/LUPItoolkit/iii.b.pdf.


59  Blue v. United States, 21 Cl. Ct. 359 (1990); F.E. Trotter, Inc. v. Watkins, 869 F.2d 1312, 1314 (9th Cir. 
1989). 


60  Id.


61  S.B. 1604 (2004), amending Fla. Stat. §163.3175, available at:  http://www.flsenate.gov/cgi-bin/view_
page.pl?Tab=session&Submenu=1&FT=D&File=sb1604er.html&Directory=session/2004/Senate/bills/
billtext/html/.


62  DANIAL R. MANDELKER, Land Use Law §6.13 (4th ed. 1977).  See also John J. Delaney; Vesting 
Verities and Development Chronology: A Gaping Disconnect, 3 Wash U. J. L.  Pol’y 603–622 (2000), 
available at:  http://law.wustl.edu/journal/3/pg603to662.pdf   This is an exhaustive treatment of the 
question of vesting, and the reader is encouraged to visit this site. 


63  Id. at § 6.12. 


64  See, e.g., Prince Georges County v. Blumberg, 407 A.2d 1151 (Md. 1979); Pemberton v. Montgomery 
County, 340 A.2.d 240 (Md. 1975). 


65   Avco Community Developers, Inc. v. South Coast Regional Commission, 553 P.2d 546 (Cal. 1976).


66  Federal Aviation Act, 49 U.S.C. §§ 40103(a)(1), (2) and 40102(30)) et seq; Causby v. United States,328 
U.S. 346 (1946), and Aaron v. United States, 160 Ct. Cl, 295, 311 F.2d 798, 801 (1963).


67  10 U.S.C. § 2684a.


68   Id.


69  North Carolina Safe Harbors program description and resource materials available at:  http://www.
environmentaldefense.org/article.cfm?ContentID=139&Page=2&subnav=&project=&colorback=ffffff.
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Appendix 1


1.0 Comprehensive Plan Statutory  
Requirements by State


1.1 Selected State Statutory Requirements 
for Comprehensive Plans1


1.2 States with Some Form of 
Critical Areas Legislation2


1  Appendix 1.1 is based on Rodney L. Cobb, Toward Modern Statutes:  A Survey of State Laws on Local 
Land-Use Planning, American Planning Association, Modern State Planning Statutes -- The Growing 
Smart Working Papers (Planning Advisory Service report no. 480/481, 1998).


2  Appendix 1.2 is based on National Governors Association Center for Best Practices, State Strategies to 
Address Encroachment at Military Installations 17 (Natural Resources Policy Studies; Washington, DC, 
March 2003).
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Appendix 1.1 
Selected State Statutory Requirements for Comprehensive Plans


City County Metro
Land
Use


Growth
Limits


Critical
Areas


   State Model  Internal   
 State Government Policy Dev State Consis- Plan Element
  Unit Basis Code Role tency


AK M N N N N Si N M N N
CA M M N N Y Si Y M N M
DE O M N Y Y S Y M N M
FL M M N Y Y S Y M N M
GA M M N Y Y S Y M N N
HI N M N Y N S N O N N
ID M M N N N Si N M N N
KY M O N N Y Si Y M N N
MA M M N N N Si Y M N N
NE M M N N N Si N M N N
NV M M N N Y Si N O N N
OR M M N Y Y S Y M M N
RI M M N Y Y S Y M N N
SD M M N N N Si N M N N
WA M M N Y Y S Y M M M


Table A1-1


Mandatory (15)


M= Mandatory N=No Si=Significant  W=Weak
Mp= Mandatory if there is a planning commission O-Optional S=Strong Y=Yes


City County Metro
Land
Use


Growth
Limits


Critical
Areas


   State Model  Internal   
 State Government Policy Dev State Consis- Plan Element
  Unit Basis Code Role tency


AR O O N Y Y Si N O N N
IL O O N N N Si N O N N
IA O N N N N W N O N N
KN O O N N N W N O N N
NC O O N N Y W N N N N
NJ O N N N N Si N Mp N N
NY O O N N Y Si N O N N
ND O O N N N W N O N N
TX O N N N N W N O N N
UT O O N N N Si N O N N


Table A1-2


Optional Requirements for Local Comprehensive Plans (10)


M= Mandatory N=No Si=Significant  W=Weak
Mp= Mandatory if there is a planning commission O-Optional S=Strong Y=Yes
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City County Metro
Land
Use


Growth
Limits


Critical
Areas


   State Model  Internal   
 State Government Policy Dev State Consis- Plan Element
  Unit Basis Code Role tency


AL Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
AZ Mp Mp N N Y W N Mp N N
CO Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
CT Mp Mp N N N Si N Mp N N
IN Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
LA Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
ME Mp Mp N Y Y S Y Mp Mp Mp
MD Mp Mp N Y Y S Y Mp Mp Mp
MI Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
MN M M M N Y Si N Mp N N
MS Mp Mp N N N Si N Mp N N
MO Mp O N N N W - Mp N N
MT Mp Mp N N N W N O N O
NH Mp Mp N Y Y S N Mp N N
NM Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
OH Mp N N N N W N Mp N N
OK Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
PA Mp Mp N N Y Si N Mp N N
SC Mp Mp N N N Si N Mp N N
TN Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
VT Mp Mp N Y Y S N Mp N N
VA Mp Mp N N N W N O N N
WV Mp Mp N N N Si N O N N
WI Mp Mp N N N W N Mp N N
WY Mp O N N N W N Mp N N


Table A1-3


Mandated Requirements if there is a Planning 
Commission Created (25)


M= Mandatory N=No Si=Significant  W=Weak
Mp= Mandatory if there is a planning commission O-Optional Y=Yes S=Strong


Notes and Explanation of Terms Used in Tables 1 - 3:
State: State postal abbreviations


Govternment	Unit:
 City = parish, municipality, cities, town, township, borough, and village
 County = county
 Metro = metropolitan region


State	Policy	Basis: An important trait of state planning law is that it may require (statutory) 
local governments to conduct land use planning.  If state law does not mandate local 
planning, communities may ignore the state planning law (optional).  States that do not 
require local planning may not provide the policy framework or the basis to guide local 
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government planning.  Ten (10) states make local land use planning “optional.”  Fifteen 
other states make it “mandatory.”  A majority of states (25) requires local planning as a 
precondition for a local government creating a planning commission.  This is a variation on 
the optional theme.


Model	Development	Code: This indicates those states that have relied on a model 
development code, be it the Standard Planning Enabling Act (1928) or a modified version 
such as a the Model Development Code as suggested by the American Law Institute 
(1976) to guide local planning.  An example is Florida’s Local Government Comprehensive 
Planning and Land Development Code (FLA. STAT. .ch. 163-2511–163.3246).


State	Role:  The role of a state in guiding and supporting local planning may range from 
laissez faire to attentive oversight with annual reporting requirements as is the case with 
Florida’s Local Government Comprehensive Planning and Land Development Code.


Internal	Consistency:  Reference to internal consistency implies both horizontal 
consistency among neighboring jurisdictions and vertical consistency among city, county, 
regional, and state planning laws.  For example, Fla. Stat. ch. 163.3167(3)  (West 1990) and 
Oregon Rev. Stat. § 195.025 (1997) requires that a county provide a coordination role for 
its municipalities for internal consistency. 


Plan	Elements:  Three elements of a comprehensive plan can have a direct bearing on 
issues of encroachment and compatibility.  They are:


Land	Use:  In all 50 states, land use elements are either mandatory or optional.  The 
land use element of a comprehensive plan is an important consideration for advocating 
compatibility among land uses as criteria to prevent encroachment of incompatible land use 
activity near military installations.


Growth	Limits:  The ability to plan the maximum expansion limit of a community as 
an anti-sprawl measure.  Boulder, Colorado is, a prime example of setting urban growth 
boundaries as a means of maintaining identity and curtailing sprawl.  This is a potential tool 
in the encroachment prevention toolkit.


Critical	Areas:  The American Law Institute’s Model Land Development Code (§§. 7-
201et seq.) suggests an approach to preservation of areas of critical state concern on the 
bases of environmental planning.  Under the model code, the state land planning agency 
with appropriate enabling legislation develops a statewide plan that designates specific 
geographic areas as “Areas of Critical State Concern” and promulgates appropriate 
regulations.  Developments within these areas are carefully monitored to ensure 
compatibility with the particular qualities of the area.  Local governments draft plans that 
are consistent with the state plan and apply to the state land development oversight agency 
for permission to develop within the Areas of Critical State Concern.  The seven states that 
have some form of critical state areas of concern legislation can serve as models.
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Appendix 1.2 
States with some Form of Critical Areas Legislation
Areas	of	Critical	State	Concern:	


 Maryland:		Maryland Code: Title 5, Subtitle 6, Section 5-611.


	 Florida:  Title XXVIII, Chapter 380, Section 380.05. 


 New Jersey:  New Jersey State Plan, (IV.D.3.).


 South Carolina:  Code of Laws of South Carolina: Title 48,  
 Chapter 39, Section 48-39-80 (B)(4).


	 Hawaii:  Hawaii Revised Statutes, Chapter 225M, Section 2(b)(2)(A).
        
Areas	of	Critical	Concern: 


 Minnesota:  Minnesota Statutes, Chapter Title Critical Areas, Section 116G.02.


 Oregon:  Oregon Revised Statutes, Chapter 197, Section 197.405.
        
Areas	of	Critical	or	More	than	Local	Concern:


  Wyoming:  Wyoming Statutes, Title 9, Chapter 5, Article 1, Section 102(a)(i).
        
Areas	of	Greater	than	Local	Concern:


 Washington:  Washington Consolidated Land Use Code, Heading:  
 Local/Regional Coordinating Board or Process.
       
 Areas of Statewide Significance:


  Illinois:  Illinois Department of Natural Resources, Illinois Natural Areas Inventory,  
 Technical Report (White, 1978).   Title 17, Illinois Administrative Code 4010  
 Part 4010 – Register of Land and Water.  Areas of Statewide Significance.   
 Also Available at < http://dnr.state.il.us/legal/adopted/4010.htm .
        
Scenic Areas of Statewide Significance:


 California:  California Surface Mining and Reclamation Act of 1975,  
 Chapter 9, Article 4, Section  2763.


 New York:  “Technical Memorandum: Identification of Scenic Areas of  
 Statewide Significance in New York State” (Department of State, 1992).
        
Areas	and	Activities	of	State	Interest: 


  Colorado: Colorado Revised Statutes, Title 24, Article 65.
        
Areas	of	Critical	Environmental	Concern:


 Nevada: Nevada Revised Statutes, Chapter 321, Section 770.


 Massachusetts: General Laws of Massachusetts, Part I, Title II,  
 Chapter 21A, Section (2)(7).
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Areas	of	Environmental	Concern:


  North Carolina:  North Carolina General Statutes,  
 Chapter 113A, Article 7, Part 3.
        
Geographic	Areas	of	Particular	Concern:


 South Carolina: South Carolina 2001 Code of Regulations,  
 Chapter 30, Section (D)(21).


Fragile	Areas:


 Vermont: Vermont States, Title, 10, Chapter 158, Section 6552.
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Appendix 2


2.0 Compatible Use Zones Programs


2.1 Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 
(AICUZ) Program


2.2 Compatible Land Use Partnering


  •  Title 10 U.S.C. § 2684a – Agreements to limit encroachments and  
      other constraints on military training, testing, and operations


  •  Title 10 U.S.C. § 2694a -- Surplus DoD Property
      Transfer for Natural Resource Conservation
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Appendix 2.1 
Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) Program


AICUZ Program
The Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) program was instituted by the 
Department of Defense (DoD) in an effort to coordinate the requirements of the missions of 
military air installations with the development of surrounding communities. A description 
of the AICUZ program is located at 32 C.F.R. § 256. DoD policy is to work toward 
achieving compatible land use by means of land use planning and control implemented by 
the local community. (32 C.F.R. § 256.4(b)(i); Blue v. United States, 21 Ct. Cl. 359 (1990) 
(citing Stephens v. United States, 11 Ct. Cl. 352, 363 (1986)).


Under the AICUZ program, studies are conducted that take into account two principal 
factors — the effect of aircraft noise and aircraft accident potential.  The areas affected by 
aircraft noise are plotted in the form of “noise contours” as part of the AICUZ study.  In 
terms of accident potential, Accident Potential Zones (APZ) are classified as “Clear Zone,” 
APZ-I or APZ-II, depending on whether the area is most critical (Clear Zone) or has a 
lower potential for aircraft accidents (APZ-I or APZ-ll).


The Department of Defense (DoD) AICUZ Instruction (DoDI 4165.57)  was promulgated 
by the Secretary of Defense under authority of the National Security Act of 1947, as 
amended.  The DoD AICUZ Instruction codified in Federal Regulation as32 C.F.R. § 256 
provides general DoD policy and guidance to achieve compatible use of lands around 
military installations.  The DoD Instruction directs each military branch to develop AICUZ 
plans for each separate military installation, to analyze noise and safety hazards from 
aircraft operations, to identify existing and possible future incompatible land uses, and 
to develop and recommend potential solutions. (32 C.F.R. § 265.5(a)).  The completed 
AICUZ study is then given to local land use authorities for consideration in arriving at 
decisions that might be asked of them with respect to compatible land use.  (32 C.F.R. § 
256.4(b) and 256.5(c)).  The AICUZ study indicates the noise and safety conditions in the 
area surrounding the military airfield as well as recommendations listing the zones and 
indicating compatible land uses in light of noise and safety considerations.  The AICUZ 
study and its findings can have a very direct adverse effect on the ability of a developer 
to secure federal financing under federally assisted housing programs as well as on local 
zoning decisions.


There is no statute that required the creation of an AICUZ program by the DoD, nor 
does any statute direct or constrain the DoD with regard to the AICUZ program.  The 
AICUZ program and its implementing DoD Instruction are the creation of the leadership 
of the Executive Branch under Federal Management Circular (FMC).  FMC 75-2  (1975) 
prescribes the executive branch’s general policy with respect to achieving compatible land 
uses on public or private property at or in the vicinity of federal airfields, including general 
responsibilities to operate military air installations.  Because the published DoD AJCUZ 
Instruction, 32 C.F.R. § 256, cites the National Security Act of 1947, as amended, 5 U.S.C. 
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§ 302 as authority, the AICUZ program appears to be committed to agency discretion. See 
Blue v. United States, 21 Cl. Ct. 359 (1990) (court has no independent statutory authority to 
judicially review the correctness of AICUZ Data and AICUZ mapping).


The AICUZ program makes it a matter of DoD policy to work toward the goal of 
compatible land use in regulatory actions conducted by the local community.  A number 
of cases have arisen in which plaintiffs have claimed that certain “influence” or lobbying 
activities of the United States have resulted in a taking of their property.  The most 
significant case is De Tom Enterprises, Inc. v. United States. 213 Ct.Cl. 362, 552 F.2d 337 
(1977).  


In that case, plaintiff made no claim that aircraft noise was unduly disturbing and, in fact, 
sought to develop the property for high-density residential purposes.  Plaintiff’s application 
before the local zoning board to change the zoning was denied after the change was opposed 
(relying upon a noise exposure map) by the Air Base Staff Judge Advocate at the zoning 
board meeting.  The plaintiff alleged that this opposition constituted a “taking” requiring 
just compensation.  


Citing Pennsylvania Coal v. Mahon, 260 U.S. 393 (1923), the court found that the Air 
Force’s participation in a regulatory activity was not as extensive or intrusive as to amount 
to a taking under the Fifth Amendment.  The zoning action by the local board was found 
only to limit a rise in market value and not to amount to a destruction of all use of plaintiff’s 
property.  The United States had merely influenced the county to reject an increase in the 
plaintiff’s development rights.  As to the plaintiff’s claim that the United States had acted 
“wrongfully” in influencing the county board, the court determined that any such claim 
sounded in tort and thus was beyond the jurisdiction of the Court of Claims.  See also Blue 
v. United States, 21 Ct. Cl. 359 (1990).


The land use compatibility guidance provided in the AICUZ program is embodied in 
Compatible Land Use Guidelines represented in Tables 1 and 2 below.   The objective the 
AICUZ program is to attempt to balance economic, political, administrative, legal, and other 
factors to achieve the desired compatible outcome.
  
Although participation by the military services in the land use planning process via the 
AICUZ program at the local level does not and cannot guarantee that local authorities 
will adopt regulations to require compatible land uses in air installation environs,  it 
still provides many benefits.  The information provided through the AICUZ Program 
serves to disclose the effects of installation operations on the civilian community.  Active 
participation is a critical element in implementing the AICUZ program recommendation and 
can contribute to establishing an atmosphere of fairness that is essential to the success of the 
program.


The instruction is undergoing revision.  It will be reissued in the near future.  The reader 
is referred to the current Department of Defense Instruction (DoDI) No. 4165.57, Air 
Installations Compatible Use Zones (November 8, 1977) as reference for the current 
list of DoD approved compatible land uses recommended in  Accident Potential Zones.  
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DoD recommendations for compatible land use within noise zones can be found in the 
Federal Interagency Committee on Urban Noise (FICUN) 1980 document, “Guidelines for 
Considering Noise in Land Use Planning and Control,”    DoD is currently in the process 
of updating the 1977 DoDI.   The new AICUZ DoDI will incorporate updated land use 
guidance in noise zones and more closely follow the earlier FICON recommendations for 
residential development within 65-75 DNL.   Should a development proceed forward in 
the local development review process for approval, local installations are urged to contact 
their AICUZ Program managers for more information and to advise local governments 
accordingly.  
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Appendix 2.2 
Table 1.  Suggested Land Use Compatibility in Noise Zones1


LAND USE NOISE ZONES
DNL Levels in Ldn


SLUCM 1
NO. NAME 0-55 55-65 65-70 70- 75 75-80 80-85 85+
10 Residential
11 Household units
11.11 Single units detached Y Y* 251 301 N N N
11.12 Single units; semidetached Y Y* 251 301 N N N
11.13 Single units; attached row Y Y* 251 301 N N N
11.21 Two units; side-by-side Y Y* 251 301 N N N
11.22 Two units; one above the other Y Y* 251 301 N N N
11.31 Apartments; walk up Y Y* 251 301 N N N
11.32 Apartments; elevator Y Y* 251 301 N N N
12 Group quarters Y Y* 251 301 N N N
13 Residential hotels Y Y* 251 301 N N N
14 Mobile home parks or courts Y Y* N N N N N
15 Transient lodgings Y Y* 251 301 351 N N
16 Other residential Y Y* 251 301 N N N


20 Manufacturing
21 Food ~ kindred products;


Manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
22 Textile mill products;


manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
23 Apparel and other finished


products made from
fabrics, leather, and
similar materials;
manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N


24 Lumber and wood products
(except furniture);
manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N


25 Furniture and fixtures;
manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N


26 Paper & allied products;
manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N


27 Printing, publishing, and
allied industries Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N


28 Chemicals and allied
products; manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N


29 Petroleum refining and
related industries Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N


* The designation of these uses as “compatible” in this Zone reflects individual federal agencies’ consideration of
general cost and feasibility factors as well as past community experiences and program objectives. Localities, when
evaluating the application of these guidelines to specific situations, may have different concerns or goals to consider
(Guidelines for Considering Noise in Land Use Planning and Control, June 1980).


1 Federal Interagency Committee on Urban Noise (FICO=UN), Guidelines for Considering Noise in Land Use
Planning and Control, June 1980.


2 3
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Appendix 2.2 
Table 1.  Suggested Land Use Compatibility in Noise Zones1   (cont)


LAND USE NOISE ZONES
DNL Levels in Ldn


SLUCM 1


NO. NAME 0-55 55-65 65-70 70-75 75-80 80-85 85+
30 Manufacturing (cont’d)
31 Rubber and misc. plastic


products; manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
32 Stone, clay and glass


products; manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
33 Primary metal industries Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
34 Fabricated metal products;


manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
35 Professional, scientific,


and controlling instruments; photographic and
optical goods; watches
and clocks manufacturing Y Y Y 25 30 N N


39 Miscellaneous manufacturing Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
40 Transportation, communication and utilities
41 Railroad, rapid rail transit and street


railway transportation Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
42 Motor vehicle transportation Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
43 Aircraft transportation Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
44 Marine kraft transportation Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
45 Highway & street right-of


way Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
46 Automobile parking Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
47 Communication Y Y Y 255 305 N N
48 Utilities Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
49 Other transportation,


communication and
utilities Y Y Y 255 305 N N


50 Trade
51 Wholesale trade Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
52 Retail trade – building


materials, hardware and
farm equipment Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N


53 Retail trade – general
merchandise Y Y Y 25 30 N N


54 Retail trade – food Y Y Y 25 30 N N
55 Retail trade – automotive,


marine craft, aircraft
and accessories Y Y Y 25 30 N N


56 Retail trade – apparel and
accessories Y Y Y 25 30 N N


57 Retail trade – furniture,
home furnishings and
equipment Y Y Y 25 30 N N


58 Retail trade – eating and
drinking establishments Y Y Y 25 30 N N


59 Other retail trade Y Y Y 25 30 N N


2 3
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Appendix 2.2 
Table 1.  Suggested Land Use Compatibility in Noise Zones1   (cont)


LAND USE NOISE ZONES
DNL Levels in Ldn


SLUCM 1
NO. NAME 0-55 55-65 65-70 70-75 75-80 80-85 85+
60 Services
61 Finance, insurance and


real estate services Y Y Y 25 30 N N
62 Personal services Y Y Y 25 30
62.4 Cemeteries Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4,11 Y6,11


63 Business services Y Y Y 25 30 N N
64 Repair services Y Y Y Y2 Y3 Y4 N
65 Professional services Y Y Y 25 30
65.1 Hospitals, nursing homes Y Y* 25* 30* N N N
65.1 Other medical facilities Y Y Y 25 30
66 Contract construction


services Y Y Y 25 30 N N
67 Governmental services Y Y* Y* 25* 30*
68 Educational services Y Y* 25* 30* N N N
69 Miscellaneous services Y Y Y 25 30 N N
70 Cultural, entertainment


and recreational
71 Cultural activities


(including churches) Y Y* 25* 30* N N N
71.2 Nature exhibits Y Y* Y* N N N N
72 Public assembly Y Y Y N N N N
72.1 Auditoriums, concert halls Y Y 25 30 N N N
72.11 Outdoor music shells,


amphitheaters Y Y* N N N
72.2 Outdoor sports,


spectator sports Y Y Y7 Y7 N N N
73 Amusements Y Y Y Y N N N
74 Recreational activities


(incl. golf courses,
riding stables, water
recreation) Y Y* Y* 25* 30*


75 Resorts and group camps Y Y* Y* Y* N N N
76 Parks Y Y* Y* Y* N N N
79 Other cultural, entertainment


and recreation Y Y* Y* Y* N N N
80 Resource production and


extraction
81 Agriculture (except live-


stock) Y Y Y8 Y9 Yl0 Yl0,ll Yl0,11


81.5 Livestock farming and
81.7 animal breeding Y Y Y8 Y9 N N N
82 Agricultural related


activities Y Y Y8 Y9 Yl0 Yl0,ll Yl0,11


83 Forestry activities and
related services Y Y Y8 Y9 Yl0 Yl0,ll Yl0,11


84 Fishing activities and
related services Y Y Y Y Y


2 3


N N


N N


N N


N N


N N


N N


Y Y
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Appendix 2.2 
Table 1.  Suggested Land Use Compatibility in Noise Zones1   (cont)


2 3


LAND USE NOISE ZONES
DNL Levels in Ldn


SLUCM 1
NO. NAME 0-55 55-65 65-70 70-75 75-80 80-85 85+
85 Mining activities and


related services Y Y Y Y Y Y Y
89 Other resource production


and extraction Y Y Y Y Y Y Y


E5.1. NOTES FOR SUGGESTED LAND USE COMPATIBILITY IN NOISE ZONES TABLE
1.
a) Although local conditions regarding the need for housing may require residential use in these Zones, residential
use is discouraged in DNL/Ldn 65-70 dbA and strongly discouraged in DNL\/Ldn 70-75 dbA. The absence of
viable alternative development options should be determined and an evaluation should be conducted prior to
approvals indicating that a demonstrated community need for the residential use would not be met if development
were prohibited in these Zones.


b)Where the community determines that residential uses must be allowed, measures to achieve outdoor to indoor
Noise Level Reduction (NLR) of at least 25 dbA (DNL/Ldn 65-70) and 30 dbA (DNL/Ldn 70-75) should be
incorporated into building codes and be considered in individual approvals. Normal construction can be expected to
provide a NLR of 20 dbA, thus the reduction requirements are often stated as 5, 10 or 15 dbA over standard
construction and normally assume mechanical ventilation and closed windows year round. Additional consideration
should be given to modifying NLR levels based on peak noise levels or vibrations.


c) NLR criteria will not eliminate outdoor noise problems. However, building location and site planning, design and
use of berms and barriers can help mitigate outdoor noise exposure NLR particularly from ground level sources.
Measures that reduce noise at a site should be used wherever practical in preference to measures that only protect
interior spaces.


2. Measures to achieve NLR of 25 must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these
buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas or where the normal noise level is low.


3. Measures to achieve NLR of 30 must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these
buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas or where the normal noise level is low.


4. Measures to achieve NLR of 35 must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of these
buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas or where the normal noise level is low.


5. If project or proposed development is noise sensitive, use indicated NLR; if not, land use is compatible without
NLR.


6. No buildings.


7. Land use compatible provided special sound reinforcement systems are installed.


8. Residential buildings require a NLR of 25


9. Residential buildings require a NLR of 30.


10. Residential buildings not permitted.
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11. Land use not recommended, but if community decides use is necessary, hearing protection devices should be


worn by personnel.


E5.2. KEY TO SUGGESTED LAND USE COMPATIBILITY IN NOISE ZONES TABLE


SLUCM Standard Land Use Coding Manual


Y (Yes) Land Use and related structures compatible
without restrictions.


N (No) Land Use and related structures are not
compatible and should be prohibited.


NLR (Noise Level Reduction) Noise Level Reduction (outdoor to indoor) to
be achieved through incorporation of noise
attenuation into the design and construction
of the structure.


Yx (Yes with restrictions) Land Use and related structures generally
compatible; see notes-2 through 4.


25, 30, or 35 The numbers refer to Noise Level Reduction levels.
Land Use and related structures generally


compatible; measures to achieve NLR of 25,
30 or 35 must be incorporated into design
and construction of structure.


25*, 30* or 35* The numbers refer to Noise Level Reduction levels.
Land Use generally compatible with NLR;


however, measures to achieve an overall
noise reduction do not necessarily solve
noise difficulties and additional evaluation
is warranted.


DNL Day-Night Average Sound Level.


Ldn Mathematical symbol for DNL.
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Appendix 2.2 
Table 2.  Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 
Suggested Land Use Compatiblity in Accident Potential Zones1


SLUCM*
NO.


LAND USE
NAME


CLEAR ZONE
Recommendation


APZ-1
Recommendation


APZ-II
Recommendation


Density
Recommendation


10 Residential
11 Household Units
11.11 Single units: detached N N Y2 Maximum density


of 1-2 Du/acre.
11.12 Single units:


semidetached
N N N


11.13 Single units: attached
row


N N N


11.21 Two units: side-by-
side


N N N


11.22 Two units: one above
the other


N N N


11.31 Apartments: walk-up N N N
11.32 Apartment: elevator N N N
12 Group quarters N N N
13 Residential Hotels N N N
14 Mobile home parks or


courts
N N N


15 Transient lodgings N N N
16 Other residential N N N


20 Manufacturing
21 Food & kindred


products; manufacturing
N N Y1 Maximum FAR of


0.56 .
22 Textile mill products;


manufacturing
N Y1 Y1 Maximum FAR of


0.28 in APZ I/ 0.56
in APZ II.


23 Apparel and other
finished products;
products made from
fabrics, leather and
similar materials;
manufacturing


N Y1 Y1 Same as above


24 Lumber and wood
products (except
furniture);
manufacturing


N Y1 Y1 Same as above


25 Furniture and fixtures;
manufacturing


N Y1 Y1 Same as above


26 Paper and allied
products; manufacturing


N Y1 Y1 Same as above


27 Printing, publishing,
and allied industries


N Y1 Y1 Same as above


28 Chemicals and allied
products; manufacturing


N N N


29 Petroleum refining and
related industries


N N N







A2-13


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Appendix 2.2 
Table 2.  Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 
Suggested Land Use Compatiblity in Accident Potential Zones1 (cont)


SLUCM*
NO.


LAND USE
NAME


CLEAR ZONE
Recommendation


APZ-11


Recommendation
APZ1


Recommendation
Density
Recomendation1


30 Manufacturing
(continued)


31 Rubber and misc. plastic
products; manufacturing


N N N


32 Stone, clay and glass
products; manufacturing


N N Y Maximum FAR
of 0.56 in APZ
2


33 Primary metal products;
manufacturing


N N Y Same as above


34 Fabricated metal
products; manufacturing


N N N


35 Professional scientific,
and controlling
instruments; photographic
and optical goods;
watches and clocks


N N N


39 Miscellaneous
manufacturing


N Y Y Maximum FAR
of 0.28 in APZ 1
& FAR of 0.56
in APZ 2


40 Transportation,
communication and
utilities.


See Notes 2 & 3
Below.


41 Railroad, rapid rail
transit, and street railway
transportation


N3 Y4 Y Same as above.


42 Motor vehicle
transportation


N3 Y Y Same as above


43 Aircraft transportation N3 Y4 Y Same as above
44 Marine craft


transportation
N3 Y4 Y Same as above


45 Highway and street
right-of-way


N3 Y Y Same as above


46 Automobile parking N3 Y4 Y Same as above
47 Communication N3 Y4 Y Same as above
48 Utilities N3 Y4 Y Same as above
49 Other transportation,


communication and
utilities


N3 Y4 Y Same as above


50 Trade
51 Wholesale trade N Y1 Y1 Maximum FAR


of 0.28 in APZ I.
Maximum FAR
of .56 in APZ II.


52 Retail trade – building
materials, hardware and
farm equipment


N Y1 Y1 Maximum FAR
of 0.14 in APZ I
& 0.28 in APZ II


53 Retail trade – general
merchandise


N N Y1 Maximum FAR
of 0.14.
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Appendix 2.2 
Table 2.  Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 
Suggested Land Use Compatiblity in Accident Potential Zones1 (cont)


SLUCM*
NO.


LAND USE
NAME


CLEAR ZONE
Recommendation


APZ-1
Recommendation


APZ-2
Recommendation


Density
Recomendation1


50 Trade (continued)
54 Retail trade – food N N Y1 Maximum FARs


of 0.24
55 Retail trade –


automotive, marine craft,
aircraft and accessories


N Y1 Y1 Maximum FAR
of 0.14 in APZ I
& 0.28 in APZ II


56 Retail trade – apparel
and accessories


N N Y1 Maximum FAR
0.28


57 Retail trade – furniture,
home, furnishings and
equipment


N N Y1 Same as above


58 Retail trade – eating and
drinking establishments


N N N


59 Other retail trade N N Y1 Maximum FAR
of 0.22


60 Services


61 Finance, insurance and real
estate services


N N Y Maximum FARs of
.22 for “General
Office/Office park”


62 Personal services N N Y Office uses only.
Maximum FAR of
0.22.


62.4 Cemeteries N Y Y No chapels.
63 Business services N Y Y Max. FARs of 0.11


APZ I; 0.22 in
APZ II


63.7 Warehousing and storage
services


N Y1 Y1 Maximum FAR of
1.0


64 Repair Services N Y Y Max. FARs of 0.11
APZ I; 0.22 in
APZ II


65 Professional services N N Y Max. FARs of 0.22
65.1 Hospitals, nursing homes N N N
65.1 Other medical facilities N N N
66 Contract construction


services
N Y5 Y Max. FARs of 0.11


APZ I; 0.22 in
APZ II


67 Government Services N N Y Max FAR of 0.22
68 Educational services N N N
69 Miscellaneous N N Y1 Max. FAR of 0.22







A2-15


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Appendix 2.2 
Table 2.  Air Installations Compatible Use Zones 
Suggested Land Use Compatiblity in Accident Potential Zones1 (cont)


SLUCM*
NO.


LAND USE
NAME


CLEAR ZONE
Recommendation


APZ-1
Recommendation


APZ-2
Recommendation


Density
Recomendation1


70 Cultural, entertainment and recreational
71 Cultural activities N N N
71.2 Nature exhibits N Y1,5 Y1,5


72 Public assembly N N N
72.1 Auditoriums, concert halls N N N
72.11 Outdoor music shells,


amphitheaters
N N N


72.2 Outdoor sports arenas,
spectator sports


N N N


73 Amusements N N Y
74 Recreational activities


(including golf courses,
riding stables, water
recreation)


N Y1,5 Y1,5 No Club House


75 Resorts and group camps N N N
76 Parks N Y1,5 Y1,5 Same as 74
79 Other cultural, entertainment


and recreation
N Y1,5 Y1,5 Same as 74


80 Resource production
and extraction


81 Agriculture (except live
stock)


Y2 Y1 Y1


81.5, 81.7 Livestock farming and
breeding


N Y1 Y1


82 Agriculture related activities N Y1 Y1 Max FAR of 0..28;
no activity which
produces smoke,
glare, or involves
explosives


83 Forestry Activities N Y1 Y1 Same as Above
84 Fishing Activities N Y1 Y1 Same as Above
85 Mining Activities N Y1 Y1 Same as Above
89 Other resource production or


extraction
N Y1 Y1 Same as Above


LEGEND.  The following legend refers to the preceding table in this enclosure.


*Standard Land Use Coding Manual (SLUCM), U.S. Department of Transportation
Y (Yes) -Land uses and related structures are normally compatible with out restriction.
N (No) – Land use and related structures are not normally compatible and should be 
prohibited.
Yx – (yes with restrictions) the land uses and related structures are generally compatible; 
see notes indicated by the superscript.
Nx – (no with exceptions) See notes indicated by the superscript.


NOTES.  The following notes refer to the preceding table in this enclosure.
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 1.  A “yes” or a “no” designation for compatible land use is to be used only for general 
comparison.  Within each land use category where, due to the variation of densities of 
people and structures, uses exist, further evaluation may be needed in each category.  In 
order to assist installations and local governments, general suggestions as to floor/area ratios 
are provided as a guide to density in some categories.  In general, land use restrictions, 
which limit commercial, services, or industrial buildings or structure occupants to 25 per 
acre in APZ I, and 50 per acre in APZ II are the range of occupancy levels considered to 
be low density.  Outside events should normally be limited to assemblies of not more that 
25 people per acre in APZ I, and maximum assemblies of 50 people per acre in APZ II.  
Other factors to consider are height of structures, labor intensity in the building; structural 
coverage, explosive characteristics, air-pollution, electronic interference with aircraft, and 
potential glare to pilots.


 2.  The suggested maximum density for detached single family housing is one to two 
du/acre.  In a Planned Unit Development of single-family detached units this density could 
possibly be increased slightly, where the amount of open space is significant and the amount 
of surface area covered by structures does not exceed 20 percent of the PUD total area.


 3.  The placing of structures, buildings, or above-ground utility lines in the clear zone is 
subject to severe restrictions.  In the majority of clear zones these items are prohibited.  See 
Tri-Service Manual AFM 32-1123(I);TM 5-803-7, NAVFAC P-971 “Airfield and Heliport 
Planning & Design” dated May 1, 1999 (reference b above) for specific details.


 4.  No accessory uses – e.g., no passenger terminals and major above ground electrical 
transmission lines in APZ I.


 5.  Accessory uses such as meeting places, auditoriums, etc., are not recommended. 
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Appendix 2.2 – Compatible Land Use Partnering and Surplus 
Property Disposal for Conservation Purposes,


10 USCS § 2684a (2003)


§ 2684a.  Agreements to limit encroachments and other constraints on military training, 
testing, and operations


(a) Agreements authorized. The Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a military 
department may enter into an agreement with an eligible entity described in subsection (b) 
to address the use or development of real property in the vicinity of a military installation 
for purposes of--
   (1) limiting any development or use of the property that would be incompatible with the 
mission of the installation; or
   (2) preserving habitat on the property in a manner that--
      (A) is compatible with environmental requirements; and
      (B) may eliminate or relieve current or anticipated environmental restrictions that 
would or might otherwise restrict, impede, or otherwise interfere, whether directly or 
indirectly, with current or anticipated military training, testing, or operations on the 
installation.
 
(b) Eligible entities. An agreement under this section may be entered into with any of the 
following:
   (1) A State or political subdivision of a State.
   (2) A private entity that has as its stated principal organizational purpose or goal the 
conservation, restoration, or preservation of land and natural resources, or a similar purpose 
or goal, as determined by the Secretary concerned.
 
(c) Inapplicability of certain contract requirements. Chapter 63 of title 31 [31 USCS §§ 6301 
et seq.] shall not apply to any agreement entered into under this section.
 
(d) Acquisition and acceptance of property and interests.
   (1) An agreement with an eligible entity under this section may provide for--
      (A) the acquisition by the entity of all right, title, and interest in and to any real 
property, or any lesser interest in the property, as may be appropriate for purposes of this 
section; and
      (B) the sharing by the United States and the entity of the acquisition costs.
   (2) Property or interests may not be acquired pursuant to the agreement unless the owner 
of the property or interests consents to the acquisition.
   (3) The agreement shall require the entity to transfer to the United States, upon the 
request of the Secretary concerned, all or a portion of the property or interest acquired 
under the agreement or a lesser interest therein. The Secretary shall limit such transfer 
request to the minimum property or interests necessary to ensure that the property 
concerned is developed and used in a manner appropriate for purposes of this section.
   (4) The Secretary concerned may accept on behalf of the United States any property or 
interest to be transferred to the United States under the agreement.
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   (5) For purposes of the acceptance of property or interests under the agreement, the 
Secretary concerned may accept an appraisal or title documents prepared or adopted by a 
non-Federal entity as satisfying the applicable requirements of section 301 of the Uniform 
Relocation Assistance and Real Property Acquisition Policies Act of 1970 (42 U.S.C. 4651) or 
section 3111 of title 40, if the Secretary concerned finds that the appraisal or title documents 
substantially comply with the requirements.
 
(e) Acquisition of water rights. The authority of the Secretary concerned to enter into an 
agreement under this section for the acquisition of real property (or an interest therein) 
includes the authority to support the purchase of water rights from any available source 
when necessary to support or protect the mission of a military installation.
 
(f) Additional terms and conditions. The Secretary concerned may require such additional 
terms and conditions in an agreement under this section as the Secretary considers 
appropriate to protect the interests of the United States.
 
(g) Funding.
   (1) Except as provided in paragraph (2), funds authorized to be appropriated for operation 
and maintenance of the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, or Defense-wide activities 
may be used to enter into agreements under this section.
   (2) In the case of a military installation operated primarily with funds authorized to 
be appropriated for research, development, test, and evaluation, funds authorized to be 
appropriated for the Army, Navy, Marine Corps, Air Force, or Defense-wide activities for 
research, development, test, and evaluation may be used to enter into agreements under this 
section with respect to the installation.
 
(h) Definitions. In this section:
   (1) The term “Secretary concerned” means the Secretary of Defense or the Secretary of a 
military department.
   (2) The term “State” includes the District of Columbia, the Commonwealth of Puerto 
Rico, the Commonwealth of the Northern Marianas, and the territories and possessions of 
the United States.


HISTORY: 
   (Added Dec. 2, 2002, P.L. 107-314, Div B, Title XXVIII, Subtitle B, § 2811(a), 116 Stat. 
2705.)
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Appendix 3
3.0 Examples of Leading State Statutes1


Note:  The following state statutes are presented in electronic and printed format, as 
available.  They represent examples of what have been enacted to regulate encroachment 
of the civilian population and incompatible land use activity in the vicinity of Military 
Airfields.  The reader is encouraged to find the most up to date version of the statute by 
going on-line at the sites indicated below, if available.


3.1  Arizona Revised Statutes Relating to Military 
Airports


Ariz. Rev. Stat. (ARS) § 9-461. It may also be found at http://www.azleg.state.az.us/
ars/9/00461.htm, 
ARS§ 11-806 & 829 (1995); ARS § 28-8462; ARS § 28-8461	
Other Statutes of notes: ARS § 28-8480	– 8485; § 28-8521; § 28-8522 – 8524;
ARS § 28-8481.9(c). and §32-2113 may be found on the Web site:	http://www.azleg.
state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08461.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS 


Beginning in 1995, the state enacted a number of statutory provisions to address the 
concern that residential development was encroaching too near military airfields, placing 
future residents in potentially noisy environments and in accident-potential zones (APZ), 
and threatening the operational missions of the military.  


The uniqueness of the Arizona statute is that the State Attorney General is involved in 
overseeing and reviewing local comprehensive and general plans for conformity to the 
encroachment prevention statutes recently enacted by the state legislature.  The Arizona 
statutes are proactive measures to reduce future land use and zoning conflicts between 
growing urban centers and military installations and auxiliary facilities.  Arizona is 
progressive in a number of specific areas.  Its statute incorporates, by reference, maps 
developed by the State Lands Department depicting accident potential, noise zones and an 
area of influence surrounding a military airfield.  Within the area of influence is required 
real estate disclosure regarding the presence and operational profile of military installations, 
principally airfields (i.e., aircraft noise and accident potential) and sound level reduction in 
new construction.


The state also adopted detailed land use compatibility tables that are more stringent than 
the Land Use Compatibility tables recommended by DoD.  (See Appendix 2.).  These 
statutes and the overall encroachment prevention program promoted by the state represents 
the leading edge in the application of comprehensive land use plans and regulations that 
promote balance between civilian and military communities (See discussion in Part III).



http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/09/00461.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/ars/9/00461.htm,

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/ars/9/00461.htm,

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/11/00806.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/11/00829.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08462.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08461.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08480.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08481.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/32/02113.htm&Title=32&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08461.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/FormatDocument.asp?inDoc=/ars/28/08461.htm&Title=9&DocType=ARS
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3.2  California Senate Bill 1468 (2002) --  
General Plans and Military Facilities


Cal. Govt. Code (CGC) at §§ 65300, 65040.2(f) & 65040.9 (2002); §§ 65352, 65944, 
65404, 65940, & 65944. (2004); available at:  http://www.planning.org/growingsmart/pdf/
states/cal.pdf ; Sections of Cal. Govt. Planning Code also available at: http://ceres.ca.gov/
planning/pzd/2000/pzd2000_web/  and 
http://www.azleg.state.az.us/ars/9/00461.htm ; and A Guide to Planning in California


California has revised several statutes in recognition of the military presence and 
importance to the state’s economy and employment base.  These statutes are directed toward 
incorporating into local city and county general and comprehensive plans recognition of the 
military’s presence, and operational parameters; they require that military readiness become 
a matter of local planning importance.


3.3  Florida State Senate Bill 1604 (2004)
  
The Governor signed (available at: Senate Bill 1604 ) into law on May 25, 2004.  The Act 
amends Florida. Statute § 163.3177 and  § 163.3175, §163.3187, and §163.3191 of the 
Growth Management Act and requires each county in which a military base is located and 
each affected municipality to send to the commanding officer of the military installation 
information regarding proposed changes to the comprehensive plan and land development 
regulations that would affect the intensity, density or use of land adjacent to the military 
base.  The law requires affected local governments to amend their comprehensive plans 
by June 30, 2006, to include criteria to be used to achieve the compatibility of adjacent or 
closely proximate lands with military installations. Another unique feature of the Florida 
Bill is that it calls for an ex officio seat on local city or county planning commissions 
wherein there is situated a military installation 


3.4  South Carolina Bill 4282 (2004) -- Federal Defense 
Facilities Utilization Integrity Protection Act.


Sections 6-29-1510; 1520; 1525; 1530 and 1540, also available at: http://www.scstatehouse.
net/sess115_2003-2004/bills/4482.htm ; and 2003-2004 4482: Federal Defense Facilities 
Utilization Integrity Protection Act - www.scstatehouse.net - LPITS


In October 2004, the governor of South Carolina signed Bill 4282, entitled Federal Defenses 
Facilities Utilization Integrity Act.  The act deals with local government planning process 
and procedures.  It specified that “local planning entities and local officials must consider 
certain matters and take certain actions in regard to development in certain areas bordering 
Federal military installations located in the State or involving overlay zones or Air 
Compatible Use Zones at military installations.”			



http://www.planning.org/growingsmart/pdf/states/cal.pdf

http://www.planning.org/growingsmart/pdf/states/cal.pdf

http://ceres.ca.gov/planning/pzd/2000/pzd2000_web/

http://ceres.ca.gov/planning/pzd/2000/pzd2000_web/

http://www.azleg.state.az.us/ars/9/00461.htm

http://ceres.ca.gov/topic/env_law/ceqa/more/tas/Planning_Guide.html

http://www.flsenate.gov/data/session/2004/Senate/bills/billtext/pdf/s1604er.pdf

http://www.scstatehouse.net/sess115_2003-2004/bills/4482.htm

http://www.scstatehouse.net/sess115_2003-2004/bills/4482.htm

http://www.scstatehouse.net/sess115_2003-2004/bills/4482.htm
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Appendix 3.1  
-- Arizona Revised Statutes Relating to Military Airports


28-8461.	Definitions


In this article, unless the context otherwise requires:
1. “Accident potential zone one” means an area three thousand feet wide by five 


thousand feet long that starts at the end of each clear zone and that is centered and 
measured on the extended runway centerline, terminating eight thousand feet from the end 
of each runway.


2. “Accident potential zone two” means an area three thousand feet wide by seven 
thousand feet long that starts at the end of each accident potential zone one and that is 
centered and measured on the extended runway centerline, terminating fifteen thousand feet 
from the end of each runway, except that, for political subdivisions described in paragraph 
8, subdivision (a), accident potential zone two extends thirty thousand feet southwest from 
the end of each runway.


3. “Airport” means an area of land or water that is designed and set aside for the 
landing and taking off of aircraft and that is utilized or to be utilized in the interest of the 
public for those purposes.


4. “Airport hazard” means a structure, tree or use of land that obstructs the air space 
required for flight of aircraft in taking off or landing at an airport or that is otherwise 
hazardous to aircraft taking off or landing.


5. “Airport hazard area” means an area of land or water on which an airport hazard 
might be established if not prevented as provided in this article.


6. “Airstrip” means a strip of ground that is artificially or naturally surfaced and that is 
designed and used at an airport or landing field for the landing and takeoff of aircraft.


7. “Clear zone” means an area three thousand feet long measured along the extended 
runway centerline beginning at the end of all main military runways and three thousand feet 
wide centered on and measured at right angles to the extended runway centerline.


8. “High noise or accident potential zone” means any property located in the following 
zones:


(a) In political subdivisions located in a county with a population of two million or 
more persons, within the 1988 noise contours developed and recognized by the regional 
planning agency in that county that includes the arrival and departure corridor that is the 
accident potential zone one and accident potential zone two plus the land area described as 
follows: starting two hundred feet from the south end of the westernmost runway at a width 
of one thousand five hundred feet west and two thousand five hundred feet east, measured 
perpendicular to the centerline of the runway, and extending southwesterly parallel to the 
runway for a distance of thirty thousand feet.
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(b) In political subdivisions located in a county with a population of more than eight 
hundred thousand persons but less than two million persons, the area southeast of the 
runway within the noise contours established by the most recent air installation compatible 
use zone report recognized by the military airport and political subdivisions in that county 
including the arrival and departure corridor that is the accident potential zone one and 
accident potential zone two plus the land area described as follows: starting two hundred 
feet from the southeast runway end at a width of two thousand feet and extending outward 
thirty thousand feet to a width of ten thousand four hundred feet.


(c) In political subdivisions located in a county with a population of eight hundred 
thousand persons or less, within the noise contours established by the most recent air 
installation compatible use zone report recognized by the military airport and political 
subdivisions in that county, including the arrival and departure corridor that is the accident 
potential zone one and accident potential zone two plus the land area described as follows: 
starting two hundred feet from the and points of the main runways and at a width of three 
thousand feet and symmetrical about a centerline between the runways extending outward 
to a point thirty thousand feet from the point of beginning. The outer width is seventeen 
thousand five hundred feet.


9. “Military airport” means an airport that is operated by an armed force of the United 
States and that is primarily used for military fixed wing aircraft operations, excluding 
a runway or airstrip that is not immediately adjacent to facilities primarily used for 
operational control, maintenance and permanent parking of aircraft.


10. “Occupied building” means any building where people live, work or is otherwise 
received.


11. “Person” means an individual, firm, partnership, corporation, company, association, 
joint stock association or body politic, including any trustee, receiver, assignee or other 
representative of a trustee, receiver or assignee.


12. “Political subdivision” means a city; town or county and includes a school district.


13. “Previous reporting period” means from July 1 of the year before the report is due 
through June30 of the year the report is due.


14. “Runway” means an artificially surfaced strip of ground that is designed and used at 
an airport for the landing and takeoff of aircraft.


15. “school” means any public institution established for the purposes of offering 
instruction to pupils in programs for preschool children with disabilities, kindergarten 
programs or any combination of grades one through twelve.


16. “School district” means a political subdivision of this state with geographic 
boundaries organized for the purpose of the administration, support and maintenance of the 
public schools or an accommodation school.
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17. “School district development plan” means any proposal to build or expand a school 
but does not include repairing, maintaining or remodeling an existing school.


18. “Structure” means an object that is constructed or installed by a human including a 
building, tower, smokestack or overhead transmission line.


19. “Territory in the vicinity of a military airport” means any property located in the 
following zones:


(a) In counties that have a population of two million or more persons, the zone is ten 
miles to the north, south and west and four miles to the east parallel from the center of the 
main runway of a military airport.


(b) In counties that have a population of more than eight hundred thousand but less than 
two million persons, the zone is five miles to the northwest along a line extending from 
the end of the northwest runway, one and one-half miles to the southwest, six and one-
half miles to the northeast and perpendicular to the runway centerline and ten miles to the 
southeast along a line extending from the end of the southeast runway of a military airport.


(c) In counties that have a population of eight hundred thousand persons or less, the 
zone is five miles to the north, south and west and ten miles to the east of the center of the 
main runway of a military airport.


20. “Tree” means an object of natural growth.


28-8480.		Military	airport	continuation:	land	acquisition


In addition to authority granted pursuant to other provisions of law, a political subdivision 
may acquire, by exchange, purchase, lease, donation, devise or condemnation, land or 
interests in land for the continued operation of a military airport.


28-8481.		Planning	and	zoning;	military	airport	operation	compatibility;	compliance	
review;	penalty


A. A political subdivision that has territory in the vicinity of a military airport that 
includes property in a high noise ct accident potential zone shall adopt comprehensive and 
general plans and school district development plans, if applicable, for property in the high 
noise or accident potential zone to assure development compatible with the high noise and 
accident potential generated by military airport operations that have or may have an adverse  
effect on public health and safety. Each political subdivision, excluding school districts, 
shall adopt and enforce zoning regulations for property ii the high noise or accident 
potential zone to assure development compatible with the high noise and accident potential 
generated by military airport operations that have or may have an adverse effect on public 
health and safety.


B. A political subdivision that has territory in the vicinity of a military airport shall 
incorporate sound attenuation standards pursuant to section 28-8482 into any building code 
in existence on or adopted after July 1, 2001. This section does not affect or require the 
modification of any building permit issued before July 1,2001.







A3-6


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


C. A political subdivision that has territory in the vicinity of a military airport that 
includes property in a high noise or accident potential zone shall adopt, administer 
and enforce the zoning regulations or school district development plans authorized by 
subsection A of this section in the same manner as the comprehensive zoning ordinance or 
school district development plans of the political subdivision as provided by law, except that 
a variance shall not be granted without a specific finding that the purpose of military airport 
compatibility is preserved.


D. This section does not affect the existing authority of a political subdivision to plan 
and zone on the basis of noise or accident potential in the vicinity of an airport owned or 
controlled by the political subdivision or to adopt restrictions or limitations in addition to 
those required by this section applicable to territory in the vicinity of a military airport.


E. This section does not restrict, limit or modify; or authorize or require any political 
subdivision to restrict, limit or modify; the right of a landowner to undertake and complete 
development and use of any property under the terms and conditions of a development 
plan or school district development plan approved on or before December31, 2000 by the 
political subdivision in whose territory the property is located, except that the development 
must comply with the sound attenuation standards and specifications incorporated into any 
building code adopted pursuant to section 28-8482 by the political subdivision in whose 
territory the development is located. For purposes of this section, “development plan”:


1. Means a plan submitted to and approved by the governing body of the political 
subdivision pursuant to a zoning ordinance or regulation adopted pursuant to title 9, chapter 
4, article 6.1 or title 11, chapter 6 and that describes with reasonable certainty the density 
and intensity of use for a specific parcel or parcels of property.


2. Includes a planned community development plan, a planned area development plan, 
a planned unit development plan, a development plan that is the subject of a development 
agreement adopted pursuant to section 9-500.05 or 11-1101, a site plan, a subdivision plat 
or any other land use approval designation that is the subject of a zoning ordinance adopted 
pursuant to title 9, chapter 4, article 6.1 or title 11, chapter 6.


F. On or after July 1, 2001, a political subdivision that has territory in a high noise or 
accident potential zone shall notify the owner or owners of property in the high noise and 
accident potential zone of any additions or changes under this section to the general plan, 
comprehensive plan, zoning regulations or school district development plan of the political 
subdivision applicable to property in the high noise or accident potential zone. The political 
subdivision shall provide a notice of such additions or changes by publication as provided 
in section 9-462.04, subsection A or section 11-829, subsection C, including a statement that 
the property is located in a high noise or accident potential zone, at least thirty days before 
final approval of the addition to or change in The general plan, comprehensive plan, zoning 
regulation or school district development plan and within thirty days following the final 
approval of such an addition to or change in the general plan, comprehensive plan, zoning 
regulation or school district development plan.
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G. Any property owner described in subsection F of this section shall notify potential 
purchasers of the property and any potential lessees or renters that the property is located in 
a high noise and accident potential zone and is subject to the requirements of this section.


H. On or before August 15 of each year, each political subdivision that has territory 
that includes property in a high noise or accident potential zone or that is otherwise subject 
to the requirements of section 28-8482 shall file with the attorney general, and with 
each political subdivision that has territory in the vicinity of the military airport, a report 
that demonstrates compliance with this section and section 28-8482 during the previous 
reporting period. Compliance shall be determined with regard to the law in effect on June 
30 of the year in which the report is due. The report shall include the following information 
regarding the territory in high noise or accident potential zone except the school district’s 
report shall not include the information in paragraphs 1,2,3,4 and 7 of this subsection:


1. Zoning map amendments within the high noise or accident potential zone.


2. Zoning or subdivision ordinance or regulation text amendments applicable  
to property within the high noise or accident potential zone.


3. Preliminary and final plat approvals for property within the high noise or  
accident potential zone.


4. Variances from zoning or subdivision ordinances for property within the  
high noise or accident potential zone.


5. Comprehensive, general or specific plan or school district development plan   
amendments for property within the high noise or accident potential zone.


6. A statement that the political subdivision complied with the notification   
requirements of subsection F of this section.


7. A statement that the political subdivision adopted or amended building code   
provisions pursuant to section 28-8482.


I. If the attorney general has not received a report or affidavit from a political 
subdivision that is required to file a report pursuant to subsection H of this section within 
thirty days after the date the report or affidavit was required to be filed pursuant to 
subsection H or J of this section, the attorney general shall send a written notice by certified 
mail, return receipt requested, to the political subdivision stating that the attorney general 
has not received the report or affidavit as required by this section.


J. If a political subdivision that is required to file a report pursuant to subsection H of 
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this section has previously filed a report in compliance with subsection H of this section and 
that political subdivision has not taken any of the actions described in subsection H of this 
section since filing that report, the political subdivision shall file with the attorney general 
an affidavit stating that no actions were taken by the political subdivision during that period.


K. The attorney general shall determine compliance with this section in accordance 
with the following requirements applicable to zoning and development in a high noise or 
accident potential zone and to zoning and development in accident potential zone one and 
accident potential zone two. Compliance with respect to territory located in the arrival 
and departure corridor but outside the accident potential zone one, and noise contour lines 
as described in section 28-8461, paragraph 8, subdivision (b) and (c) shall be determined 
in accordance with the requirements applicable to territory located in the 65-69 day-
night sound level as listed below. This subsection shall not preclude a determination of 
compliance if the political subdivision and the military airport mutually agree that an 
individual use is compatible and consistent with the high noise or accident potential of the 
military airport.







A3-9


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv







A3-10


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv







A3-11


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv







A3-12


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv







A3-13


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv







A3-14


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv







A3-15


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


(1) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of twenty-five decibels 
pursuant to an ordinance adopted under section 28-8482 must be incorporated into the 
design and construction of all buildings and the political subdivision must make an express 
finding, as part of approval, that use of noise reduction level criteria will not alleviate 
outdoor noise.


(2) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of thirty decibels 
pursuant to an ordinance adopted under section 28-8482 must be incorporated into the 
design and construction of all buildings and the political subdivision must make an express 
finding, as part of approval, that use of noise reduction level criteria will not alleviate 
outdoor noise.


(3) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of thirty-five decibels 
pursuant to an ordinance adopted under section 28-8482 must be incorporated into the 
design and construction of all buildings and the political subdivision must make an express 
finding, as part of the approval, that use of noise reduction level criteria will not alleviate 
outdoor noise.
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(4) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of forty decibels 
pursuant to an ordinance adopted under section 28-8482 must be incorporated into the 
design and construction of all buildings and the political subdivision must make an express 
finding, as part of the approval, that use of noise reduction level criteria will not alleviate 
outdoor noise.


(5) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of twenty-five decibels 
must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of buildings where the 
public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas or where normal noise level is low.


(6) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of thirty decibels must 
be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of buildings where the public is 
received, office areas, noise sensitive areas or where normal noise level is low.


(7) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of thirty-five decibels 
must be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of buildings where the 
public is received, office areas, noise sensitive areas or where normal noise level is low.


(8) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of forty decibels must 
be incorporated into the design and construction of portions of buildings where the public is 
received, office areas, noise sensitive areas or where normal noise level is low.


(9) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of twenty-five decibels 
must be incorporated into the design and construction of new residential buildings or 
expansions of existing residential buildings.


(10) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of thirty decibels must 
be incorporated into the design and construction of new residential buildings or expansions 
of existing residential buildings.


(11) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of thirty-five decibels 
must be incorporated into the design and construction of new residential buildings or 
expansions of existing residential buildings.


(12) Measures to achieve an outdoor to indoor noise reduction level of forty decibels must 
be incorporated into the design and construction of new residential buildings or expansions 
of existing residential buildings.


(13) No new residential buildings or expansions of existing residential buildings are 
permitted.


(14) Compatible if special sound reinforcement systems are installed.


(15) No above ground buildings or structures.
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(16) No new buildings or improvements or expansion of non-agriculture buildings or 
improvements for uses that result in the release of any substance into the air that would 
impair visibility or otherwise interfere with operating aircraft, such as any of the following:
 (a) Steam, dust and smoke.
 (b) Direct or indirect reflective light emissions.
(c) Electrical emissions that would interfere with aircraft and air force communications or 
navigational aid systems or aircraft    navigational equipment.
(d) The attraction of birds or waterfowl such as operation of sanitary landfills or 
maintenance of feeding stations.
(e) Explosives facilities or similar activities.


(17) If located in the extended portion of accident potential zone two in territory of a 
political subdivision described in section 28-8461, paragraph 8, subdivision (a).


(18) Uses not listed are presumed to not be compatible. This does not preclude a 
determination of compliance if the political subdivision and the military airport mutually 
agree that an individual use is compatible and consistent with the high noise or accident 
potential of the military airport.


L.  The attorney general shall notify a political subdivision by certified mail, return 
receipt requested, if, from the content of the report filed by the political subdivision 
pursuant to subsection H of this section or other evidence, the attorney general has probable 
cause to believe that the political subdivision has not complied with the requirements set 
forth in subsection A, C, F or K of this section or section 28-8482. Nothing in this section 
shall authorize or permit a finding of probable cause of noncompliance with respect to 
territory that is the subject of a development plan as defined in subsection E of this section 
approved on or before December 31, 2000 except under section 28-8482 if applicable. 
A political subdivision that receives a notice from the attorney general pursuant to this 
subsection shall demonstrate compliance with subsection A, C, F, or K of this section or 
section 28-8482 within forty-five days after receipt of the notice. If a political subdivision 
fails to demonstrate compliance with subsection A, C, F, or K of this section or section 28-
8482 within forty-five days after receipt of the notice, the attorney general shall bring an 
enforcement action under this section.


M. The attorney general shall provide to all political subdivisions with territory in the 
vicinity of a military airport a copy of the report prepared and submitted by the attorney 
general pursuant to subsection S of this section indicating those political subdivisions 
that are in compliance or noncompliance with subsection A, C, F, or K of this section and 
section 28-8482. If a political subdivision files in a timely manner a report or affidavit 
required under subsection H or J of this section and any zoning map amendment, zoning 
or subdivision ordinance or regulation text amendment, final plat approval, variance from 
zoning or subdivision ordinance or comprehensive, general or specific plan or school 
district development plan amendment that has occurred during the reporting period is 
consistent with subsection K of this section and the political subdivision provided the 
notice required pursuant to subsection F of this section or the attorney general fails 
to provide notice of probable cause of noncompliance pursuant to subsection Lot this 
section on or before November 15 of that year, the political subdivision is deemed to 
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have complied with the requirements of this section and section 28-8482 during the period 
covered by the report or affidavit.


N. If any owner of property that is the subject of a report filed pursuant to subsection H 
of this section or political subdivision that is required to file a report pursuant to subsection 
H of this section disagrees with a determination of the attorney general of probable cause of 
noncompliance pursuant to subsection L of this section, the owner of property or political 
subdivision may appeal the determination of the attorney general to the superior court in 
the county in which the affected property or territory is located within thirty days after 
providing the attorney general written notice of the appeal by certified mail.


O. The following apply to enforcement actions brought under this section:


1. The attorney general may institute a civil action in the name of this state in the 
superior court in the county of the alleged violation against a political subdivision is 
required to file a report pursuant to subsection H of this section to restrain, enjoin, correct 
or abate a violation of this section or section 28-8482, to collect a civil penalty ordered 
pursuant to this section and to collect attorney fees and costs ordered pursuant to this section 
if any of the following applies:


 (a)  The political subdivision fails to file a report or affidavit required by this section 
within thirty days after the political subdivision receives the written notice from the attorney 
general that a report has not been filed.


 (b)  From the content of the report filed by the political subdivision, or other 
evidence, the attorney general has determined that there is probable cause to believe that the 
political subdivision has not complied with the requirements set forth in subsection A, C, 
F, or K of this section or section 28-8482 and forty-five days have passed since the political 
subdivision received written notice from the attorney general pursuant to subsection I of this 
section.


 (c)  The attorney general has probable cause to believe that any change, variance 
or exemption made by a political subdivision that is required to file a report pursuant to 
subsection H of this section to its general plan or comprehensive plan or school district 
development plan applicable to property within the high noise or accident potential zone 
violates this section and forty-five days have passed since the political subdivision received 
written notice from the attorney general pursuant to subsection L of this section.


2. The court shall award reasonable attorney fees and other costs in favor of the 
prevailing party for any civil enforcement action brought under this section. If the attorney 
general prevails, monies awarded pursuant to this paragraph shall be retained by the 
attorney general and are continuously appropriated.


3. The court may assess civil penalties in favor of this state to be deposited in the state 
general fund as follows:


 (a)  For failure of a political subdivision to file a report or affidavit required by 
subsection H or J of this section within thirty days after receiving notice from the attorney 
general, the political subdivision is liable for a civil penalty of up to two hundred dollars for 
each day after the first thirty days and up to three hundred dollars for each subsequent day 
up to a maximum of ten thousand dollars.
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 (b)  For failure of a political subdivision that is required to file a report pursuant to 
subsection H of this section to comply with the requirements of subsection A, C, F or K of 
this section or section 28-8482, the political subdivision is liable for a civil penalty of up 
to five hundred dollars for each day for the first ten days and up to five thousand dollars for 
each subsequent day up to a maximum of fifty thousand dollars. If the political subdivision 
demonstrates compliance with subsections A, C, F and K of this section and section 28-
8482 within forty-five days after receipt of a notice of noncompliance from the attorney 
general pursuant to subsection I of this section, the accrued penalties shall be waived. If the 
political subdivision demonstrates a good faith effort to comply with subsections A, C, F 
and K of this section and section 28-8482, as applicable, within forty-five days after receipt 
of a notice of noncompliance from the attorney general pursuant to subsection L of this 
section, the attorney general may waive accrued penalties.


P. A political subdivision that has territory in the vicinity of a military airport that 
includes property in a high noise or accident potential zone shall submit any proposed 
comprehensive, general or school district development plan or amendments that are 
applicable to property within the high noise or accident potential zone to the attorney 
general at least fifteen days before the first public hearing required pursuant to section 9-
46t06 or 11-806.


Q. On written request of the attorney general, a political subdivision shall provide 
records kept pursuant to this section or section 28-8482 within thirty days after the request.


R. The attorney general may investigate any complaint received that a political 
subdivision that has territory in the vicinity of a military airport is not in compliance with 
subsection A, C, F or K of this section or section 28-8482.


S. On or before November 15 of each year, the attorney general shall submit to the 
Arizona military airport preservation committee established by section 41-3301 a report 
indicating those political subdivisions that are in compliance with subsections A, C, F 
and K of this section and section 28-8482, those political subdivisions that are not in 
compliance with subsections A, C, F and K of this section and section 28-8482 and the 
actions that the attorney general is taking, or intending to take, to bring those political 
subdivisions not in compliance with subsections A, C, F and K of this section or section 28-
8482 into compliance.


28-8482.	Incorporation	of	sound	attenuation	standards	in	building	codes


A. A political subdivision that has territory in the vicinity of a military airport shall 
incorporate the Sound attenuation standards and specifications prescribed in this section 
into any building code in existence on or adopted after December 31, 2001. These standards 
and specifications apply to new development and alterations for first occupancy that are 
the subject of building permit its issued after December 31, 2001 and that are located 
on property within the territory in the vicinity of a military airport and do not apply to 
new development and alterations that are located on property within corporate limits of a 
municipality but outside territory in the vicinity of a military airport.
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B. Not later than December 31, 2001, a political subdivision that has territory in the 
vicinity of a military airport shall adopt an ordinance that requires a noise level reduction 
to be incorporated in the design and construction of any residential building or portions of 
buildings where the public is received, office areas and where normal noise level is low 
for first occupancy, including libraries, schools and churches, pursuant to building permits 
issued after December 31,2001 in order to achieve a maximum interior noise level of forty-
five decibels in areas within the noise contours described in section 28-8461, paragraph 8, 
subdivision (a), (b) or (c) as applicable. In order to comply with this section, an ordinance 
shall require that all residential buildings in territory in the vicinity of a military airport 
but outside the noise contours as described in this section shall be constructed with a 
minimum of R18 exterior wall assembly a minimum of R30 roof and ceiling assembly, 
dual-glazed windows and solid wood, foam-filled fiberglass or metal doors to the exterior 
or if the specified building standards are not met, the political subdivision may approve 
as an alternative, a certification by an architect or engineer registered pursuant to title 32, 
chapter 1 to achieve a maximum interior noise level of forty-five decibels at the time of final 
construction. A sound attenuation ordinance adopted by a political subdivision pursuant 
to this subsection shall not require a maximum interior noise level that is less than the 
maximum interior noise level required by this subsection.


C. The sound attenuation requirements of this section do not apply to ancillary 
buildings used in agricultural land use.


D. If the gross floor area of a structure or project is expanded by less than fifty per cent, 
the requirements of this section apply only to the area of expansion. If the gross floor area of 
a structure or project is expanded by fifty per cent or more, the requirements of this section 
apply to the entire structure, except for single family, mobile home, manufactured housing 
unit or duplex dwellings or any multifamily property used for residential purposes.


E. For the purposes of this section, political subdivision does not include a school 
district.


28-8483.	Registry of military airport flight operations: public inspection	


The state real estate department and political subdivisions that have territory in the vicinity 
of a military airport shall request from each military airport in this state a registry of 
information including maps of military flight operations and a list of contact persons at each 
military airport who are knowledgeable about the impacts of military flight operations at the 
military airport. Each registry shall contain the information provided by the military airport, 
including any map prepared pursuant to section 28-8484, subsection B. The state real estate 
department and political subdivisions shall maintain the registry of information provided by 
the military airport and make the registry available to the public on request.


28-8484.	Military	airport	disclosure:	residential	property


A. Any public report issued after December 31, 2001 pursuant to 32-2183 or 32-
2195.03 applicable to property that is located within territory in the vicinity of a military 
airport shall include the following statements:
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1. That the property is located within territory in the vicinity of a military airport.


2. If the state real estate department has been provided the registry of   
information described in section 28-8483, that the state real estate department maintains 
a registry of information, including the maps of military flight operations provided by the 
military airport, pursuant to section 28-8483 and, if provided to the department, the map 
prepared by the military airport pursuant to subsection B of this section.


3. If the state real estate department has been provided the registry of information 
described in section 28-8483, that the information is available to the public on request.


B. Each military airport may provide the state real estate department and each 
political subdivision with territory in the vicinity of the military airport with a map that is 
in electronic form and that is eight and one-half inches by eleven inches in size showing 
the exterior boundaries of each territory in the vicinity of a military airport and the exterior 
boundaries of each high noise or accident potential zone. The state real estate department 
shall work closely with oath military airport and political subdivisions with territory in 
the vicinity of a military airport as necessary to create a map that is visually useful in 
determining whether property is located in or outside of a territory in the vicinity of a 
military airport or in or outside of a high noise or accident potential zone. If there are 
changes to the map, the military airport shall notify the state real estate department and 
political subdivisions of the changes and shall provide a new map in electronic form. If a 
new map is provided, the department and the political subdivisions shall include the map 
in the registry of information maintained pursuant to section 28-8483. The map shall be 
included in public reports issued pursuant to section 32-2183 or 32-2195.03, and the map 
shall be available to the public on request.


C. For any lot reservation or conditional sale that occurs before the issuance of 
a public report, the disclosure statements listed in subsection a of this section shall be 
included within the reservation document or conditional sales contract.


D. This section does not require the amendment or reissuance of any public report 
issued on or before December 31, 2001 or the amendment or reissuance of any reservation 
document or conditional sales contract accepted on or before December31, 2001.


28-8485.	Airport influence areas; notice


A. After notice and hearing, this state or the governing body of a political subdivision 
that has established or operates an airport may designate as an airport influence area all 
property that is in the vicinity of the airport, that is currently exposed to aircraft noise and 
overflight and either has a day-night average sound level of sixty-five decibels or higher 
or is within such geographical distance from an existing runway that exposes the area to 
aircraft noise and overflights as determined by the airport owner or operator.


B. If this state or the governing body of a political subdivision establishes an airport 
influence area, this state or the governing body shall prepare and file a record of the airport 
influence area in the office of the county recorder in each county that contains property 
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in the airport influence area. The record shall be sufficient to notify owners or potential 
purchasers of property in the airport influence area that property in the area is currently 
subject to aircraft noise and aircraft overflights.


28-8486.	Public airport disclosure: definitions


A. The state real estate department shall have and make available to the public on 
request a map showing the exterior boundaries of each territory in the vicinity of a public 
airport. The map shall clearly set forth the boundaries on a street map. The state real estate 
department shall work closely with each public airport and affected local government as 
necessary to create a map that is visually useful in determining whether property is located 
in or outside of a territory in the vicinity of a public airport.


B. For the purposes of this section:


1. “Public airport” means an airport that is owned by a political subdivision of this 
state or that is otherwise open to the public.


2. “Territory in the vicinity of a public airport” means property that is within the traffic 
pattern airspace as defined by the federal aviation administration and includes property that 
experiences a day-night average sound level of sixty decibels or higher at airports where 
such an average sound level has been identified.


28-8521.	Joint	powers	airport	authority:	agreement;	board	of	directors


A. In connection with the closing of a military facility two or more cities, towns, Indian 
tribes or counties may enter into an agreement to establish a joint powers airport authority. 
A board of directors shall operate and govern the airport authority. The board of directors is 
composed of persons appointed by the governing body of the cities, towns, Indian tribes or 
counties that are members of the airport authority.


B. The agreement pursuant to this section shall specify the following:


1. The property to be owned and operated by the airport authority.
 
2. The appointment of members to the board of directors by each member of the airport 


authority.
 
3. The voting method of the board of directors, including whether the board members 


will have weighted or equal voting.
 
4. The method for adoption of the airport authority’s annual operating budget by 


the members of the airport authority and the proportion of the airport authority’s annual 
operating budget to be provided by each member, including any adjustment to the 
proportion if a member withdraws from the airport authority or another city, town, Indian 
tribe or county subsequently joins the airport authority.
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5. Termination of the airport authority and the disposal of property and indebtedness 
on the termination of the airport authority.


6. Procedures for withdrawals from and admissions to membership in the airport 
authority.


7. Amendments or modifications to the agreement.


8. The airport authority’s fiscal year.


9. Other terms as the members of the airport authority deem necessary, appropriate or 
convenient.


C. The chairperson of the board of directors of the airport authority shall annually 
present a report of the activities of the airport authority to the house of representatives ways 
and means committee and the senate finance committee or their successor committees.


28-8522.	Joint powers airport authority classification


On its formation, the joint powers airport authority is all of the following:
1. A special purpose district for purposes of article IX, section 19, Constitution of  


  Arizona.


2. A tax levying public improvement district for the purposes of article XIII, section 
7, 


 Constitution of Arizona.


3. A municipal corporation for all purposes, including the purposes of title
  35, chapter 3, articles 3.2,3.3,4,5 and 7.


28-8523.	Annual	operating	budget


A. Before June 1 or at an earlier time as may be specified  in the agreement described 
in section 28-8521, the joint powers airport authority’s board of directors shall recommend 
to the members of the airport authority an annual operating budget for the airport authority 
for the next fiscal year. Before the determination by the airport authority board of directors 
as to the amount of the budget allocation for each member that may require a levy of taxes, 
the airport authority board of directors shall take into account all revenues and fees of the 
airport and other monies legally available to fund the operations of the airport and airport 
authority.


B. The governing bodies of the airport authority’s members, including any new 
members who are admitted pursuant to section 28-8526, shall approve and adopt, in the 
manner specified in the agreement described in section 28-8521, an operating budget 
for the airport authority before August 1 or at an earlier time as may be specified in the 
agreement described in section 28-8521.
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28-8524.		Allocation	of	monies:	sources:	public	hearing:	reuse.	development	and	capital	
improvement	plans


A. Each member of the airport authority and any new member shall make a pro rata 
allocation of monies, as specified in the agreement described in section 28-8521, to the 
airport authority’s operating budget from one or any combination of the following sources:


1. lf the member is a city or town:
 (a) An ad valorem tax levied by the governing body of the member within its 
jurisdiction.
 (b) A transaction privilege tax levied by the governing body of the member within its 
jurisdiction.


2. If the member is a city town or county:
(a)  General monies of the member.
(b) Other monies legally available to the member.


B. The tax prescribed by subsection A of this section shall be designated as an airport 
authority tax. Any property tax levied pursuant to subsection A of this section shall be a 
secondary tax.


C. The governing body of each airport authority member shall hold a public hearing  
on both:


1. The question of whether to approve and adopt the annual operating budget of the 
airport authority.


2. The method of funding the member’s annual budget allocation.


D. Notice of a public hearing held pursuant to this section shall be given in a newspaper 
of general circulation within the member’s jurisdiction at least once a week for two weeks 
before the hearing.


E. On receipt of the recommendation of the airport authority board as to the budget 
allocation, each member shall consider the amount of monies legally available to ft to fund 
its budget allocation before its determination of the amount of taxes it shall levy to meet its 
budget allocation.


F. The airport authority shall adopt and periodically amend a reuse and development 
plan and a capital improvements plan. Expenditures for or by the airport authority shall be 
both:


1. Consistent with the plans prescribed in this subsection.


2. Limited to those items that directly relate to or benefit the operation and 
development of the airport and the airport authority.
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G. Any member of the airport authority that fails or refuses to approve and adopt the 
operating budget for the airport authority shall withdraw from membership in the airport 
authority as provided in section 28-8525. The remaining members and any new members 
of the airport authority are responsible for the total operating budget as adopted and shall 
make their allocation as prescribed in subsection A of this section.


28-8525.	Joint	powers	airport	authority:	admission


A. On written request to the current members of the joint powers airport authority and 
on the approval, in the manner specified in the agreement described in section 28-8521, of 
the current members of the joint powers airport authority before the adoption of the airport 
authority’s operating budget for the next fiscal year but not before the operating budget 
is recommended by the board of directors, a city town, Indian tribe or county -may be 
admitted to the airport authority


B. Membership is effective on the receipt of the required approval.


28-8527.	Joint	powers	airport	authority:	powers:	duty


A. Acting through its board of directors, the joint powers airport authority may’~


1. Own, operate and maintain property and facilities related to aviation, air navigation 
and aerospace.


2. Own and lease property and facilities that are not related to aviation, air navigation 
and aerospace.


3. Prescribe user fees and charges.


4. Operate facilities and construct improvements.


5. If authorized by the members of the airport authority, exercise the right of eminent 
domain in the names of the members.


6. Engage employees and consultants


7. Enter into Contracts, leases and development agreements.


8. Enter into agreements with this state, any political subdivision of this state or the 
federal government.


9. Prepare and recommend annual operating budgets.


10. Borrow money and issue revenue and refunding bonds.
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11. Sue and be sued.


12. Exercise incidental powers if necessary to the exercise of the powers prescribed in 
this article and articles 6 and 7 of this chapter.


B. A joint powers airport authority shall submit a written report annually to the 
joint legislative military airport reuse committee established by section 28-8528. The 
airport authority shall submit the first report one year after the date the airport authority is 
established. The report shall describe the activities of the airport authority.


28-8528.	Joint	legislative	military	airport	reuse	committee


A. If a joint powers airport authority is established under this article, the president of 
the senate and the speaker of the house of representatives shall establish a joint legislative 
military airport reuse committee consisting of the following members:


1. Four members of the senate who are appointed by the president of the senate, two of 
whom are members of the minority party.


2. Four members of the house of representatives who are appointed by the speaker of 
the house of representatives, two of whom are members of the minority party


B. The joint legislative military airport reuse committee shall:


1. Select a chairperson from among its members.


2. Meet at least once each year and at additional times on the call of the chairperson or 
a majority of its members.


3. Review the report submitted pursuant to section 28-8527.


4. Make recommendations to the president of the senate, the speaker of the house of 
representatives, the governor, local authorities and the board of directors of the joint powers 
airport authority to assist in the reuse of closed military facilities in this state.


5. Review the annual report for each military reuse zone submitted by the department 
of commerce pursuant to section 41-1533 and consider the conditions, progress and outlook 
of each military reuse zone in this state.
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32-2113.		Recorded	disclosure	for	territory	in	the	vicinity	of	a	military	airport


A. The commissioner shall execute and record in the office of the county recorder 
in each county in this state that includes territory in the vicinity of a military airport as 
defined in section 28-8461 a document, applicable to property located within territory in the 
vicinity of a military airport, with the following disclosure: “This property is located within 
territory in the vicinity of a military airport and may be subject to increased noise and 
accident potential.”


B. The attorney general shall prepare in recordable form the document that is executed 
and recorded by the commissioner pursuant to this section.


C. The document that is executed and recorded by the commissioner shall include a 
legal description of the territory in the vicinity of a military airport as defined in section 28-
8461. The military airport shall cause the legal description to be prepared and shall provide 
the legal description to the commissioner in recordable form in twelve point font on eight 
and one-half inch by eleven inch paper.
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Appendix 3.2 
-- State Code Sections Affected by SB 1468


GOVERNMENT	CODE


65040.2.  (a) In connection with its responsibilities under subdivision (1) of Section 
65040, the office shall develop and adopt guidelines for the preparation and content of the 
mandatory elements required in city and county general plans by Article 5 (commencing 
with Section 65300) of Chapter 3.  For purposes of this section, the guidelines prepared 
pursuant to Section 50459 of the Health and Safety Code shall be the guidelines for the 
housing element required by Section 65302.  In the event that additional elements are 
hereafter required in city and county general plans by Article 5 (commencing with Section 
65300) of Chapter 3, the office shall adopt guidelines for those elements within six months 
of the effective date of the legislation requiring those additional elements.


 (b)  The office may request from each state department and agency, as it deems 
appropriate, and the department or agency shall provide, technical assistance in readopting, 
amending, or repealing the guidelines.


 (c)  The guidelines shall be advisory to each city and county in order to provide 
assistance in preparing and maintaining their respective general plans.


 (d)   The guidelines shall contain the guidelines for addressing environmental justice 
matters developed pursuant to Section 65040.12.


 (e)  The guidelines shall contain advice including recommendations for best practices 
to allow for collaborative land use planning of adjacent civilian and military lands and 
facilities.  The guidelines shall encourage enhanced land use compatibility between civilian 
lands and any adjacent or nearby military facilities through the examination of potential 
impacts upon one another.


 (f)  The guidelines shall contain advice for addressing the effects of civilian 
development on military readiness activities carried out on all of the following:


 (1)   Military installations.
 (2)   Military operating areas.
 (3)  Military training areas.
 (4)  Military training routes.
 (5)   Military airspace.
 (6)  Other territory adjacent to those installations and areas.
 (g)  The office shall provide for regular review and revision of the guidelines 


established pursuant to this section.


65040.9.  (a) On or before January 1, 2004, the Office of Planning and Research shall, if 
sufficient federal funds become available for this purpose, prepare and publish an advisory 
planning handbook for use by local officials, planners, and builders that explains how to 
reduce land use conflicts between the effects of civilian development and military readiness 
activities carried out on military installations, military operating areas, military training 
areas, military training routes, and military airspace, and other territory adjacent to those 
installations and areas. 
 (b) At a minimum, the advisory planning handbook shall include advice regarding all of 
the following:
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 (1) The collection and preparation of data and analysis.
 (2) The preparation and adoption of goals, policies, and standards.
 (3) The adoption and monitoring of feasible implementation measures.
 (4) Methods to resolve conflicts between civilian and military land uses and activities.
 (5) Recommendations for cities and counties to provide drafts of general plan and  
  zoning changes that may directly impact military facilities, and opportunities to  
  consult with the military base personnel prior to approving development adjacent to  
  military facilities.
 (c) In preparing the advisory planning handbook, the office shall collaborate with the  
 Office of Military Base Retention and Reuse within the Trade, Technology, and  
 Commerce Agency. The office shall consult with persons and organizations with  
 knowledge and experience in land use issues affecting military installations and  
 activities. 
 (d) The office may accept and expend any grants and gifts from any source, public or  
 private, for the purposes of this section.


65302.		The general plan shall consist of a statement of development policies and shall 
include a diagram or diagrams and text setting forth objectives, principles, standards, and 
plan proposals. The plan shall include the following elements: 
 (a)   A land use element that designates the proposed general distribution and general 
location and extent of the uses of the land for housing, business, industry, open space, 
including agriculture, natural resources, recreation, and enjoyment of scenic beauty, 
education, public buildings and grounds, solid and liquid waste disposal facilities, and other 
categories of public and private uses of land.  The land use element shall include a statement 
of the standards of population density and building intensity recommended for the various 
districts and other territory covered by the plan.  The land use element shall identify areas 
covered by the plan which are subject to flooding and shall be reviewed annually with 
respect to those areas. The land use element shall also do both of the following: 
 (1) Designate in a land use category that provides for timber production those parcels 
of real property zoned for timberland production pursuant to the California Timberland 
Productivity Act of 1982, Chapter 6.7 (commencing with Section 51100) of Part 1 of 
Division 1 of Title 5. 
 	(2)  Consider the impact of new growth on military readiness activities carried out 
on military bases, installations, and operating and training areas, when proposing zoning 
ordinances or designating land uses covered by the general plan for land, or other territory 
adjacent to military facilities, or underlying designated military aviation routes and airspace.  
 (A)  In determining the impact of new growth on military readiness activities, 
information provided by military facilities shall be considered. Cities and counties shall 
address military impacts based on information that the military provides. 
 (B)  The following definitions govern this paragraph:


 (i)  “Military readiness activities” mean all of the following:
   (I)  Training, support, and operations that prepare the men and women of the 


military for combat.
   (II)  Operation, maintenance, and security of any	military	installation.


 (III)  Testing of military equipment, vehicles, weapons, and sensors for 
proper operation or suitability for combat use.
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 (ii)  “Military installation” means a base, camp, post, station, yard, center, homeport 
facility for any ship, or other activity under the jurisdiction of the United States Department 
of Defense as defined in paragraph (1) of subsection (e) of Section 2687 of Title 10 of the 
United States Code.


(b) A circulation element consisting of the general location and extent of existing and 
proposed major thoroughfares, transportation routes, terminals, any	military	airports	and	
ports,	and other local public utilities and facilities, all conelated with the land use element 
of the plan.
(c) A housing element as provided in Article 10.6 (commencing with Section 65580).
(d) A conservation element for the conservation, development, and utilization of natural 


resources including water and its hydraulic force, forests, soils, rivers and other waters, 
harbors, fisheries, wildlife, minerals, and other natural resources.  The conservation 
element shall consider the effect of development within the jurisdiction, as described in 
the land use element, on natural resources located on public lands, including	military	
installations.		That portion of the conservation element including waters shall be 
developed in coordination with any countywide water agency and with all district and 
city agencies that have developed, served, controlled or conserved water for any purpose 
for the county or city for which the plan is prepared.  Coordination shall include the 
discussion and evaluation of any water supply and demand information described in 
Section 65352.5, if that information has been submitted by the water agency to the city or 
county.  The conservation element may also cover the following:
  (1) The reclamation of land and waters.
  (2) Prevention and control of the pollution of streams and other waters.
  (3) Regulation of the use of land in stream channels and other areas required for the 


accomplishment of the conservation plan.
  (4) Prevention, control, and correction of the erosion of soils, beaches, and shores.
  (5) Protection of watersheds.
  (6) The location, quantity and quality of the rock, sand and gravel resources.
  (7) Flood control.


The conservation element shall be prepared and adopted no later than December 31, 1973.
(e)  An open-space element as provided in Article 10.5 (commencing with Section 


65560).
(f)  A noise element which shall identify and appraise noise problems in the community. 
The noise element shall recognize the guidelines established by the Office of Noise 
Control in the State Department of Health Services and shall analyze and quantify, to 
the extent practicable, as determined by the legislative body, current and projected noise 
levels for all of the following sources:
  (1) Highways and freeways.
  (2) Primary arterials and major local streets.
  (3) Passenger and freight on-line railroad operations and ground rapid transit 


systems.
  (4) Commercial, general aviation, heliport, helistop, and military	airport	


operations, aircraft overflights, jet engine test stands, and all other ground facilities and 
maintenance functions related to airport operation.


  (5) Local industrial plants, including, but not limited to, railroad classification yards.
  (6) Other ground stationary noise sources, including, but not limited to,	military	
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installations,	identified by local agencies as contributing to the community noise 
environment.


Noise contours shall be shown for all of these sources and stated in terms of community 
noise equivalent level (CNEL) or day-night average level (Ldn).  The noise contours 
shall be prepared on the basis of noise monitoring or following generally accepted noise 
modeling techniques for the various sources identified in paragraphs (1) to (6), inclusive.
 The noise contours shall be used as a guide for establishing a pattern of land uses in the 
land use element that minimizes the exposure of community residents to excessive noise.
 The noise element shall include implementation measures and possible solutions that 
address existing and foreseeable noise problems, if any. The adopted noise element shall 
serve as a guideline for compliance with the state’s noise insulation standards.
  (g) A safety element for the protection of the community from any unreasonable 
risks associated with the effects of seismically induced surface rupture, ground shaking, 
ground failure, tsunami, seiche, and dam failure; slope instability leading to mudslides and 
landslides; subsidence, liquefaction and other seismic hazards identified pursuant to Chapter 
7.8 (commencing with Section 2690) of the Public Resources Code, and other geologic 
hazards known to the legislative body; flooding; and wild land and urban fires.  The safety 
element shall include mapping of known seismic and other geologic hazards.  It shall also 
address evacuation routes, military installations, peak-load water supply requirements, and 
minimum road widths and clearances around structures, as those items relate to identified 
fire and geologic hazards. Prior to the periodic review of its general plan and prior to 
preparing or revising its safety element, each city and county shall consult the Division 
of Mines and Geology of the Department of Conservation and the Office of Emergency 
Services for the purpose of including information known by and available to the department 
and the office required by this subdivision.
 To the extent that a county’s safety element is sufficiently detailed and contains 
appropriate policies and programs for adoption by a city, a city may adopt that portion of 
the county’s safety element that pertains to the city’s planning area in satisfaction of the 
requirement imposed by this subdivision.
 At least 45 days prior to adoption or amendment of the safety element, each county and 
city shall submit to the Division of Mines and Geology of the Department of Conservation 
one copy of a draft of the safety element or amendment and any technical studies used for 
developing the safety element.  The division may review drafts submitted to it to determine 
whether they incorporate known seismic and other geologic hazard information, and report 
its findings to the planning agency within 30 days of receipt of the draft of the safety 
element or amendment pursuant to this subdivision.  The legislative body shall consider 
the division’s findings prior to final adoption of the safety element or amendment unless 
the division’s findings are not available within the above prescribed time limits or unless 
the division has indicated to the city or county that the division will not review the safety 
element.  If the division’s findings are not available within those prescribed time limits, the 
legislative body may take the division’s findings into consideration at the time it considers 
future amendments to the safety element.  Each county and city shall provide the division 
with a copy of its adopted safety element or amendments.  The division may review adopted 
safety elements or amendments and report its findings.  All findings made by the division 
shall be advisory to the planning agency and legislative body.
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65302.2  Upon the adoption, or revision, of a city or county’s general plan, on or after 
January 11, 1996, the city or county shall utilize as a source document any urban water 
management plan submitted to the city or county by a water authority.


65302.3. (a) The general plan, and any applicable specific plan prepared pursuant to Article 
8 (commencing with Section 65450), shall be consistent with the plan adopted or amended 
pursuant to Section 21675 of the Public Utilities Code.


(b) The general plan, and any applicable specific plan, shall be amended, as necessary, 
within 180 days of any amendment to the plan required under Section 21675 of the Public 
Utilities Code.


(c) If the legislative body does not concur with any provision of the plan required under 
Section 21675 of the Public Utilities Code, it may satisfy the provisions of this section by 
adopting findings pursuant to Section 21676 of the Public Utilities Code.


(d) In each county where an airport land use commission does not exist, but where there 
is a military airport, the general plan, and any applicable specific plan prepared pursuant to 
Article 8 (commencing with Section 65450), shall be consistent with the safety and noise 
standards in the Air Installation Compatible Use Zone prepared for that military airport.


65302.5. With respect to the safety element required in the general plan, pursuant to 
subdivision (g) of Section 65302, each county which contains state responsibility areas, 
as determined pursuant to Section 4125 of the Public Resources Code, shall comply with 
Section 4128.5 of the Public Resources Code.


65302.8.  If a county or city, including a charter city, adopts or amends a mandatory 
general plan element which operates to limit the number of housing units which may be 
constructed on an annual basis, such adoption or amendment shall contain findings which 
justify reducing the housing opportunities of the region.  The findings shall include all of 
the following:


   (a) A description of the city’s or county’s appropriate share of the regional need for 
housing.


   (b) A description of the specific housing programs and activities being undertaken by 
the local jurisdiction to fulfill the requirements of subdivision (c) of Section 65302.


   (c) A description of how the public health, safety, and welfare would be promoted by 
such adoption or amendment.


   (d) The fiscal and environmental resources available to the local jurisdiction.


65560.	(a)	“Local open-space plan” is the open-space element of a county or city general 
plan adopted by the board or council, either as the local open-space plan or as the interim 
local open-space plan adopted pursuant to Section 65563.


(b) “Open-space land” is any parcel or area of land or water that is essentially 
unimproved and devoted to an open-space use as defined in this section, and that is 
designated on a local, regional or state open-space plan as any of the following:


(1) Open space for the preservation of natural resources including, but not limited 
to, areas required for the preservation of plant and animal life, including habitat for fish 
and wildlife species; areas required for ecologic and other scientific study purposes; 
rivers, streams, bays and estuaries; areas adjacent	to	military	installations,	military	
training	routes,	and	restricted	airspace	that	can	provide	additional	buffer	zones	
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to	military	activities	and	complement	the	resource	values	of	the	military	lands;	and	
coastal	beaches,	lakeshores,	banks	of	rivers	and	streams,	and	watershed	lands.


(2)  Open space used for the managed production of resources, including but not 
limited to, forest lands, rangeland, agricultural lands and areas of economic importance 
for the production of food or fiber; areas required for recharge of ground water basins; 
bays, estuaries, marshes, rivers and streams which are important for the management of 
commercial fisheries; and areas containing major mineral deposits, including those in short 
supply.


(3) Open space for outdoor recreation, including but not limited to, areas of outstanding 
scenic, historic and cultural value; areas particularly suited for park and recreation purposes, 
including access to lakeshores, beaches, and rivers and streams; and areas which serve as 
links between major recreation and open-space reservations, including utility easements, 
banks of rivers and streams, trails, and scenic highway corridors.


(4) Open space for public health and safety, including, but not limited to, areas which 
require special management or regulation because of hazardous or special conditions such 
as earthquake fault zones, unstable soil areas, flood plains, watersheds, areas presenting high 
fire risks, areas required for the protection of water quality and water reservoirs and areas 
required for the protection and enhancement of air quality.


PUBLIC UTILITIES CODE


21675. (a) Each commission shall formulate a comprehensive land use plan that will 
provide for the orderly growth of each public airport and the area surrounding the airport 
within the jurisdiction of the commission, and will safeguard the general welfare of the 
inhabitants within the vicinity of the airport and the public in general.  The commission plan 
shall include and shall be based on a long-range master plan or an airport layout plan, as 
determined by the Division of Aeronautics of the Department of Transportation that reflects 
the anticipated growth of the airport during at least the next 20 years.  In formulating a land 
use plan, the commission may develop height restrictions on buildings, specify use of land, 
and determine building standards, including soundproofing adjacent to airports, within the 
planning area.  The comprehensive land use plan shall be reviewed as often as necessary in 
order to accomplish its purposes, but shall not be amended more than once in any calendar 
year.


(b) The commission shall include, within its plan formulated pursuant to subdivision (a), 
the area within the jurisdiction of the commission surrounding any military	airport	for all 
of the purposes specified in subdivision (a). The plan shall be consistent with the safety and 
noise standards in the Air Installation Compatible Use Zone	prepared	for	that	military	
airport.		This subdivision does not give the commission any jurisdiction or authority over 
the territory or operations of any military	airport.


(c) The planning boundaries shall be established by the commission after hearing and 
consultation with the involved agencies.


(d) The commission shall submit to the Division of Aeronautics of the department one 
copy of the plan and each amendment to the plan.


(e) If a comprehensive land use plan does not include the matters required to be included 
pursuant to this article, the Division of Aeronautics of the department shall notify the 
commission responsible for the plan.
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Appendix 3.3  
-- Florida SB 1604 (2004), An Act Relating to Military Readiness
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Sitations - Statute 
 
 
   0163.3175 
   0163.3177 
   0163.3187 
   0163.3191 
   0288.980 
   0295.01 
   0443.101 
   0445.007 
   0464.009 
   0464.022 
   1002.39 
   1003.05 
   1008.221 
   1009.21



http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0163/Sec3177.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0163/Sec3187.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0163/Sec3191.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0288/Sec980.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0295/Sec01.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0443/Sec101.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0445/Sec007.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0464/Sec009.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch0464/Sec022.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch1002/Sec39.htm&StatuteYear=2003

http://www.flsenate.gov/statutes/index.cfm?App_Mode=Display_Statute&Search_String=&URL=Ch1009/Sec21.htm&StatuteYear=2003
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Appendix 3.4 – South Carolina Bill 4282 (2004 )  
-- Federal Defense Facilities Utilization Integrity Protection Act 


(R419, H4482) 


AN	ACT	TO	AMEND	CHAPTER	29,	TITLE	6,	CODE	OF	LAWS	OF	SOUTH	
CAROLINA,	1976,	RELATING	TO	LOCAL	GOVERNMENT	PLANNING,	
BY	ADDING	ARTICLE	11	SO	AS	TO	ENACT	THE	“FEDERAL	DEFENSE	
FACILITIES	UTILIZATION	INTEGRITY	PROTECTION	ACT”	WHICH	
PROVIDES	PROCESSES	AND	PROCEDURES	WHEREBY	LOCAL	PLANNING	
ENTITIES	AND	OFFICIALS	MUST	CONSIDER	CERTAIN	MATTERS	AND	TAKE	
CERTAIN	ACTIONS	IN	REGARD	TO	DEVELOPMENT	IN	CERTAIN	AREAS	
BORDERING	FEDERAL	MILITARY	INSTALLATIONS	LOCATED	IN	SOUTH	
CAROLINA	OR	THE	OVERLAY	ZONES	OR	AIR	COMPATIBLE	USE	ZONES	AT	
THESE	INSTALLATIONS. 


Be it enacted by the General Assembly of the State of South Carolina: 


Federal	Defense	Facilities	Utilization	Integrity	Protection	Act 


SECTION    1.    Chapter 29, Title 6 of the 1976 Code, as last amended by Act 39 of 2003, 
is amended by adding: 


Article 11
Federal Defense Facilities Utilization Integrity Protection


Section 6-29-1510.    This article may be cited as the ‘Federal Defense Facilities Utilization 
Integrity Protection Act’. 


Section 6-29-1520.    The General Assembly finds: 


(1)    As South Carolina continues to grow, there is significant potential for uncoordinated 
development in areas contiguous to federal military installations that can undermine the 
integrity and utility of land and airspace currently used for mission readiness and training. 


(2)    Despite consistent cooperation on the part of local government planners and 
developers, this potential remains for unplanned development in areas that could undermine 
federal military utility of lands and airspace in South Carolina. 


(3)    It is, therefore, desirous and in the best interests of the people of South Carolina to 
enact processes that will ensure that development in areas near federal military installations 
is conducted in a coordinated manner that takes into account and provides a voice for 
federal military interests in planning and zoning decisions by local governments. 


Section 6-29-1525.    (A)    For purposes of this article, ‘federal military installations’ 
includes Fort Jackson, Shaw Air Force Base, McEntire Air Force Base, Charleston Air 
Force Base, Beaufort Marine Corps Air Station, Beaufort Naval Hospital, Parris Island 
Marine Recruit Depot, and Charleston Naval Weapons Station. 
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(B)    For purposes of this article, a ‘federal military installation overlay zone’ is an ‘overlay 
zone’ as defined in Section 6-29-720(C)(5) in a geographic area including a federal military 
installation as defined in this section. 


Section 6-29-1530.    (A)    In any local government which has established a planning 
department or other entity, such as a board of zoning appeals, charged with the duty of 
establishing, reviewing, or enforcing comprehensive land use plans or zoning ordinances, 
that planning department or other entity, with respect to each proposed land use or zoning 
decision involving land that is located within a federal military installation overlay zone 
or, if there is no such overlay zone, within three thousand feet of any federal military 
installation, or within the three thousand foot Clear Zone and Accident Potential Zones 
Numbers I and II as prescribed in 32 C.F.R. Section 256, defining Air Installation 
Compatible Use Zones of a federal military airfield, shall: 


(1)    at least thirty days prior to any hearing conducted pursuant to Section 6-29-530 
or 6-29-800, request from the commander of the federal military installation a written 
recommendation with supporting facts with regard to the matters specified in subsection (C) 
relating to the use of the property which is the subject of review; and 


(2)    upon receipt of the written recommendation specified in subsection (A)(1) make the 
written recommendations a part of the public record, and in addition to any other duties 
with which the planning department or other entity is charged by the local government, 
investigate and make recommendations of findings with respect to each of the matters 
enumerated in subsection (C). 


(B)    If the base commander does not submit a recommendation pursuant to subsection 
(A)(1) by the date of the public hearing, there is a presumption that the land use plan 
or zoning proposal does not have any adverse effect relative to the matters specified in 
subsection (C). 


(C)    The matters the planning department or other entity shall address in its investigation, 
recommendations, and findings must be: 


(1)    whether the land use plan or zoning proposal will permit a use that is suitable in view 
of the fact that the property under review is within the federal military installation overlay 
zone, or, if there is no such overlay zone located within three thousand feet of a federal 
military installation or within the three thousand foot Clear Zone and Accident Potential 
Zones Numbers I and II as prescribed in 32 C.F.R. Section 256, defining Air Installation 
Compatible Use Zones of a federal military airfield; 


(2)    whether the land use plan or zoning proposal will adversely affect the existing use 
or usability of nearby property within the federal military installation overlay zone, or, if 
there is no such overlay zone, within three thousand feet of a federal military installation, or 
within the three thousand foot Clear Zone and Accident Potential Zones Numbers I and II 
as prescribed in 32 C.F.R. Section 256, defining Air Installation Compatible Use Zones of a 
federal military airfield; 


(3)    whether the property to be affected by the land use plan or zoning proposal has a 
reasonable economic use as currently zoned; 
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(4)    whether the land use plan or zoning proposal results in a use which causes or may 
cause a safety concern with respect to excessive or burdensome use of existing streets, 
transportation facilities, utilities, or schools where adjacent or nearby property is used as a 
federal military installation; 


(5)    if the local government has an adopted land use plan, whether the zoning proposal 
is in conformity with the policy and intent of the land use plan given the proximity of a 
federal military installation; and 


(6)    whether there are other existing or changing conditions affecting the use of the nearby 
property such as a federal military installation which give supporting grounds for either 
approval or disapproval of the proposed land use plan or zoning proposal. 


(D)    Where practicable, local governments shall incorporate identified boundaries, 
easements, and restrictions for federal military installations into official maps as part of 
their responsibilities delineated in Section 6-29-340. 


Section 6-29-1540.    Nothing in this article is to be construed to apply to former military 
installations, or approaches or access related thereto, that are in the process of closing or 
redeveloping pursuant to base realignment and closure proceedings, including the former 
naval base facility on the Cooper River in and near the City of North Charleston, nor to the 
planned uses of, or construction of facilities on or near, that property by the South Carolina 
State Ports Authority, nor to the construction and uses of transportation routes and facilities 
necessary or useful thereto.” 


Time	effective 


SECTION    2.    This act takes effect upon approval by the Governor. 


Ratified the 3rd day of June, 2004. 


Approved the 28th day of October, 2004. -- S. 


----XX----


(Footnotes)
1 Readers should be aware that hyperlinks and Web addresses given were accurate as of April 
5, 2005, but may no longer be active.  Laws, ordinances, legislation, etc. that are presented 
herein are current as of April 2005.  The reader is encouraged to seek-out the most current 
legislation as  from time to time it may be amended or re-codified.
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Appendix 4


4.0  Examples of State and Local Governments  
Statutes Dealing with Land Use Encroachment  
and Military Installations


Note: The following state, county and city statute, codes and ordinances are presented in 
electronic and printed form, as available.  They represent examples of what have been 
enacted to regulate encroachment of the civilian population and incompatible land use 
activity in the vicinity of military installations.  The reader is encouraged to find the most 
recent version of the state statute or local code or ordinance by going on-line at the sites 
indicated below, if available.


4.1 California Airport Land UseCommission


Public Utilities Code, Division 9 – Aviation, Part 1 – State Aeronautics Act, Chapter 4 
– Airports and Air Navigation Facilities, Article 3.5; available at: http://www.monocounty.
ca.gov/cdd%20site/aluc_home.htm ; and at: http://www.ocair.com/aboutJWA/ALUC/
text_version/AELUP_text_version.htm and at:  http://www.sbcounty.gov/landuseservices/
ACLUPs/Chino%20ACLUP%20Appendices.pdf
(CA Codes:		PUBLIC	UTILITIES	CODE	SECTION	21670-21679.5)
Also available at:  http://www.eltoroairport.org/issues/CCR-noise.html


4.2 Santa Rosa County, Florida – Land Development 
Code, Ordinance No. 91-24   (1991)


a.	 Santa	Rosa	County	--	ARTICLE	ELEVEN	AIRPORT	ENVIRONS	available at: 
http://www.santarosa.fl.gov/zoning/ldc/ldcart11.pdf 


b.  Summary	of	Land	Development	Code	Revisions	based	on	Adopted	Joint	Land	Use	
Study		Adopted	and	submitted	to	the	Santa	Rosa	Board	of	County Commissioners,  
Sept. 2003. Also available at:  http://www.santarosa.fl.gov/zoning/jlus/jlussummaryrecom
mendations.html


c.  Summary	of	Proposed	Comprehensive	Plan	Development	Policies	related	to	long-
term viability of military and public airfields.  Also Available at: http://www.santarosa.
fl.gov/zoning/jlus/compplanpolicies.html



http://www.monocounty.ca.gov/cdd%20site/aluc_home.htm

http://www.monocounty.ca.gov/cdd%20site/aluc_home.htm

http://www.ocair.com/aboutJWA/ALUC/text_version/AELUP_text_version.htm

http://www.ocair.com/aboutJWA/ALUC/text_version/AELUP_text_version.htm

http://www.sbcounty.gov/landuseservices/ACLUPs/Chino%20ACLUP%20Appendices.pdf

http://www.sbcounty.gov/landuseservices/ACLUPs/Chino%20ACLUP%20Appendices.pdf

http://www.eltoroairport.org/issues/CCR-noise.html

http://www.santarosa.fl.gov/zoning/ldc/ldcart11.pdf 

http://www.santarosa.fl.gov/zoning/jlus/jlussummaryrecommendations.html

http://www.santarosa.fl.gov/zoning/jlus/jlussummaryrecommendations.html

http://www.santarosa.fl.gov/zoning/jlus/compplanpolicies.html

http://www.santarosa.fl.gov/zoning/jlus/compplanpolicies.html
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4.3 City of Aurora, Colorado, Zoning and Planning 
Ordinance, Article 8 – Overlay Districts, Division 1 – 
Airport Districts In General


City of Aurora, Colorado, Zoning Districts, (Go to: Zoning Districts; Div. 5. Planned 
Community Zone (PDZD) District, Art. 8, Div. 2, Buckley AFB District; Sec. 146-
801 – 811).  Also available at http://library6.municode.com/gateway.dll/CO/colorado/
2616?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&npac_cre
dentialspresent=true&vid=default ; and Municode.com | Online Library; and visit Zoning 
Districts, Art. 8, Sec. 146-801 – 811.


4.4 Fort Campbell, KY Sample Special Purpose Zoning 
District for Land Use Compatibility


4.5  Proposed Zoning Overlay District Horsham  
Township, PA


4.6  Orlando Florida Zoning Code -- Aircraft Noise 
Overlay District


Also Available at: http://www.wyleacoustics.com/acpdfs/OrlandoZO.pdf (Ord.	of	9-16-
1991,	Doc	#25094;		Ord.	5-20	1996,	Doc	#29361;	8-23-1999,	§	7,	Doc.	#32283)



http://library6.municode.com/gateway.dll/CO/colorado/2613?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&npac_credentialspresent=true&vid=default

http://library6.municode.com/gateway.dll/CO/colorado/2616?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&npac_credentialspresent=true&vid=default 

http://library6.municode.com/gateway.dll/CO/colorado/2616?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&npac_credentialspresent=true&vid=default 

http://library6.municode.com/gateway.dll/CO/colorado/2616?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&npac_credentialspresent=true&vid=default 

http://library6.municode.com/gateway.dll/CO/colorado/2616?f=templates&fn=default.htm&npusername=13725&nppassword=MCC&npac_credentialspresent=true&vid=default

http://www.wyleacoustics.com/acpdfs/OrlandoZO.pdf
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Appendix 4.1 
California Airport Land Use Commission


Public	Utilities	Code
Division	9	–	Aviation
Part	1	–	State	Aeronautics	Act
Chapter	4	–	Airports	and	Air	Navigation	Facilities
Article	3.5


CA	Codes	(puc:21670-21679.5)PUBLIC	UTILITIES	CODE,	SECTION	21670-21679.5 


21670.  (a) The Legislature hereby finds and declares that: (1) It is in the public interest 
to provide for the orderly development of each public use airport in this state and the 
area surrounding these airports so as to promote the overall goals and objectives of the 
California airport noise standards adopted pursuant to Section 21669 and to prevent the 
creation of new noise and safety problems.     (2) It is the purpose of this article to protect 
public health, safety, and welfare by ensuring the orderly expansion of airports and the 
adoption of land use measures that minimize the public’s exposure to excessive noise and 
safety hazards within areas around public airports to the extent that these areas are not 
already devoted to incompatible uses.  (b) In order to achieve the purposes of this article, 
every county in which there is located an airport which is served by a scheduled airline 
shall establish an airport land use commission.  Every county, in which there is located 
an airport which is not served by a scheduled airline, but is operated for the benefit of the 
general public, shall establish an airport land use commission, except that the board of 
supervisors of the county may, after consultation with the appropriate airport operators and 
affected local entities and after a public hearing, adopt a resolution finding that there are 
no noise, public safety, or land use issues affecting any airport in the county which require 
the creation of a commission and declaring the county exempt from that requirement.  The 
board shall, in this event, transmit a copy of the resolution to the Director of Transportation.   
For purposes of this section, «commission» means an airport land use commission.  
Each commission shall consist of seven members to be selected as follows:    (1) Two 
representing the cities in the county, appointed by a city selection committee comprised of 
the mayors of all the cities within that county, except that if there are any cities contiguous 
or adjacent to the qualifying airport, at least one representative shall be appointed there 
from.  If there are no cities within a county, the number of representatives provided for by 
paragraphs (2) and (3) shall each be increased by one.
   (2) Two representing the county, appointed by the board of supervisors.
   (3) Two having expertise in aviation, appointed by a selection committee comprised of 
the managers of all of the public airports within that county.
   (4) One representing the general public, appointed by the other six members of the 
commission.    (c) Public officers, whether elected or appointed, may be appointed and 
serve as members of the commission during their terms of public office.    (d) Each member 
shall promptly appoint a single proxy to represent him or her in commission affairs and to 
vote on all matters when the member is not in attendance.  The proxy shall be designated 
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in a signed written instrument which shall be kept on file at the commission offices, and the 
proxy shall serve at the pleasure of the appointing member.  A vacancy in the office of proxy 
shall be filled promptly by appointment of a new proxy.
   (e) A person having an «expertise in aviation» means a person who, by way of education, 
training, business, experience, vocation, or avocation has acquired and possesses particular 
knowledge of, and familiarity with, the function, operation, and role of airports, or is an 
elected official of a local agency which owns or operates an airport.    (f) It is the intent of 
the Legislature to clarify that, for the purposes of this article, special districts are included 
among the local agencies that are subject to airport land use laws and other requirements of 
this article.


21670.1.  (a) Notwithstanding any other provision of this article, if the board of supervisors 
and the city selection committee of mayors in the county each makes a determination by 
a majority vote that proper land use planning can be accomplished through the actions of 
an appropriately designated body, then the body so designated shall assume the planning 
responsibilities of an airport land use commission as provided for in this article, and 
a commission need not be formed in that county.   (b) A body designated pursuant to 
subdivision (a) which does not include among its membership at least two members 
having an expertise in aviation, as defined in subdivision (e) of Section 21670, shall, when 
acting in the capacity of an airport land use commission, be augmented so that body, as 
augmented, will have at least two members having that expertise.  The commission shall be 
constituted pursuant to this section on and after March 1, 1988.    (c) (1) Notwithstanding 
subdivisions (a) and (b), and subdivision (b) of Section 21670, if the board of supervisors 
of a county and each affected city in that county each makes a determination that   proper 
land use planning pursuant to this article can be accomplished pursuant to this subdivision, 
then a commission need not be formed in that county.  (2) If the board of supervisors of a 
county and each affected city makes a determination that proper land use planning may be 
accomplished and a commission is not formed pursuant to paragraph (1), that county and 
the appropriate affected cities having jurisdiction over an airport, subject to the review and 
approval by the Division of Aeronautics of the department, shall do all of the following:  
(A) Adopt processes for the preparation, adoption, and amendment of the airport land use 
compatibility plan for each airport that is served by a scheduled airline or operated for 
the benefit of the general public.    (B) Adopt processes for the notification of the general 
public, landowners, interested groups, and other public agencies regarding the preparation, 
adoption, and amendment of the airport land use compatibility plans.  (C) Adopt processes 
for the mediation of disputes arising from the preparation, adoption, and amendment of the 
airport land use compatibility plans.  (D) Adopt processes for the amendment of general and 
specific plans to be consistent with the airport land use compatibility plans.  (E) Designate 
the agency that shall be responsible of the preparation, adoption, and amendment of each 
airport land use compatibility plan.   (3) The Division of Aeronautics of the department shall 
review the processes adopted pursuant to paragraph (2), and shall approve the processes 
if the division determines that the processes are consistent with the procedure required by 
this article and will do all of the following:  (A) Result in the preparation, adoption, and 
implementation of plans within a reasonable amount of time.    (B) Rely on the height, use, 
noise, safety, and density criteria that are compatible with airport operations, as established 
by this article, and referred to as the Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, published by 
the division, and any applicable federal aviation regulations, including, but not limited to, 
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Part 77 (commencing with Section 77.1) of Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations.  
(C) Provide adequate opportunities for notice to, review of, and comment by the general 
public, landowners, interested groups, and other public agencies.  (4) If the county does 
not comply with the requirements of paragraph (2) within 120 days, then the airport land 
use compatibility plan and amendments shall not be considered adopted pursuant to this 
article and a commission shall be established within 90 days of the determination of 
noncompliance by the division and an airport land use compatibility plan shall be adopted 
pursuant to this article within 90 days of the establishment of the commission.  (d) A 
commission need not be formed in a county that has contracted for the preparation of 
airport land use compatibility plans with the Division of Aeronautics under the California 
Aid to Airports Program (Title 21 (commencing with Section 4050) of the California Code 
of Regulations), Project Ker-VAR 90-1, and that submits all of the following information 
to the Division of Aeronautics for review and comment that the county and the cities 
affected by the airports within the county, as defined by the airport land use compatibility 
plans:  (1) Agree to adopt and implement the airport land use compatibility plans that 
have been developed under contract.  (2) Incorporated the height, use, noise, safety, and 
density criteria that are compatible with airport operations as established by this article, and 
referred to as the Airport Land Use Planning Handbook, published by the division, and any 
applicable federal aviation regulations, including, but not limited to, Part 77 (commencing 
with Section 77.1) of Title 14 of the Code of Federal Regulations as part of the general and 
specific plans for the county and for each affected city.  (3) If the county does not comply 
with this subdivision on or before May 1, 1995, then a commission shall be established in 
accordance with this article.  (e) (1) A commission need not be formed in a county if all of 
the following conditions are met:  (A) The county has only one public use airport that is 
owned by a city.  (B) (i) The county and the affected city adopt the elements in paragraph 
(2) of subdivision (d), as part of their general and specific plans for the county and the 
affected city.  (ii) The general and specific plans shall be submitted, upon adoption, to the 
Division of Aeronautics.  If the county and the affected city do not submit the elements 
specified in paragraph (2) of subdivision (d), on or before May 1, 1996, then a commission 
shall be established in accordance with this article.


21670.2.  (a) Sections 21670 and 21670.1 do not apply to the County of Los Angeles.  
In that county, the county regional planning commission has the responsibility for 
coordinating the airport planning of public agencies within the county.  In instances 
where impasses result relative to this planning, an appeal may be made to the county 
regional planning commission by any public agency involved.  The action taken by the 
county regional planning commission on an appeal may be overruled by a four-fifths 
vote of the governing body of a public agency whose planning led to the appeal.  (b) By 
January 1, 1992, the county regional planning commission shall adopt the airport land use 
compatibility plans required pursuant to Section 21675.  (c) Sections 21675.1, 21675.2, and 
21679.5 do not apply to the County of Los Angeles until January 1, 1992.  If the airport 
land use compatibility plans required pursuant to Section 21675 are not adopted by the 
county regional planning commission by January 1, 1992, Sections 21675.1 and 21675.2 
shall apply to the County of Los Angeles until the airport land use compatibility plans are 
adopted. 


21670.3.  (a) Sections 21670 and 21670.1 do not apply to the County of San Diego.  In that 
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county, the San Diego County Regional Airport Authority, as established pursuant to Section 
170002, is responsible for coordinating the airport planning of public agencies within the 
county and shall, on or before June 30, 2005, after reviewing the existing comprehensive 
land use plan adopted pursuant to Section 21675, adopt a comprehensive land use plan.  
(b) Any comprehensive land use plan developed pursuant to Section 21675 and adopted 
pursuant to Section 21675.1 by the San Diego Association of Governments shall remain in 
effect until June 30, 005, unless the San Diego County Regional Airport Authority adopts a 
plan prior to that date pursuant to subdivision (a).


21670.4.  (a) As used in this section, «intercounty airport» means any airport bisected 
by a county line through its runways, runway protection zones, inner safety zones, inner 
turning zones, outer safety zones, or sideline safety zones, as defined by the department’ s 
Airport Land Use Planning Handbook and referenced in the airport land use compatibility 
plan formulated under Section 21675.  (b) It is the purpose of this section to provide the 
opportunity to establish a separate airport land use commission so that an intercounty airport 
may be served by a single airport land use planning agency, rather than having to look 
separately to the airport land use commissions of the affected counties.  (c) In addition to 
the airport land use commissions created under Section 21670 or the alternatives established 
under Section 21670.1, for their respective counties, the boards of supervisors and city 
selection committees for the affected counties, by independent majority vote of each 
county’s two delegations, for any intercounty airport, may do either of the following:  (1) 
Establish a single separate airport land use commission for that airport.  That commission 
shall consist of seven members to be selected as follows:  (A) One representing the 
cities in each of the counties, appointed by that county’s city selection committee.  (B) 
One representing each of the counties, appointed by the board of supervisors of each 
county.  (C) One from each county having expertise in aviation, appointed by a selection 
committee comprised of the managers of all the public airports within that county.  (D) One 
representing the general public, appointed by the other six members of the commission.  
(2) In accordance with subdivision (a) or (b) of Section 21670.1, designate an existing 
appropriate entity as that airport’s land use commission.


21671.  In any county where there is an airport operated for the general public which is 
owned by a city or district in another county or by another county, one of the representatives 
provided by paragraph (1) of subdivision (b) of Section 21670 shall be appointed by the city 
selection committee of mayors of the cities of the county in which the owner of that airport 
is located, and one of the representatives provided by paragraph (2) of subdivision (b) of 
Section 21670 shall be appointed by the board of supervisors of the county in which the 
owner of that airport is located.


21671.5.  (a) Except for the terms of office of the members of the first commission, the term 
of office of each member shall be four years and until the appointment and qualification 
of his or her successor.  The members of the first commission shall classify themselves by 
lot so that the term of office of one member is one year, of two members is two years, of 
two members is three years, and of two members is four years.  The body that originally 
appointed a member whose term has expired shall appoint his or her successor for a full 
term of four years.  Any member may be removed at any time and without cause by the 
body appointing that member.  The expiration
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date of the term of office of each member shall be the first Monday in May in the year 
in which  that member’s term is to expire.  Any vacancy in the membership of the 
commission shall be filled for the unexpired term by appointment by the body which 
originally appointed the member whose office has become vacant.  The chairperson of 
the commission shall be selected by the members thereof.  (b) Compensation, if any, shall 
be determined by the board of supervisors.  (c) Staff assistance, including the mailing of 
notices and the keeping of minutes and necessary quarters, equipment, and supplies shall 
be provided by the county.  The usual and necessary operating expenses of the commission 
shall be a county charge.  (d) Notwithstanding any other provisions of this article, the 
commission shall not employ any personnel either as employees or independent contractors 
without the prior approval of the board of supervisors.  (e) The commission shall meet at 
the call of the commission chairperson or at the request of the majority of the commission 
members.  A majority of the commission members shall constitute a quorum for the 
transaction of business.  No action shall be taken by the commission except by the recorded 
vote of a majority of the full membership.  (f) The commission may establish a schedule of 
fees necessary to comply with this article.  Those fees shall be charged to the proponents of 
actions, regulations, or permits, shall not exceed the estimated reasonable cost of providing 
the service, and shall be imposed pursuant to Section 66016 of the Government Code.  
Except as provided in subdivision (g), after June 30, 1991, a commission that has not 
adopted the airport land use compatibility plan required by Section 21675 shall not charge 
fees pursuant to this subdivision until the commission adopts the plan.  (g) In any county 
that has undertaken by contract or otherwise completed airport land use compatibility plans 
for at least one-half of all public use airports in the county, the commission may continue to 
charge fees necessary to comply with this article until June 30, 1992, and, if the airport land 
use compatibility plans are complete by that date, may continue charging fees after June 
30, 1992.  If the airport land use compatibility plans are not complete by June 30, 1992, the 
commission shall not charge fees pursuant to subdivision (f) until the commission adopts 
the land use plans. 


21672.  Each commission shall adopt rules and regulations with respect to the temporary 
disqualification of its members from participating in the review or adoption of a proposal 
because of conflict of interest and with respect to appointment of substitute members in 
such cases. 


21673.  In any county not having a commission or a body designated to carry out the 
responsibilities of a commission, any owner of a public airport may initiate proceedings 
for the creation of a commission by presenting a request to the board of supervisors that a 
commission be created and showing the need therefore to the satisfaction of the board of 
supervisors.


21674.  The commission has the following powers and duties, subject to the limitations 
upon its jurisdiction set forth in Section 21676:  (a) To assist local agencies in ensuring 
compatible land uses in the vicinity of all new airports and in the vicinity of existing 
airports to the extent that the land in the vicinity of those airports is not already devoted 
to incompatible uses.  (b) To coordinate planning at the state, regional, and local levels 
so as to provide for the orderly development of air transportation, while at the same time 
protecting the public health, safety, and welfare.  (c) To prepare and adopt an airport land 
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use compatibility plan pursuant to Section 21675.  (d) To review the plans, regulations, 
and other actions of local agencies and airport operators pursuant to Section 21676.  (e) 
The powers of the commission shall in no way be construed to give the commission 
jurisdiction over the operation of any airport.  (f) In order to carry out its responsibilities, 
the commission may adopt rules and regulations consistent with this article.


21674.5.  (a) The Department of Transportation shall develop and implement a program 
or programs to assist in the training and development  of the staff of airport land use 
commissions, after consulting with airport land use commissions, cities, counties, 
and other appropriate public entities.  (b) The training and development program or 
programs are intended to assist the staff of airport land use commissions in addressing 
high priority needs, and may include, but need not be limited to, the following:  (1) 
The establishment of a process for the development and adoption of airport land use 
compatibility plans.  (2) The development of criteria for determining airport land use 
planning boundaries.  (3) The identification of essential elements that should be included 
in the airport land use compatibility plans.  (4) Appropriate criteria and procedures for 
reviewing proposed developments and determining whether proposed developments are 
compatible with the airport use.  (5) Any other organizational, operational, procedural, or 
technical responsibilities and functions that the department determines to be appropriate 
to provide to commission staff and for which it determines there is a need for staff 
training or development.  (c) The department may provide training and development 
programs for airport land use commission staff pursuant to this section by any means it 
deems appropriate.  Those programs may be presented in any of the following ways:  (1) 
By offering formal courses or training programs.  (2) By sponsoring or assisting in the 
organization and sponsorship of conferences, seminars, or other similar events.  (3) By 
producing and making available written information.  (4) Any other feasible method of 
providing information and assisting in the training and development of airport land use 
commission staff.


21674.7.  An airport land use commission that formulates, adopts, or amends an airport land 
use compatibility plan shall be guided by information prepared and updated pursuant to 
Section 21674.5 and referred to as the Airport Land Use Planning Handbook published by 
the Division of Aeronautics of the Department of Transportation. 


21675.  (a) Each commission shall formulate a comprehensive land use plan that will 
provide for the orderly growth of each public airport and the area surrounding the airport 
within the jurisdiction of the commission, and will safeguard the general welfare of the 
inhabitants within the vicinity of the airport and the public in general.  The commission plan 
shall include and shall be based on a long-range master plan or an airport layout plan, as 
determined by the Division of Aeronautics of the Department of Transportation, that reflects 
the anticipated growth of the airport during at least the next 20 years.   In formulating a land 
use plan, the commission may develop height restrictions on buildings, specify use of land, 
and determine building standards, including soundproofing adjacent to airports, within the 
planning area.  The comprehensive land use plan shall be reviewed as often as necessary in 
order to accomplish its purposes, but shall not be amended more than once in any calendar 
year.  (b) The commission shall include, within its plan formulated pursuant to subdivision 
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(a), the area within the jurisdiction of the commission surrounding any military airport for 
all of the purposes specified in subdivision (a).  The plan shall be consistent with the safety 
and noise standards in the Air Installation Compatible Use Zone prepared for that military 
airport.  This subdivision does not give the commission any jurisdiction or authority over 
the territory or operations of any military airport.  (c) The planning boundaries shall be 
established by the commission after hearing and consultation with the involved agencies.  
(d) The commission shall submit to the Division of Aeronautics of the department one 
copy of the plan and each amendment to the plan.  (e) If a comprehensive land use plan 
does not include the matters required to be included pursuant to this article, the Division of 
Aeronautics of the department shall notify the commission responsible for the plan.


21675.1.  (a) By June 30, 1991, each commission shall adopt the airport land use 
compatibility plan required pursuant to Section 21675, except that any county that has 
undertaken by contract or otherwise completed airport land use compatibility plans for 
at least one-half of all public use airports in the county, shall adopt that airport land use 
compatibility plan on or before June 30, 1992.  (b) Until a commission adopts an airport 
land use compatibility plan, a city or county shall first submit all actions, regulations, and 
permits within the vicinity of a public airport to the commission for review and approval.  
Before the commission approves or disapproves any actions, regulations, or permits, the 
commission shall give public notice in the same manner as the city or county is required 
to give for those actions, regulations, or permits.  As used in this section, “vicinity” means 
land that will be included or reasonably could be included within the airport land use 
compatibility plan.  If the commission has not designated a study area for the airport land 
use compatibility plan, then “vicinity” means land within two miles of the boundary of a 
public airport.  (c) The commission may approve an action, regulation, or permit if it finds, 
based on substantial evidence in the record, all of the following:  (1) The commission is 
making substantial progress toward the completion of the airport land use compatibility 
plan.  (2) There is a reasonable probability that the action, regulation, or permit will be 
consistent with the airport land use compatibility plan being prepared by the commission.  
(3) There is little or no probability of substantial detriment to or interference with the future 
adopted airport land use compatibility plan if the action, regulation, or permit is ultimately 
inconsistent with the airport land use compatibility plan.  (d) If the commission disapproves 
an action, regulation, or permit, the commission shall notify the city or county.  The city 
or county may overrule the commission, by a two-thirds vote of its governing body, if it 
makes specific findings that the proposed action, regulation, or permit is consistent with 
the purposes of this article,  as stated in Section 21670.  (e) If a city or county overrules 
the commission pursuant to subdivision (d), that action shall not relieve the city or county 
from further compliance with this article after the commission adopts the airport land use 
compatibility plan.  (f) If a city or county overrules the commission pursuant to subdivision 
(d) with respect to a publicly owned airport that the city or county does not operate, the 
operator of the airport is not liable for damages to property or personal injury resulting 
from the city’s or county’s decision to proceed with the action, regulation, or permit.  (g) A 
commission may adopt rules and regulations that exempt any ministerial permit for single-
family dwellings from the requirements of subdivision (b) if it makes the findings required 
pursuant to subdivision (c) for the proposed rules and regulations, except that the rules and 
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regulations may not exempt either of the following:
   (1) More than two single-family dwellings by the same applicant within a subdivision 
prior to June 30, 1991.  (2) Single-family dwellings in a subdivision where 25 percent or 
more of the parcels are undeveloped.


21675.2.  (a) If a commission fails to act to approve or disapprove any actions, regulations, 
or permits within 60 days of receiving the request pursuant to Section 21675.1, the applicant 
or his or her representative may file an action pursuant to Section 1094.5 of the Code of 
Civil Procedure to compel the commission to act, and the court shall give the proceedings 
preference over all other actions or proceedings, except previously filed pending matters 
of the same character.  (b) The action, regulation, or permit shall be deemed approved 
only if the public notice required by this subdivision has occurred. If the applicant has 
provided seven days advance notice to the commission of the intent to provide public notice 
pursuant to this subdivision, then, not earlier than the date of the expiration of the time 
limit established by Section 21675.1, an applicant may provide the required public notice.  
If the applicant chooses to provide public notice, that notice shall include a description of 
the proposed action, regulation, or permit substantially similar to the descriptions which 
are commonly used in public notices by the commission, the location of any proposed 
development, the application number, the name and address of the commission, and a 
statement that the action, regulation, or permit shall be deemed approved if the commission 
has not acted within 60 days.  If the applicant has provided the public notice specified in this 
subdivision, the time limit for action by the commission shall be extended to 60 days after 
the public notice is provided.  If the applicant provides notice pursuant to this section, the 
commission shall refund to the applicant any fees which were collected for providing notice 
and which were not used for that purpose.  (c) Failure of an applicant to submit complete or 
adequate information pursuant to Sections 65943 to 65946, inclusive, of the Government 
Code, may constitute grounds for disapproval of actions, regulations, or permits.  (d) 
Nothing in this section diminishes the commission’s legal responsibility to provide, where 
applicable, public notice and hearing before acting on an action, regulation, or permit.


21676.  (a) Each local agency whose general plan includes areas covered by an airport 
land use compatibility plan shall, by July 1, 1983, submit a copy of its plan or specific 
plans to the airport land use commission.  The commission shall determine by August 
31, 1983, whether the plan or plans are consistent or inconsistent with the airport land 
use compatibility plan.  If the plan or plans are inconsistent with the airport land use 
compatibility plan, the local agency shall be notified and that local agency shall have 
another hearing to reconsider its airport land use compatibility plans.  The local agency 
may overrule the commission after the hearing by a two-thirds vote of its governing body 
if it makes specific findings that the proposed action is consistent with the purposes of this 
article stated in Section 21670.  (b) Prior to the amendment of a general plan or specific 
plan, or the adoption or approval of a zoning ordinance or building regulation within the 
planning boundary established by the airport land use commission pursuant to Section 
21675, the local agency shall first refer the proposed action to the commission.  If the 
commission determines that the proposed action is inconsistent with the commission’s plan, 
the referring agency shall be notified.  The local agency may, after a public hearing, overrule 
the commission by a two-thirds vote of its governing body if it makes specific findings that 
the proposed action is consistent with the purposes of this article stated in Section 21670.  
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(c) Each public agency owning any airport within the boundaries of an airport land use 
compatibility plan shall, prior to modification of its airport master plan, refer any proposed 
change to the airport land use commission.  If the commission determines that the proposed 
action is inconsistent with the commission’s plan, the referring agency shall be notified.  
The public agency may, after a public hearing, overrule the commission by a two-thirds 
vote of its governing body if it makes specific findings that the proposed action is consistent 
with the purposes of this article stated in Section 21670.
   (d) Each commission determination pursuant to subdivision (b) or (c) shall be made 
within 60 days from the date of referral of the proposed action.  If a commission fails to 
make the determination within that period, the proposed action shall be deemed consistent 
with the airport land use compatibility plan.


21676.5.  (a) If the commission finds that a local agency has not  revised its general plan 
or specific plan or overruled the commission by a two-thirds vote of its governing body 
after making specific findings that the proposed action is consistent with the purposes of 
his article as stated in Section 21670, the commission may require that the local agency 
submit all subsequent actions, regulations, and permits to the commission for review until 
its general plan or specific plan is revised or the specific findings are made.  If, in the 
determination of the commission, an action, regulation, or permit of the local agency is 
inconsistent with the airport land use compatibility plan, the local agency shall be notified 
and that local agency shall hold a hearing to reconsider its plan.  The local agency may 
overrule the commission after the hearing by a two-thirds vote of its governing body if 
it makes specific findings that the proposed action is consistent with the purposes of this 
article as stated in Section 21670.  (b) Whenever the local agency has revised its general 
plan or specific plan or has overruled the commission pursuant to subdivision (a), the 
proposed action of the local agency shall not be subject to further commission review, 
unless the commission and the local agency agree that individual projects shall be reviewed 
by the commission.


21677.  Notwithstanding Section 21676, any public agency in the County of Marin 
may overrule the Marin County Airport Land Use Commission by a majority vote of its 
governing body. 


21678.  With respect to a publicly owned airport that a public agency does not operate, if 
the public agency pursuant to Section 21676 or 21676.5 overrides a commission’s action 
or recommendation, the operator of the airport shall be immune from liability for damages 
to property or personal injury caused by or resulting directly or indirectly from the public 
agency’s decision to override the commission’s action or recommendation.


21679.  (a) In any county in which there is no airport land use commission or other body 
designated to assume the responsibilities of an airport land use commission, or in which 
the commission or other designated body has not adopted an airport land use compatibility 
plan, an interested party may initiate proceedings in a court of competent jurisdiction to 
postpone the effective date of a zoning change, a zoning variance, the issuance of a permit, 
or the adoption of a regulation by a local agency, that directly affects the use of land within 
one mile of the boundary of  a public airport within the county.  (b) The court may issue an 
injunction that postpones the effective date of the zoning change, zoning variance, permit, 
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or regulation until the governing body of the local agency that took the action does one 
of the following:  (1) In the case of an action that is a legislative act, adopts a resolution 
declaring that the proposed action is consistent with the purposes of this article stated in 
Section 21670.  (2) In the case of an action that is not a legislative act, adopts a resolution 
making findings based on substantial evidence in the record that the proposed action is 
consistent with the purposes of this article stated in Section 21670.  (3) Rescinds the action.  
(4) Amends its action to make it consistent with the purposes of this article stated in Section 
21670, and complies with either paragraph (1) or (2), whichever is applicable.  (c) The 
court shall not issue an injunction pursuant to subdivision (b) if the local agency that took 
the action demonstrates that the general plan and any applicable specific plan of the agency 
accomplishes the purposes of an airport land use compatibility plan as provided in Section 
21675.  (d) An action brought pursuant to subdivision (a) shall be commenced within 30 
days of the decision or within the appropriate time periods set by Section 21167 of the 
Public Resources Code, whichever is longer.  (e) If the governing body of the local agency 
adopts a resolution pursuant to subdivision (b) with respect to a publicly owned airport that 
the local agency does not operate, the operator of the airport shall be immune from liability 
for damages to property or personal injury from the local agency’s decision to proceed 
with the zoning change, zoning variance, permit, or regulation.  (f) As used in this section, 
“interested party” means any owner of land within two miles of the boundary of the airport 
or any organization with a demonstrated interest in airport safety and efficiency.


21679.5.  (a) Until June 30, 1991, no action pursuant to Section 21679 to postpone the 
effective date of a zoning change, a zoning variance, the issuance of a permit, or the 
adoption of a regulation by a local agency, directly affecting the use of land within one 
mile of the boundary of a public airport, shall be commenced in any county in which the 
commission or other designated body has not adopted an airport land use compatibility 
plan, but is making substantial progress toward the completion of the airport land use 
compatibility plan.  (b) If a commission has been prevented from adopting the airport land 
use compatibility plan by June 30, 1991, or if the adopted airport land use compatibility 
plan could not become effective, because of a lawsuit involving the adoption of the airport 
land use compatibility plan, the June 30, 1991, date in subdivision (a) shall be extended 
by the period of time during which the lawsuit was pending in a court of competent 
jurisdiction.  (c) Any action pursuant to Section 21679 commenced prior to January 1, 1990, 
in a county in which the commission or other designated body has not adopted an airport 
land use compatibility plan, but is making substantial progress toward the completion of 
the airport land use compatibility plan, which has not proceeded to final judgment, shall be 
held in abeyance until June 30, 1991.  If the commission or other designated body adopts an 
airport land use compatibility plan on or before June 30, 1991, the action shall be dismissed.  
If the commission or other designated body does not adopt an airport land use compatibility 
plan on or before June 30, 1991, the plaintiff or plaintiffs may proceed with the action.  (d) 
An action to postpone the effective date of a zoning change, a zoning variance, the issuance 
of a permit, or the adoption of a regulation by a local agency, directly affecting the use 
of land within one mile of the boundary of a public airport for which an airport land use 
compatibility plan has not been adopted by June 30, 1991, shall be commenced within 30 
days of June 30, 1991, or within 30 days of the decision by the local agency, or within the 
appropriate time periods set by Section 21167 of the Public Resources Code, whichever date 
is later.
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Appendix 4.2  
– Santa Rosa County, Florida


a.		Santa	Rosa	County	--	ARTICLE	ELEVEN	AIRPORT	ENVIRONS


11.00.00			FINDINGS:  The Board of County Commissioners of Santa Rosa County has
considered, among other things, the character of the operations conducted and proposed 
to be conducted at the various airports in the applicable areas of Santa Rosa County, the 
nature of the terrain and the character of the area within the airport hazard area; the current 
uses of property and the uses for which it is applicable, and the Board finds as follows:


A. There exist airports within Santa Rosa County and in proximity to Santa Rosa 
County whose operations are potentially inimical to the health, safety and 
general welfare of the citizens of Santa Rosa County;


B.  Airport hazards endanger the lives and property of users of airports and 
occupants and owners of property in their vicinity;


C.  Airports produce noise which is not compatible with residential uses and certain 
commercial and industrial uses;


D.  Obstructions reduce the size of the area available for the landing, taking off 
and maneuvering of aircraft, thus tending to destroy or impair the utility of the 
airport and the public investment therein;


E.  The creation or establishment of an airport hazard injures the community served 
by the airport in question; and


F.   In the interest of the public health, safety and general welfare, it is necessary 
that the creation or establishment of airport hazards be prevented.


11.01.00			APPLICABILITY:  The regulations on land use set forth herein are applicable 
to all lands within the delineated zones set forth on Maps 1 (Airport Environs Zones) and 
2 (Height Limitations), which are incorporated herein by reference and which are available 
for review and inspection in the Office of the Santa Rosa County Planning Director. The 
delineated zones shall be an overlay district onto the adopted zoning maps.


11.02.00			CONFLICTING	REGULATIONS:  In the event of conflict between any 
regulations in this article and any other regulations applicable to the same property, the 
more stringent limitation or regulation shall govern and prevail.


11.03.00			HEIGHT	LIMITATIONS:  In order to carry out the provisions of this article, 
there are hereby created and established certain airport zones and surfaces. These zones are 
shown and recorded as Airport Environs Zones and may be found in Official Record Book 
807, Pages 62 - 86. The Zone Maps may also be found in Ordinance Book 2, Pages 
122 - 146. These zones and maps are incorporated herein by reference and made a part 
hereof. 
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A. Any property or area located in more than one of the zones or surfaces described 
in this article shall be considered to be only in the zone or surface with the more 
restrictive height limitation. 


B. Except as otherwise provided, no structure shall be constructed or maintained, 
or tree permitted to grow within any zone or surface created herein in excess of the 
height limitations established herein. In addition, no structure or obstruction will 
be permitted within Santa Rosa County that would cause a minimum obstruction 
clearance altitude, a minimum descent altitude or a decision height to be raised.


11.03.01				Public	Civil	Airports:  The various zones and surface height limitations are
hereby established for public civil airports: 


A.  Primary Surface: An area longitudinally centered on a runway, extending 
200 feet beyond each end of that runway, with a width determined by the 
operational characteristics of each runway. No structure or obstruction will be 
permitted within the primary surface that is not part of the landing and takeoff 
area and is of a greater height than the nearest point on the runway center line.


B.  Runway Clear Zone: A trapezoidal area at ground level, under the control of the 
airport authorities, for the purpose of protecting the safety of approaches and 
keeping the area clear of the congregation of people. The runway clear zone 
is the same width as the primary surface and begins at the end of the primary 
surface and is centered upon the extended runway centerline. The length and 
width are determined by the operational characteristics of each runway (FAA 
Circular 1500/5300-4B).


C.  Horizontal Surface: The area around each civil airport, the perimeter of which 
is constructed by swinging arcs of specified radii from the center of each end of 
the primary surface of each runway and connecting the adjacent area by lines 
tangent to those arcs.


D.  Conical Surface: The area extending outward from the periphery of the 
horizontal surface for a distance of 4,000 feet. Height limitations for structures 
in the conical surface are 150 feet above airport height at the inner boundary 
and increases one foot vertically for every 20 feet horizontally to a height of 
350 feet above airport height at the outer boundary.


E.   Approach Surface: An area longitudinally centered on the extended runway 
centerline and extending outward from each end of the primary surface. 
An approach surface is designated for each runway based upon the type 
of approach available or planned for at the runway end. The inner edge of 
the approach surface is the same width as the primary surface and expands 
uniformly to a width for each runway as set out hereinafter for each airport.


F.   Transitional Surface: The area extending from the side of the primary surface 
and approach surfaces and connecting them to the horizontal surface. Height 
limits within the transitional surface are the same as the primary surface or 
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approach surface at the boundary line where it adjoins and increases at a rate 
of one foot vertically for every 7 feet horizontally with the horizontal distance 
measured at right angles to the runway centerline and the extended centerline, 
until the height matches the height of the horizontal surface or conical surface. 
Transitional surfaces for those portions of the precision approach surface which 
project through and beyond the limits of the conical surface, extend a distance 
of 5,000 feet measured horizontally from the edge of the approach surface and 
at right angles to the runway centerline.


11.03.02			Military	Airports:  The various zones and surface height limitations are hereby 
established for military airports:  


A. Primary Surface: An area longitudinally centered on each runway and extending 
200 feet beyond the runway end. The width of the primary surface varies for 
the type of aircraft accommodated as follows:


1. Jets and large turbo-prop aircraft - 1,500 feet.


2. Prop and small turbo-prop aircraft - 1,000 feet.


B.  Clear Zone: The area adjacent to the landing threshold extending outward for
3,000 feet. The width varies as follows:


1.   Jets and large turbo-prop aircraft - fan-shaped, the inner boundary is the 
same width as the primary surface and commencing 200 feet out from the 
threshold expands at an angle of 7 degrees 58 minutes and 11 seconds to a 
width of 2,284 feet.


2.   Prop and small turbo-prop aircraft - 1,000 feet.


C.   Inner-Horizontal Surface: The area encompassing the runway, primary surface 
and clear zone with an outer perimeter formed by swinging arcs from the end 
of each runway centerline and connecting adjacent arcs by lines tangent to 
these arcs. The radius of the arcs are 7,500 feet. No structure or obstruction will 
be permitted in the inner-horizontal surface of a greater height than 150 feet 
above airport elevation.


D.  Conical Surface: A surface extending from the periphery of the inner horizontal 
surface outward and upward at a slope of 20:1 for a horizontal distance of 
7,000 feet to a height of 500 feet above the established airfield clearance. 


E.  Outer-Horizontal Surface: The area extending outward from the outer periphery 
of the conical surface is 500 feet above airport elevation.


F.  Approach Surface: The area longitudinally centered on each runway centerline, 
with an inner boundary 200 feet from the end of the runway and the same 
width as the primary surface then extending outward for a distance of 50,000 
feet expanding uniformly in width to 16,000 feet at the outer boundary. 
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Height limits within the approach surface commence at the height of the runway 
end and increases at the rate of one foot vertically for every 50 feet horizontally 
for a distance of 25,000 feet at which point it remains level at 500 feet above 
airport elevation to the outer boundary.


G.  Transitional Surface: The area with an inner boundary formed by the side of 
the primary surface and the approach surface then extending outward at a 
right angle to the runway centerline and extended centerline until the height 
matches the adjoining inner horizontal surface, conical surface and outer 
horizontal surface height limit. The height limit at the inner boundary is the 
same as the height limit of the adjoining surface and increases at the rate of one 
foot vertically for every seven feet horizontally to the outer boundary of the 
transitional surface, where it again matches the height of the adjoining surface.


11.03.03				Naval	Helicopter	Outlying	Fields:  The various zone and surface height 
limitations are hereby established for Naval helicopter outlying fields: 


A. Primary Surface: An area horizontally centered on the helipad at the established 
elevation of landing, 150 feet wide and 150 feet in length.


B. Takeoff Safety Zone: The takeoff safety zone shall be used as the clear zone. It 
is an area which underlies the first 400 feet of the approach-departure surface 
[refer to 3].


C. Approach-Departure Surface: An inclined plane which flares upward and 
outward from the helipads longitudinally extended centerline which starts at 
the end of the primary surface with the same width as the primary surface and 
expands to a width of 500 feet, 4,000 feet from the primary surface. The slope 
ratio is 1 foot vertically for every 10 feet horizontally.


D.  Transitional Surface: The area which extends outward and upward from the 
lateral boundaries of the primary surface and from the approach surface at a 
slope of 2 to 1 for a distance of 250 feet from the centerline of the landing area. 
E. Helicopter Traffic Pattern Airspace: No structure shall exceed 200 feet above 
ground level in the traffic pattern airspace. The area protected around each 
helicopter OLF is determined by the capacity limit of the OLF.


11.04.00				Use	Restrictions:  Notwithstanding any provision of Article 6 of this ordinance, 
the permitted land use for any property within the Airport Environs Area shall be modified 
as set forth in Table 11-1.


11.04.01					Key	to	Table	11-1


A.  Accident Potential Zones (APZ’s) are divided into three types along primary 
flight paths. The Clear Zone is an area which possesses a high potential for 
accidents. APZ 1 is the area normally beyond the Clear Zone which possesses 
a significant potential for accidents. APZ 2 is and are normally beyond APZ 1 
which has a measurable potential for accidents. 
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B.  Airport Noise Zones are hereby established as follows:


Airport Noise Zone     Ldn Values
1      Less than 65
2      65 to 75
3      Greater than 75


C. Airport Environs Zones are hereby established as follows:


Area     Characteristics


A      Clear Zone


B3     Accident Potential Zone 1 & Noise Zone 3Potential Zone 1 & Noise Zone 3 Zone 1 & Noise Zone 3


B2     Accident Potentiel Zone 1 & Noise Zone 2


B1     Accident Potentiel Zone 1 & Noise Zone 1


C3     Accident Potential Zone 2 & Noise Zone 3Potential Zone 2 & Noise Zone 3Zone 2 & Noise Zone 3


C2     Accident Potential Zone 2 & Noise Zone 2Potential Zone 2 & Noise Zone 2Zone 2 & Noise Zone 2


C1     Accident Potential Zone 2 & Noise Zone 1Potential Zone 2 & Noise Zone 1Zone 2 & Noise Zone 1


3      Noise Zone 3


2      Noise Zone 2


D. Development


1.   Acceptable Development: The provisions of Article Six are appropriate without 
modification.


2.   Conditional Development: The land uses set forth in Article Six are appropriate; 
however, certain conditions or safeguards need to be imposed to protect the 
public interest.


3.   Unacceptable Development: The land uses permitted by Article Six are 
incompatible with and prohibited by the airport environs zone in which the 
property is located.


11.04.02				Conditions	for	Development: This section is intended to be used with Table 11- 
1. For the purposes of this section, NLR means Noise Level Reduction.
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A.  No passenger terminals are permitted.


B.  No structures (except airfield lighting), buildings or above ground utility 
communications lines shall be located in the Clear Zone.


C.  Permitted only within height constraints.


D.  Hunting and Fishing is permitted only for wildlife control.


E.   Compatible development is conditioned on design and construction providing 
for a NLR of 30 dBA, A-weighted (dBA) reception, office, retail and employee 
lounge areas.


F.   Compatible development is conditioned on design and construction providing 
for a NLR of 30 dBA throughout the facility.


G.   Chapels are not permitted.


H.  Development is subject to the condition that spectator stands are not built as    
part of this land use operation.


I.   Development is subject to the condition that clubhouses are not built as part of 
this land use operation.


J.   Development is subject to the condition that concentrated rings with classes 
larger that 25 are not built as part of this land use operation.


K.   Residential structures are not permitted.


L.   Compatible development is conditioned on design and construction providing 
for an NLR of 25 dBA in reception, office, retail and employee lounge areas.


M.  Compatible development is conditioned on design and construction providing 
for an NLR of 25 dBA throughout the facility.


N.  Compatible development is conditioned on design and construction providing 
for an NLR of 35 dBA throughout the facility.


O.  Development is subject to the condition that concentrated rings with classes 
larger than 50 are not built as part of this land use operation.


P.  Development is subject to the condition that maximum density not to exceed 2 
dwelling units per acre.
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Q.  Compatible development is conditioned on dwelling design and construction 
providing for an NLR of 30 dBA and location of outdoor activity areas such 
as balconies and patios on the side of the building which is sheltered from the 
aircraft flight path. 


R.  Development is subject to the condition that meeting places, auditoriums and 
the like for gatherings of more than 25 people are not built as part of this land 
use operation.


S.  Development is subject to the condition that the park is oriented toward forest 
trails and similar activities which do not concentrate groups of people greater 
than 50 within the park. Playgrounds are not permitted.


T.  Development is subject to the condition that meeting places, auditoriums and 
the like for a gathering of more than 50 people are not built as part of this land 
use operation.


U.  Compatible development is conditioned on residential unit design and 
construction providing for an NLR of 35 dBA and location of outdoor activity  
areas such as balconies and patios on the side of the building which is sheltered 
from the aircraft flight path.


V.  Compatible development is conditioned on design and construction providing 
for an NLR of 30 dBA in the club house.


W. Compatible development is conditioned on design construction providing for an 
NLR of 35 dBA in permanent residential units and 30 dBA in other permanent 
structures.


X.  Development is subject to the condition that maximum density not exceed 1 
dwelling unit per five acres.







A4-20


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Table 11-1


Land Use Objectives


 Single Family Dwellings No No *24,14 *24 No *16,17 *16 No *17


 Two Family Dwellings; 
 Multi-Family Dwellings;  
 Mobile Home Parks or Courts No No No No No No No No *17


 Group Quarters; 
 Residential Hotels; 
 Transient Lodgings No No No No No No No *21 *17


 Food and Kindred Products; 
 Textile Mill Products No No No No *5 *12 Yes *5 *12


 Apparel; Chemical & Allied
 Products Activities; Petrol
 Refining & Related Rubber
 & Misc. Plastic Products No No No No No No No *5 *12


 Lumber & Wood Products;
 Furniture & Fixtures; 
 Paper and Allied Products; 
 Printing & Publishing;
 Stone, Clay & Glass Products;
 Primary Metal Industries;
 Fabricated Metal Products;
 Product Assembly;
 Motor Freight; Warehousing No *5 *12 Yes *5 *12 Yes *5 *12


 Professional, Scientific & 
 Control Instruments No No No No No *12 No *5 *12


 Railroad;  Rapid Transit
 (on grade) *1/3 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Highway & Street
 Right-of-Way Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Automobile Parking No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Communications Utilities *3 *5 *12 Yes *5 *12 Yes *5 *12 
 (except above ground
 transmission lines) *2 *5 *12 Yes *5 *12 Yes *5 *12 
 
 Above ground 
 transmission lines) No No No No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Land Use Category 
 Environmental Areas A B3 B2 B1 C3 C2 C1 3 2


Residential


Industrial/Manufacturing


Airport Environmental Areas


Transportation, Communication and Utilities


Yes = Acceptable Development
* = Conditional Development Permitted by Section 11.04.02
No = Unacceptable Development and Prohibitied
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Table 11-1


Land Use Objectives (Continued)


 Wholesale Trade; 
 Building Material; Hardware; 
 Farm Equipment (Retail); 
 Auto, Marine, Aviation (Retail) No *5 *12 Yes *5 *12 Yes *5 *12


 General Merchandise (Retail);
 Food Retail; Apparel and 
 Accessories (Retail) No No No No *6 *13 Yes *6 *13


 Furniture; 
 Home Furnishings (Retai) No No No No *6 *12 Yes *6 *13


 Eating and Drinking 
 Establishments No No No No No No No *14 *6


 Finance; Real Estate;
 Insurance; Personal Services;
 Business Services; 
 Professional Services; 
 Indoor Recreational Services No No No No *14 *6 Yes *14 *6


 Repair Services; Contract 
 Construction Services No *6 *13 Yes *6 *13 Yes *6 *13


 Automobile Service Stations No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Government Services No No No No No *13,18 *20 *6 *13


 Educational Services;
 Cultural Activities;
 Non-Profit Organizations No No No No No No No No *14


 Medical & Other 
 Health Services No No No No No No No *6 *14


 Cemetaries No *7 *7 *7 *7 *7 *7 Yes Yes


 Playground;
 Neighborhood Parks No No No No No *19 *19 No Yes


 Community & Regional Parks No *8 *8 *8 *8 *8 *8 Yes Yes


 Nature Exhibits No *6 *13 Yes No *13 Yes *6 Yes 


 Land Use Category 
 Environmental Areas A B3 B2 B1 C3 C2 C1 3 2


Commercial/Retail Trade


Personal & Business Services


Public & Quasi-Public Services


Outdoor Recreation


Airport Environmental Areas


Yes = Acceptable Development
* = Conditional Development Permitted by Section 11.04.02
No = Unacceptable Development and Prohibitied
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Table 11-1


Land Use Objectives (Continued)


 Spectator Sports 
 Including Arenas No No No No No No No No Yes


 Golf Courses; Riding Stables No *9,10 *9,10 *9,10 *9,15 *9,15 *9,15 *22 Yes


 Water Based Recreation Areas No *9 *9 *9 *9 *9 *9 *22 Yes


 Resorts and Group Camps No No No No No No No *23 Yes


 Entertainment Assembly;
 Amphitheater; Music Shell No No No No No No No No No


 Agriculture Including 
 Livestock Grazing *2 *11 *24,17 *24 *11 *17 Yes *21 *17


 Livestock Farms;
 Animal Breeding No No *24,17 *24 No *17 Yes No *17


 Agriculture Related Activities No *11 *24,17 *24 *11 *17 Yes No *17


 Forestry Activities *3 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Fishing Activities *4 Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Mining Activities No Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Undeveloped Areas;
 Unused Land Areas;
 Permanent Open Space;
 Water Areas Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes Yes


 Land Use Category 
 Environmental Areas A B3 B2 B1 C3 C2 C1 3 2


Outdoor Recreation (Continued)


Resource Production, Extraction & Open Land


Airport Environmental Areas


Yes = Acceptable Development
* = Conditional Development Permitted by Section 11.04.02
No = Unacceptable Development and Prohibitied


11.05.00			USES	INTERFERING	WITH	AIRCRAFT:	It is unlawful to establish, 
maintain or continue any use within the airport hazard area in such a manner as to interfere 
with the operations of aircraft. The following requirements shall apply to all lawfully 
established uses within the airport hazard area:


A.  All lights or illumination used in conjunction with street, parking, signs or use 
of land and structures shall be arranged and operated in such a manner that it is 
not misleading or dangerous to aircraft operating from an airport or in a vicinity 
thereof as determined by the airport operator.


B.  No operations of any type shall produce smoke, glare or other visual hazards 
within three (3) statute miles of any usable runway or a designated airport. 
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C.  No operations or any type shall produce electronic interference with navigation 
signals or radio communication between the airport and the aircraft.


D. No use of land shall be permitted which encourages large concentrations of 
birds or waterfowl within the vicinity of an airport.


E. Sanitary landfills will be considered as an incompatible use if located within 
areas established for the airport through the application of the following 
criteria:  


1.   Landfills located within 10,000 feet of any runway used or planned to be 
used by turbojet or turboprop aircraft.


2.   Landfills located within 5,000 feet of any runway used only by piston type 
aircraft.


3.   Landfills outside the above perimeters but within the conical surfaces 
described by FAR Part 77 and applied to an airport will be reviewed on a 
case-by-case basis.


4.   Any landfill located that places the runways and/or approach and departure 
patterns of an airport between bird feeding, water or roosting


  areas.


11.06.00			LIGHTING:	Notwithstanding the provisions of any other article, section or 
ordinance, the owner of any structure over 200 feet above ground level shall install lighting 
in accordance with Federal Aviation Advisory Circular 70-7460-1 Series and Amendments 
thereto on that structure. In addition, the owner shall construct high intensity white 
obstruction lights on a high structure which exceeds 749 feet above mean sea level.


11.06.01			Hazard	Marking	and	Lighting:	In granting any permit or variance under this 
article, the Building Inspection Department or the Board of Adjustment may, if it deems 
such action advisable to effectuate the purposes of this ordinance and reasonable under the 
circumstances, so condition such permit or variance as to require the owner of the structure 
or tree in question to permit Santa Rosa County or the United States Government, at its 
own expense, to install, operate and maintain thereon, such markers and lights as may be 
necessary to indicate to flyers the presence of an airport hazard.


11.07.00			NONCONFORMING	USES: No provision of this article shall require the 
removal, lowering, or other change or alteration of any structure or tree not conforming to 
these regulations when adopted or amended, or otherwise interfere with the continuance of 
any nonconforming use, except as set forth herein. 


11.07.01			No nonconforming structure or tree shall be increased, permitted to grow 
taller or otherwise become a greater hazard to air navigation than it was when it became 
nonconforming.
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11.07.02			In the event that a nonconforming use or nonconforming structure has been 
abandoned for a period of one year or is more than eighty percent torn down, destroyed, 
deteriorated, or decayed, the structure or use shall not be resumed, repaired or reconstructed 
except in conformance with all applicable regulations.


11.07.03			Within zones A, B1 and C1 for OLF Holley, single family dwellings, up to a 
density of four units per acre, may be placed or constructed on any existing or future lot 
despite the fact that it does not conform with the minimum lot requirements set forth in 
paragraphs (B), (P) and (X) of Section 11.04.02.


11.08.00			PERMITS


11.08.01			No new structure or use may be constructed or established or any existing use or 
structure substantially changed or altered or repaired within the airport hazard area unless 
a permit has been granted by the Building Inspection Department. Each application for a 
permit shall indicate the purpose for which the permit is desired with sufficient particularity 
to permit a determination as to whether the resulting use, structure or growth would 
conform to the regulations herein prescribed. If the determination is affirmative, the permit 
shall be granted. No permit shall be granted that would allow the creation of an airport 
hazard.


11.08.02			No nonconforming structure or tree may be replaced, substantially altered or 
repaired rebuilt, allowed to grow higher or replanted within the airport hazard area unless a 
permit has been granted by the Building Inspection Department. No permit shall be granted 
that would permit a nonconforming structure or tree or nonconforming use to be made or 
become higher or become a greater hazard to air navigation than it was when the applicable 
regulation was adopted or when the application for a permit is made. 


11.08.03			Whenever the Building Inspection Department determines that a nonconforming 
use or nonconforming structure or tree has been abandoned for more than one year or is 
more than eighty percent torn down, destroyed or deteriorated, or decayed, no permit shall 
be granted that would allow said structure or tree to exceed the applicable height limit or 
otherwise deviate from applicable regulations.


11.08.04			Except as provided herein, applications for permits shall be granted, provided 
the matter applied for meets the provisions of this article and the regulations adopted and in 
force hereunder.


11.09.00			DISCLOSURE	STATEMENT: No person shall sell, lease, nor offer for sale or 
lease any property within the airport hazards area unless the prospective buyer or lessee has 
been given the following notice: 
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To: _____________ 


The property at          (address)            is located within the airport environs 
of           (airport)            .  Santa Rosa County has determined that this is an area of airport 
operations. The County has placed certain restrictions on the development and use of 
property within airport environs zones in addition to the restrictions in Article Six of 
the Land Development Code (the zoning code). Before purchasing or leasing the above 
property, you should consult Article Eleven of the Santa Rosa County Land Development 
Code to determine the restrictions which have been placed on the subject property. 


Certification


As the owner of the subject property, I hereby certify that I have informed__________
___________  , as a prospective purchaser/lessee, that the subject property is located in an 
Airport Environs Zone. 


Dated this _____ day of ___________ , 19___ .


_______________________                     _________________________
Witness      Owner


As a prospective purchaser/lessee of the subject property, I hereby certify that I have been 
informed that the subject property is in an Airport Environs Zone and I have consulted 
Article Eleven of the Santa Rosa County Land Development Code to determine the 
restrictions which have been placed on the subject property.


Dated this ____day of _____________, 19 ___ .


_______________________                   __________________________                       
Witness      Purchaser/Lessee
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11.10.00			APPEALS


A.  Any person aggrieved, or taxpayer affected, by any decision of an administrative 
official or agency made in its administration of the regulations adopted under 
this article, or any governing body of a political subdivision, which is of 
the opinion that a decision of such an administrative official or agency is an 
improper application of airport zoning regulations of concern to such governing 
body or board, may appeal to the Board of Adjustment the decisions of such 
administrative official or agency. Appeals shall be made and heard pursuant to 
Section 2.03.00 et. seq. of this ordinance.


B.  An appeal shall stay all proceedings in furtherance of the action appealed from 
unless the agency or official from which the appeal is taken, certifies to the 
Board of Adjustment (BOA), after the notice of appeal has been filed with it, 
that by reasons of the facts stated in the certificate a stay would, in its opinion, 
cause imminent peril to life or property. In such cases, proceedings shall not 
be stayed otherwise than by an order of the BOA on notice to the agency from 
which the appeal is taken and on due cause shown.


11.10.01			Special	Exception	-	Private	Airports	and	Helicopter	Landing	Sites:  In 
addition to the special exceptions which may be considered by the BOA pursuant to Section 
2.04.000 of this ordinance, the Board may grant a special exception for a private airport or 
helicopter landing site if it finds the following:


A. That the applicant has obtained all necessary permits from state and federal 
agencies for the operation of the facility;


B. That the proposed use is consistent with the highest order of safety;


C. That the operation of the facility is compatible with surrounding land uses;


D. That the proposed use will not adversely affect the public interest.


The Board may prescribe appropriate conditions and safeguards to effectuate the purposes 
of this article.


11.10.02			Variances:  In addition to the regulations, standards and procedures described in 
Section 2.04.00 et. seq. of this ordinance, the Board of Adjustment may consider variances 
to this article as follows:


A. Any person desiring to erect any structure, or increase the height of any structure, 
or permit the growth of any tree, or otherwise use his property in violation of 
the regulations set forth herein may apply to the Board of Adjustment for a 
variance from the regulations in question.


B. Any person desiring to erect, alter or modify any structure, the result of which 
would exceed the federal obstruction standards as contained in 14 C.F.R. Sec. 
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77 specifically 14 C.F.R. Sections 77.21 (scope), 71.23 (standards), 77.25 
(civil airports), 77.28 (military airports), 77.29 (helicopters), FAA Handbook 
7400.2C (Procedures for Handling Airspace Matters), and FAA circular 
1500/5300-4B (zoning and grants) may apply to the Board of Adjustment for a 
variance from the regulations in question.


C. Such variances shall be allowed where a literal application or enforcement of 
the regulations would result in practical difficulty or unnecessary hardship 
and the relief granted would not be contrary to the public interest but do 
substantial justice and be in accordance with the spirit of regulations and this 
article. Provided, that any variance may be allowed subject to any reasonable 
conditions that the Board of Adjustment may deem necessary to effectuate the 
purposes of this ordinance.


11.11.00			ADMINISTRATION	AND	ENFORCEMENT: It shall be the duty of 
the Building Inspector or his duly appointed designee to implement and enforce the 
regulations prescribed herein within the territorial limits over which Santa Rosa County has 
jurisdiction. In the event that the Building Inspector finds any violation of the regulations 
contained herein, the Building Inspector shall give written notice to the person responsible 
for such violation. The Building Inspector shall order the discontinuance of any work being 
done or take such action which is necessary to correct violations and obtain compliance 
with the article.


11.11.01			Remedies


A. Whether an application is made for a permit or not, the Building Inspection 
Department may, by appropriate action, compel the owners of the 
nonconforming structure or tree that has been abandoned or is more than eighty 
percent torn down, destroyed, deteriorated or decayed, at the owner’s expense, 
to lower, remove, reconstruct or equip such object as may be necessary to 
conform to the regulation. 


B. If the owner of the nonconforming structure or tree shall neglect or refuse to 
comply with such order for ten days after notice thereof, the Planning Board 
(LPA) may report the violation to the Board of County Commissioners 
which may proceed to have the object so lowered, removed, reconstructed 
or equipped an assess the cost and expense thereof upon the object of land 
whereon it is or was located.


C. Unless such an assessment is paid within ninety days from the service of notice 
thereof on the owner or his agent, the sum shall be a lien on said land and shall 
bear interest hereafter at the rate of six (6) percent per annum until paid and 
shall be collected in the same manner as taxes on real property are collected, 
or, at the County’s option, said lien may be enforced in the manner provided 
for the enforcement of liens by Chapter 85, F.S.
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b.  JLUS	Implementation:	Summary	of	Land	Development	Code	Recommendations	As	
of	8/11/2004


Article	11	Recommendations	


Public Airports:
•	 Establishes Public Airport Zones (PAZ) and Public Airport Influence Areas (PAIA)	


and defines airport surfaces 
•	 Establishes height limits for each zone 
•	 Establishes a Public Airport Overly District encompassing the PAZ and PAIA and 


identifies specific use restrictions within the overlay district 
•	 Recommends applying the overly district to new public or private airports 


Military Airfields:
•	 Establishes Military Airport Zones (MAZ) and Military Airport Influence Areas 


(MAIA)	and defines military airport zones including noise contours, clear zones, 
and accident potential zones. 


•	 Establishes height limits for each zone 
•	 Establishes a Military Airport Overly District encompassing the MAZ and MAIA 


and identifies specific use restrictions within the overlay district 
•	 Establishes setbacks for structures from clear zones and airfield boundaries.
 


Disclosure:
•	 Requires the following disclosure methods: 


- Disclosure with Sale or Lease Contract within	1 mile for fixed wing 
airfields, and ½ mile for helicopter fields.  Copies of signed disclosure 
statements to be forwarded to Whiting Field.


  - Realty Sales Offices and Marketing, and 
  - Codes, Covenants, and Restrictions with residential plats.


Subdivision	Recommendations


•	 Navy will have opportunity to comment on preliminary plat in MAZ 
•	 APZ, clear zones, runway protection zone, etc. to be shown on plat 
•	 Large parcel subdivision exemption (20 acres) does not apply to APZ or Clear Zone 
•	 Notification Requirements:  Subdivision development required to have Covenants 


that address notification 
•	 Subdivision Design Standards: 
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Table A4-36


JLUS Implementation Summary of Recommendations


 Whiting Field MAZ Cluster Required -Minimum 5 acre lot size
  - 50% AG or Cons easement
  - Density clustering
  - Cluster outside MAZ boundary if possible


 Harold or Pace MAZ Cluster Required -Minimum 5 acre lot size
  - 50% AG or Cons easement
  - Density clustering
  - Cluster outside MAZ boundary if possible


 Santa Rosa MAZ Cluster Required -Minimum 4 acre lot size
  - 50% AG or Cons easement
  - Density clustering
  - Cluster outside MAZ boundary if possible


 Choctaw MAZ If in SW MAZ, Clustering Requied -Minimum 5 acre lot size
  - 50% AG or Cons easement   for SW MAZ
  - Density clustering
  - Cluster outside MAZ boundary if possible


 Peter Prince PAZ Cluster Required -Minimum 4 acre lot size
  - 50% AG or Cons easement
  - Density clustering
  - Cluster outside MAZ boundary if possible


 ALL  1 dwelling unit allowed
   per lot of record


 Holley and Spencer  No New Requirements


Area Cluster Requirement Exemption/Other


Summary	of	Lighting	Recommendations	


- Prohibits some light sources county-wide except through special event permit (fireworks, 
light shows, beacons, high intensity promotional lights, etc.)
- Prohibits certain lighting within MAZ or PAZ (patterns common to aviation, neon on bldg 
exterior or roof, flood lights above horizontal plane, internally lit awnings, etc.) 


- Establishes lighting standards within MAZ or PAZ
 - Limited to minimum necessary for safety and security
 - No lighting of outdoor recreation facilities
 - Parking lot lights not to exceed 24’
 - Low-pressure sodium lighting only
 - Limited decorative lighting
 - Shielding required
- Limits reflected solar glare
- Limits advertising sign lighting
- Provides for exemptions and temporary permits
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c.		PROPOSED	(JLUS)	COMPREHENSIVE	PLAN	POLICIES	FOR	SANTA	ROSA	
COUNTY,	FL		


Goal	3.3:		To	protect	the	current	and	long-term	viability	of	military	and	public	
airfields for purposes of promoting a diverse local economy that supports rewarding 
jobs	and	quality	of	life	for	County	residents,	and	support	effective	and	safe	training	
environments	for	the	Nation’s	military	forces	while	protecting	the	health	and	safety	of	
the	County’s	citizens.		


Objective 3.3.A:  The County will ensure that future development within adopted Military 
Airport Zones (MAZs) and Public Airport Zones (PAZs) will not negatively impact current 
and long-term viable use of the airfield, will promote health and welfare by limiting 
incompatible land uses, and allow compatible land uses within such areas.  


Policy 3.3.A.1:  The County hereby establishes military airport zones (MAZ) and 
public airport zones (PAZ) that will serve as overlay districts, within which growth 
management policies and regulatory techniques shall guide land use activities and 
construction in a manner compatible with the long-term viability of airports and 
military installations and the protection of public health and safety.   


For Naval Air Station Whiting Field North and South, and for Naval Outlying 
Landing Fields Spencer, Harold, Santa Rosa, Holley, and Pace, the MAZ boundaries 
extend approximately one half mile from the perimeter of each airfield and 
encompass all Air Installation Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) and noise zones.  
For NOLF Choctaw, MAZ boundaries encompass that area west of State Road 87, 
north and east of East Bay, and south of the Yellow River.  


For Peter Prince Airport, the PAZ boundaries extend one half mile from the runway.


MAZ and PAZ boundaries appear on Map ### of the Future Land Use Map Series 
and are consistent with the study area boundaries of the Santa Rosa County Joint 
Land Use Study (September 2003). 


Policy 3.3.A.2:  Future Land Use Map amendments and rezonings within the MAZs 
that would allow for increased gross residential densities are prohibited.  


Policy 3.3.A.3:  Conservation and agriculture uses adjacent to military airfields 
provide a buffer between the airfield and incompatible development; therefore, 
the County will, whenever feasible, support efforts to purchase conservation 
lands, conservation easements or agriculture easements, and will encourage the 
establishment of conservation or agriculture easements as part of development 
plans.  


Policy 3.3.A.4:  The County shall encourage the location of compatible commercial 
and industrial uses adjacent to or within MAZ and PAZ boundaries at locations 
where roads, water, and sewer are available and such uses will not adversely impact 
existing established residential neighborhoods.  
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Policy 3.3.A.5:  The County shall review Comprehensive Plan amendments 
for compatibility with the Whiting Field Air Installation Compatible Use Zone 
program. The Santa Rosa County Board of County Commissioners may deny a 
petition for a Comprehensive Plan amendment if determined that such amendment 
is incompatible with the AICUZ program.   


Objective 3.3.B:  Continue to foster meaningful intergovernmental coordination 
between the County, the military, and the Federal Aviation Administration to 
ensure that land use decisions are not in conflict with military operations or federal 
aviation standards, and that such decisions promote the health and safety of the 
County’s public.


Policy 3.3.B.1:  The County shall further protect the current and long-term 
viability of military installations and airports through effective coordination and 
communication with NAS Whiting Field and the U.S. Department of Defense.


Policy 3.3.B.2:  The Local Planning Board will include, as ex-officio members, 
appropriate local Department of Defense representatives to advise on land use 
issues with the potential to impact military facilities or operations.


Policy 3.3.B.3:  All applications for site plan or subdivision review, variances, 
conditional uses and special exceptions located within an MAZ shall be referred to 
the appropriate local Department of Defense officials for review and comment.  


Policy 3.3.B.4:  The location of a telecommunications tower will require written 
evidence that the tower meets the approval of the appropriate local Department of 
Defense officials.


Policy 3.3.B.5:  The County shall require applicants of development within the 
Peter Prince PAZ or other areas of the County to obtain necessary approvals 
from the Federal Aviation Administration (FAA) for development encroaching 
jurisdictional airspace controlled by the FAA.		


Policy 3.3.B.6:  The County will continue to coordinate with NAS Whiting Field 
representatives regarding the County’s economic development program.  Such 
coordination will occur primarily through TEAM Santa Rosa and may include such 
things as ex-officio membership on the TEAM Santa Rosa Board of Directors and 
joint use of military facilities for commercial, industrial, or community activities 
when appropriate.


Objective 3.3.C:  Inform prospective residents and property owners within a MAZ 
or PAZ of the impacts inherent to military installations and airports, including but 
not limited to noise and other similar nuisances and accident potential risks.


Policy 3.3.C.1:  Within MAZs and PAZs, the proximity of property to an airfield 
must be disclosed by the seller at the earliest possible stage of any land sales 
activity.  
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Policy 3.3.C.2:  The County will facilitate the provision of information to the 
public regarding the location of military and public airfields and impacts typically 
associated with these facilities through such means as posting maps on the County’s 
website, installing signage near airfields where appropriate, and requiring MAZ 
and PAZ, accident potential zone, and noise zone information on site plans and 
subdivision plats.  
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Zoning Districts Article 8


Appendix 4.3 City of Aurora Airport Zoning Overlay Districts


Article	8	Overlay	Districts


DIVISION	1,	AIRPORT	DISTRICTS,	IN	GENERAL


Sec.	800	Airport	Districts.


There are certain areas within the city that are subject to high aviation noise levels and 
possible crash hazards generated by aviation activities that endanger the lives and property 
of occupants of land in the vicinity of four airports:


°	 Buckley Air Force Base – military airport
°	 Centennial Airport – general aviation airport
°	 Front Range Airport – general aviation airport
°	 Denver International Airport – commercial airport


Airport districts are created in and around these airports for the following purposes:


 1. To minimize exposure of residential and other land uses to aircraft noise;


 2. To minimize risks to public safety from potential aircraft accidents;


 3. To protect property values;


 4. To promote sound land use planning and zoning practices in areas 
encompassed by airport influence districts;


 5. To restrict incompatible land use within the airport influence districts; and 


 6. To promote and protect the public health, safety, and welfare.


The city council finds and determines that there are certain areas within the city that are 
subject to high aviation noise levels and possible crash hazards generated by aviation 
activities which endanger the lives and property of occupants of land in the vicinity 
of airports.  The city council intends to maintain an open process of negotiation and 
interpretation of airport influence districts and to inform citizens of potential impacts of 
airport influence districts on them and their properties.  The council recognizes that a 
number of factors must be evaluated in determining whether proposed uses in affected 
areas are acceptable. 
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Aurora City Code Chapter 146 – Zoning  
Zoning Districts                                                                                                   Article 8


Figure A4-8.1


Airport Influence Districts
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Figure A4-8.2
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DIVISION	2,	BUCKLEY	AIR	FORCE	BASE	DISTRICT
																		
Sec.	801.	Regulations.


(A) Nothing contained in these district regulations shall require any change or alteration 
in:


1. A lawfully constructed building or structure in existence at the time of the 
adoption of the ordinance from which this district derives.


2. Site plans, or residential subdivision plats, or amendments thereto that were 
formally approved by the city prior to the adoption of this district, provided 
such plans, use, and construction are commenced, pursued, and completed in 
compliance with all other provisions of this Code.
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(B) This district is intended to regulate the following:


1. The erection or establishment of any new building or use.


2. The addition or expansion to an existing structure, when such addition is greater 
than 1,000 square feet.


3. The moving or relocation of any building or structure to a new site or new 
location.


4. The change from one use to another of any building, structure, or land, or the 
re-establishment of a nonconforming use after its discontinuance for a period 
of one year or more from the effective date of the ordinance from which this 
district derives.


(C) Overlay Zone.  This district shall be applied as an overlay zone.  The application 
of this district is in addition to the provisions of the underlying zone districts.  Where the 
provisions of this overlay district conflict with those of the underlying zone district, the 
requirements of this overlay district shall control.


Sec.	802	FAR	Part	77	Surfaces.	


All development within the city shall comply with any and all height restrictions in the 
underlying zone, together with FAR part 77 standards and procedures for determining and 
avoiding obstructions and eliminating hazards to air navigation.


Sec.	803	Interpretation	of	District	Boundaries.


The boundaries of the district shall be determined by scaling distances on the AICUZ map.  
Where interpretation is needed as to the exact location of the boundaries of the airport 
districts, as shown on the AICUZ map, the director of planning shall make the necessary 
determination of the boundary.  A property owner contesting the location of a district 
boundary affecting his or her property shall be given a reasonable opportunity to present his 
or her case to the director of planning, and to submit his or her own evidence if he or she 
so desires.  The decision of the director of planning may be appealed to the city council, 
provided notice of such appeal shall be filed with the city manager within 10 calendar days 
after the director’s decision.  The city council shall have the power to overrule the director’s 
decision by a vote of a majority of the council members present and voting.


Sec.	804	Variances.	


The city council may, after receiving a recommendation from the planning and zoning 
commission and after conducting a public hearing, grant variances from the provisions for 
this district.  The planning and zoning commission shall submit its recommendation on the 
requested variance after conducting a public hearing on the request.  
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Such a variance shall be granted only if the spirit of this section is observed, public welfare 
and safety secured, and substantial justice done.  The basis of such variance may be one or 
more of the following:
 


(A) Unique, unnecessary, or unreasonable hardships that would be imposed on the 
property owner by strict enforcement of the requirements of this district.


(B) Reliance by the applicant on preexisting terms and conditions of development, 
expressed in the form of deed restrictions, agreements with the air force, or other 
binding documents.


(C) Demonstrable evidence that failure to obtain a variance will significantly undermine 
the ability to repay bonded obligations and assessments.


      (D) The low number of public customers or visitors to any particular facility.


Sec.	805	Sub	areas.


To carry out the purpose of this district, the air installation compatible use zone (AICUZ), 
as bounded and defined on the map entitled “Air Installation Compatible Use Zone Map” 
(exhibit A), is on file in the office of the director of planning, together with all references, 
notations, and other information shown thereon which is adopted by reference and declared 
to be a part of this section.  The AICUZ consists of the following overlay sub areas:


(A) CZ, clear zone sub area


(B) APZ I, accident potential zone I sub area


(C) APZ II, accident potential zone II sub area


(D) LDN 65 sub area, areas contained within the LDN 65 noise contour line.


(E) Special noise impact district, areas contained between the LDN 60 and LDN 65 
noise contour lines.


(F) Noise impact district, areas contained within the noise impact boundary


(G) Airport influence district, being that area located within the city, which lies east 
of the following described line: commencing at the southeast corner of section 
26, T3S, R66W, County of Adams, State of Colorado; thence westerly along the 
southern section line of sections 26, 27, 28, and 29 to Chambers Road; thence 
south along Chambers Road to Jewell Avenue extended; thence east along Jewell to 
South Buckley Road; thence south along Buckley Road to East Hampden Avenue; 
thence east along East Hampden Avenue to South Himalaya Road; thence south on 
Himalaya to Smoky Hill Road; thence east along Smoky 
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(H) Hill Road to the south line of section 19, T5S, R65W; thence east along sections 19, 
20, and 21 to the southeast corner of section 21; thence north along the east line of 
section 21, 16, 9, and 4 of T5S, continuing north along the east line of sections 33, 
28, 21, 16, 9, 4 of T4S, and section 33, T3S, to the northeast corner of section 33, 
T3S, 65W; thence west along the north section lines of section 33, 32, 31, 36, 35 to 
the point of beginning.


Sec.	806	Clear	Zone.


(A) Description.  The clear zone sub area is composed of lands in which accident 
potential is so great that all land uses shall be prohibited, except those necessary for 
the continued operation of airports and aircraft.


(B) Permitted Uses.  Only airports and aircraft operations are permitted uses in any clear 
zone sub area, provided that such uses are permitted in the underlying zone district:


Sec.	807	Accident	Potential	Zones	I	and	II	(APZ	I,	APZ	II).


(A) Description.  These sub areas are designated to regulate land use and reduce hazards 
in an area characterized by high noise levels and a significant accident potential 
resulting from aircraft operations.  Residential uses shall be highly restricted.


(B) Development Standards.  The following development standards shall be used as 
criteria for evaluating site plans in any APZ I.  Applications and uses that do not 
meet these standards may apply for a variance from the standards as a part of the 
site plan.  Such variances shall be considered by the city council in its review of the 
site plan. 


1. APZ I-A lot coverage.  The maximum lot coverage of structures and buildings 
within APZ I-A shall be as permitted by the graph in Fig. 8.3. 


2. APZ I-B lot coverage.  The maximum lot coverage of structures and buildings 
within APZ I-B shall be as permitted by the graph in Fig. 8.4.


3. APZ II-A lot coverage.  The maximum lot coverage of structures and buildings 
within APZ II-A shall be as permitted by the graph in Fig. 8.5.


4. APZ II-B lot coverage.  The maximum lot coverage of structures and buildings 
within APZ II-B shall be as permitted by the graph in Fig. 8.6.
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Figure A4 8-3


Figure A4 8-4
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Figure A4 8-5


Figure A4 8-6
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 5. Height restrictions.  Height restrictions shall be as set forth in the underlying zone 
districts, provided the permitted height does not exceed that established by FAR 
part 77 surfaces for military airports.


 6. Crash corridor.  To the greatest extent practicable, the centerline area of the APZ 
I shall be maintained in an open condition.  Structures and human activity, as 
permitted by this district, shall be placed toward the perimeter of the APZ area.


 7. Emissions.  The development shall not:


  a. Release into the air any substance that would impair visibility or 
otherwise interfere with the operation of the aircraft;


  b. Produce substantial light emissions, either direct or indirect (reflective) 
which would interfere with pilot vision; or


  c. Produce emissions that would interfere with aircraft communication 
systems or navigational equipment.


 8. Hazardous materials.  The development shall not involve the use or storage of 
significant amounts of materials which are explosive, flammable, toxic, corrosive, 
or otherwise exhibit hazardous characteristics, except as permitted by this 
subdivision.


 9. Other prohibitions.  The development shall not:


  a. Have high people density characteristics or promote population 
concentration;


  b. Involve utilities and services required for area-wide population upon 
which disruption would have an adverse impact (telephone, gas, etc.);


  c. Concentrate people who are limited in their ability to respond to 
emergency situations such as children, elderly, the handicapped; or


  d. Pose hazards to aircraft operations.


(C) Prohibited Uses in an Accident Potential Zone.  The following uses shall be 
prohibited in any APZ zone district:
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Table 8.1


Schedule of Uses in APZ Subareas


 1 Aboveground bulk storage of flammable liquids or gases X
 2 Child Care Facilities X
 3 Dog Kennels X
 4 Handicapped Care Facilities X
 5 Hospitals and Health Care Facilities X
 6 Hotels and Motels X
 7 Indoor Recreational Facilities X
 8 Museums, Theaters and similar establishments X
 9 Nursing and Rest Homes X
 10 Outdoor Recreational Facilities and Activities X
 11 Places of Worship X
 12 Public and Fraternal Meeting Facilities X
 13 Residential Uses1 X
 14 Restaurants and other eating and drinking establishments, except such 
  establishments that provide seating, customer service counter space or 
  any combination thereof for no more than 122 persons.  For Purposes of
  this subsection, three feet of customer service counter space shall equal
  customer service counter space for one person X
 15 Retail and wholesale operations and facilities which may 
  concentrate people X
 16 Schools X
 17 Spectator Sport Stadium X
 18 Storage or sale of explosives, other than small caliber ammunition X


(A)
Uses


(B)
X-Prohibited


1  Except that in APZII, residential housing shall be permitted at one unit per acre outwside the LDN 65 contour
2  16 persons in APZ II


Sec.	808	LDN	65	Sub	area.


(A) Description.  The LDN 65 sub area is composed of areas located within the LDN 65 
noise contour, as shown on the air installation compatible use zone map, which are 
subjected to noise levels of duration and frequency creating hazard to both physical 
and mental health. 


(B) Prohibited Uses.  Residential uses are prohibited in the LDN 65 sub area.


(C) Development Standards.  The following development standards shall apply to uses 
permitted in LDN 65 sub area:


 1. A habitable building addition to existing residential structures within the LDN 
65 sub area may be permitted. However, any such addition greater than 1,000 
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square feet shall provide and include noise level reduction measures in the 
design and construction of all such building additions to achieve an interior 
noise level reduction of 30 dB in A-weighted levels, as determined or calculated 
in accordance with article 11 of chapter 22 of this Code.


 2. Within the LDN 65 sub area, any permitted office, commercial or other 
nonresidential structures where the public is received shall provide and include 
noise level reduction measures in the design and construction of all such areas 
to achieve an interior noise level reduction of 25 dB in A-weighted levels, as 
determined or calculated in accordance with article 11 of chapter 22 of this 
Code.


Sec.	809	Special	Noise	Impact	District	(SNID).


(A) Description.  The special noise impact district (SNID) is composed of those areas 
located between the LDN 60 and LDN 65 noise contour lines as shown on the air 
installation compatible use zone map.


(B) Permitted Uses.  Provided that it is allowed in the underlying zone, new residential 
uses or structures may be permitted within the special noise impact district.  
However, such uses or structures shall not be permitted unless and until there has 
been a public hearing, approval, and authorization by the city council for such uses 
or structures.


(C) Noise Level Reduction Measures.  New residential uses or structures authorized 
by the city council within the special noise impact district shall provide and 
include noise level reduction measures in the design and construction of all such 
habitable structures to achieve the interior noise level reduction established by 
the city council.  Such noise reduction shall in no event be less than a 30-decibel 
reduction in A-weighted levels, determined or calculated in accordance with article 
11 of chapter 22 of this Code.  Noise reduction measures shall include central air 
conditioning or an equivalent thereof.


Sec.	810	Noise	Impact	District	(NID).


(A) Description.  The noise impact district (NID) is composed of those areas located 
within the noise impact boundary contours as shown on the air installation 
compatible use zone map.


(B) Noise Level Reduction Measures.  New residential uses or structures permitted by 
the underlying zone and within the noise impact district shall provide and include 
noise level reduction measures in the design and construction of all such habitable 
structures to achieve an interior noise level reduction of 25 decibels in A-weighted 
levels, as determined or calculated in accordance with article 11 of chapter 22 of 
this Code.  Noise reduction measures shall include central air conditioning or an 
equivalent thereof.
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Sec. 811 Airport Influence District.


(A) The airport influence district is composed of that area designated by section 805 of 
this district.  Development in the airport influence district shall comply with height 
restrictions in the underlying zone district, which do not intrude into FAR part 77 
surfaces for military airports.


(B) An avigation easement with the city as sole grantee shall be conveyed to the city by 
any person subdividing lands or initiating construction of any structure on already 
subdivided lands within the airport influence area.


(C) Vendors of real property located within the airport influence area shall provide the 
following notice to prospective purchasers and cause such notice to be recorded 
with the clerk and recorder of the appropriate county:


 NOTICE
  The property known as (legal description and address) is located within an area that  
  has been officially designated as an airport influence district by the City of Aurora.   
  As a result of this designation the property is subject to one or more of the  
  following:


  (1) An avigation easement granted to the City of Aurora recorded in book 
    ________, at page ________, ________ County, Colorado, which allows  
   for the unobstructed passage of aircraft above the property, and provides for  
   the waiver of any right or cause of action against the City of Aurora due to  
   noise, vibrations, fumes, dust, fuel particulates caused by aircraft or airport  
   operations.


  (2) The use and enjoyment of the property may be affected by aircraft noise,  
   vibrations, fumes, smoke, dust, or fuel particulates from aircraft operation.


  (3) The noise to which the property may be subject from aircraft operation may  
   exceed 65 LDN, the maximum acceptable level set by the Federal  
   Department of Housing and Urban Development for residential land use  
   (only if located within the LDN 65 contour).


  (4) The involved property is located within an area that has been designated as  
   an accident potential zone II.  Such property may be characterized by high  
   noise levels and accident potential resulting from aircraft operations (only if  
   located within APZ II).


  (5) The involved property is located within an area that has been designated as  
   an accident potential zone I.  Such property may be characterized by high  
   noise levels and significant accident potential resulting from aircraft  
   operations (only if located within APZ I).
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Appendix 4.4


SAMPLE	FROM	FORT	CAMPBELL,	KY	JLUS


SPECIAL	PURPOSE	DISTRICT	REGULATIONS
LAND	USE	COMPATIBILITY	DISTRICT


100. Establishment and Jurisdiction


  The requirement of this Article shall apply as appropriate within the Land Use  
  Compatibility District, created by section _____________________________


101. LUCD, Land Use Compatibility Districts


101.1  Types of Districts


   There are hereby created Land Use Compatibility Districts for certain  
   areas around Fort Campbell. The purpose of these districts is to maximize  
   the safety of land use and minimize the affect of aircraft noise and safety---- 
   to further ensure land use compatibility.


   These districts are further divided and shown on the official zoning map  
   as follows:


   APZ- 1, Accident Potential Zone I
   APZ-2, Accident Potential Zone II
   DNL-1, Day-Night Noise Level Zone I
   DNL-2, Day-Night Noise Level Zone II
   DNL-3, Day-Night Noise Level Zone III


101.2  Restrictions within the Land Use Compatibility Districts


   Land zoned APZ- 1, APZ-2, DNL- 1, DNL-2 or DNL-3 may not be used  
   for any purpose other than those indicated by Table II, and under the  
   conditions attached thereto. Property owners or land users should consult  
   both the text of this Article and the Official Zoning Map to determine the  
   location of properties in question and the limitations imposed thereon by  
   this Article.


101.3  Land Use


   The use of land within these zones shall be subject to the following safety  
   and performance standards and the requirements of Table II.  Where  
   permitted uses listed by Table II are at variance with the applicable  
   residential or non-residential zoning district within which they are   
   proposed, the more restrictive shall apply.
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   A. Safety Standards - The concentration of persons per use shall be in  
    compliance with Table I.


    1. Maximum Number of Persons - The maximum number of  
     persons per use shall be a function of the number of hours of 
     operation per day of the use and shall be expressed on an  
     acre per hour basis.  Further, a structure or use or contiguous  
     structure or use, shall not accommodate a gathering of  
     individuals, including employees and non-employees, that  
     would result in an average density of greater than 25 persons  
     per acre per hour during a 24-hour period or that would  
     exceed 50 persons per acre at any given time.


     Such limitations shall be a special condition of the issuance  
     of the building permit and certificate of occupancy.  The  
     occupant of any such premises shall not permit such   
     limitations to be exceeded.  The premises shall thereafter  
     continuously be posted with a form of notice of said   
     limitations, as prescribed by the Planning Commission.


    2. Concentrations of Persons per Acre Standard


Table I


Concentrations of Persons Per Acre Standard


 24 25
 23 26
 22 27
 21 28
 20 30
 19 31
 18 33
 17 35
 16 37
 15 40
 14 42
 13 46
 12 or less 59*
   
 


Hours of Operation
Per Day


Maximum Persons Allowed
Per Acre/During Each Hour


Note:  Fractions in the maximum persons allowed column are rounded to the lowest whole number.


  *Concentrations of persons per acre cannot exceed 50 persons per acre at any time.
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    3. Formula - The maximum persons per acre per hour for the 
     duration of time that persons are expected to be on site  
     during a 24-hour period may be determined as follows:


     a. Average densities of persons per hour during a  
      24-hour period are determined by calculating the  
      number of persons per acre expected on a site,   
      multiplying by the number of hours they will be on  
      the site, and dividing the total by 24.


    Example #1: One 8-hour shift of 30 workers on a 1-acre site.
    30 persons expected X 8 hours on site 240


    240 = average density of 10 persons per 24 hours
    acre per hour during a 24-hour period


    Example #2: Two 8-hour shifts of 30 workers on a 1-acre site.
    30 persons expected X 16 hours on site = 480


    480 = average density of 20 persons per acre 24 hours 
    per hour during a 24-hour period


     b. The maximum number of persons allowed per acre  
      per hour is calculated by dividing 24 hours by the  
      number of hours persons will be on the site, and  
      multiplying the result by 25 persons per acre per  
      hour.


    Example: A use on a 1-acre site has two 8-hour shifts.


    24 hours x 25 persons = 37.5 maximum 16 hours


    B. Performance Standards - Height and size requirements shall  
     be evaluated in accord with the “Ordinance Regulating the  
     Height of Structures and Other Activities in the Vicinity of  
     Fort Campbell,” as adopted _______.


     1. Buildings and Like Structures
 
      a. Setbacks: Front - 50 feet
         Rear - 50 feet
         Interior Side - 20 feet
         Exterior Side - 50 feet
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      b. Off-Street Parking: Off-street parking  
       for uses within his district shall comply with  
       ____________, as appropriate.


   


101.4  Prohibited Uses - All uses indicated by a NO in the applicable sub zone  
   column of Table II are expressly prohibited.


101.5  Non-Conforming Uses


   The regulations prescribed by this Section shall not be construed to require  
   the removal, lowering or other change or alteration of any structure or use  
   not conforming to the regulations as of the effective date hereof or otherwise  
   interfere with the continuance of any non-conforming use.  Nothing  
   herein contained shall require any change in the construction, alteration or  
   intended use of any structure, the construction or alteration of which has  
   begun or plans or residential subdivision plats which have been filed in the  
   Planning Commission Office prior to the effective date of this ordinance.


101.6  Permits


   Building permits and sign permits shall be required for all construction, in  
   accord with ______.


   (1) Future Uses. Each application for a building permit shall indicate the  
    purpose for which the permit is desired, with sufficient particularity  
    to determine whether the resulting use or structure would conform to   
    the regulations herein prescribed.


   (2) Existing Uses. Any existing non-conforming use or structure may  
    be replaced, substantially altered, or rebuilt in accord with the  
    permit requirements of______; provided such non-conforming use  
    would not: (a) create a flight hazard or use not authorized by this  
    ordinance; or (b) permit a non-conforming use or structure to be  
    made or become a greater hazard to air navigation or less compatible  
    in use than it was on the effective date of this ordinance, or than it is  
    when the application for permit is made.


101.7  Variance Permits


   The _______________________ shall have the power to grant variances  
   to the ___________and to authorize the issuance of variance permits  
   therefore as defined in_______________, provided that the Commander of  
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   Fort Campbell, or his designee, shall be notified of any variances being  
   requested and shall be asked for comments on such requests.


101.8  Other Ordinances


   Adoption of this ordinance shall not invalidate any existing ordinance, and  
   shall be used in addition to such ordinances, such as the [“Ordinance  
   Regulating the Height of Structures and Other Activities in the Vicinity of  
   Fort Campbell”].


Land Use Compatibility District Uses


 Single Family and Mobile Homes* No Yes 25 30 No


 Single-Family** No No 25 30 No


 Multi-Family Dwelling*** No No 25 30 No


 Permanent Residence 
 Mobile Home Parks No No 25 30 No


 Transient Lodging - Hotels, Motels No No 25 30 No


 Food & Kindred Products No Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Textile Mill Products No Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Apparel No No (10) (12) (13)


 Lumber & Wood Products Yes(1) Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Furniture & Fixtures Yes(1) Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Paper & Allied Products Yes(1) Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Printing, Publishing Yes(1) Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Chemicals and Allied Products No No (10) (12) (13)


 Petroleum Refining & 
 Related Industries No Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Rubber & Misc Plastics No No (10) (12) (13)


 Stone, Clay & Glass Products No Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Primary Metal Industries No Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Fabricated Metal Products No Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Professional, Scientific 
 & Control Instruments No Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Misc Manufacturing Yes(1) Yes(1) (10) (12) (13)


 Land Use Category DNL-1
(65-75 DB


DNL-2
(75-80 DB


DNL-3
80 + DBAPZ-1 APZ-2


Residential


Districts


Industrial/Manufacturing
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Land Use Compatibility District Uses (Continued)


 Railroad, Rapid Rail Yes(2) Yes (10) (12) (13)


 Motor Vehicle Transportation Yes(2) Yes (10) (12) (13)


 Aircraft Transportation Yes(2) Yes (10) (12) (13)


 Highway & Street ROW Yes(2) Yes (10) (12) (13)


 Auto Parking Yes(2) Yes (10) (12) (13)


 Communications Yes(2) Yes (10) (12) (13)


 Utilities Yes(2) Yes (10) (12) (13)


 Landfills & Hazardous 
 Waste Facilities  No (10) (12) (13)


 Wholesale Trade Yes(1) Yes(1) 25 (12) (13)


 Building Materials-Retail Yes(1) Yes(1) 25 (12) (13)


 General Merchandise-Retail
 (Less than 10,000 sq.ft. per acre)   Yes(1,11) Yes(1,11) 25 (12) (13)


 General Merchandise-Retail
 (Over 10,000 sq.ft. per acre)   No No 25 (12) (13)


 Food Retail-Groceries No No Yes (12) (13)


 Other Food Retail Yes(1) Yes(1) 25 (12) (13)


 Automotive, Marine, Aviation-Retail Yes(1) Yes(1) 25 (12) (13)


 Apparel & Accessories-Retail No Yes(1) 25 (12) (13)


 Furniture, Home Furnishings-Retail No Yes(1) 25 (12) (13) 


 Eating & Drinking Establishments No Yes(1) 25 (12) (13)


 Finance, Insurance & Real Estate Yes(1) Yes(1,3) 25 (30) (13)


 Personal Services Yes(1) Yes(1,3) 25 (30) (13)


 Cemeteries Yes(1,3,4) Yes(1,3,4) NA NA NA


 Business Services Yes(1) Yes(1,3) 25 (30) (13)


 Warehousing & Storage Services Yes(1) Yes(1) 25 (12) (13)


 Explosives Storage No No 25 (12) (13)


 Repair Services Yes(1,3) Yes(1,3) 25 (12) (13)


 Medical & Other Health Services No No 25 30 30


 Hospital No No 25 30 30


 Land Use Category DNL-1
(65-75 DB


DNL-2
(75-80 DB


DNL-3
80 + DBAPZ-1 APZ-2


Transportation, Communications, Utilities


Districts


Commercial/Retail Trade


Services
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Land Use Compatibility District Uses (Continued)


 Legal Services Yes(1) Yes(1,3) 25 30 30


 Other Professional Services Yes(1) Yes(1,3) 25 30 30


 Contract Construction Services Yes(1) Yes(1,3) 25 30 30


 Government Services No Yes(1,3) 25 30 30


 Educational Services No No 30 30 30


 Religious Activities No No 30 30 30


 Cultural Activities No No 25 30 30


 Nature Exhibitions Yes(S) Yes(5) NA (12) (13)


 Entertainment Facilities, 
 Indoor/Outdoor No No NA (12) (13)


 Indoor/Outdoor Sports Activities No Yes(5,6,7) NA (12) (13)


 Water & Other Recreation Areas Yes(5) Yes(5) NA (12) (13)


 Resort & Group Camps No No NA (12) (13)


 Parks & Golf Courses Yes(5) Yes(5) NA (12) (13)


 Agricultural Related Activities Yes Yes NA (12) (13)


 Dairy & Livestock Farms (9) Yes Yes NA (12) (13)


 Forestry & Mining Yes Yes NA (12) (13)


 Fishing & Water Areas, Hunting Yes Yes NA (12) (13)


 Permanent Open Space Yes Yes NA (12) (13)


 Land Use Category DNL-1
(65-75 DB


DNL-2
(75-80 DB


DNL-3
80 + DBAPZ-1 APZ-2


Services Continued


Districts


Cultural, Entertainment, Recreation


Resource Production, Extraction, and Open Land


TABLE II – Notes (continued)


(1) Uses compatible only if they do not result in a large concentration of people.  A large 
concentration of people is defined as a gathering of individuals in an area that would result 
in an average density of greater than 25 people per acre per hour during a 24-hour period, 
or a single event that would result in the gathering of 50 persons per acre at any time.  (See 
Safety Requirement Standards)


In addition, the following factors need to be considered: Labor intensity, structural 
coverage, explosive characteristics, air pollution, size of establishment, peak period 
(including shopper/visitor) concentrations.
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(2) No passenger terminals and no major above ground transmission lines.


(3) Meeting places, auditoriums, etc. not allowed.


(4) Excludes chapels.


(5) Facilities must comply with Safety Requirement Standards and no high-intensity use or 
facilities, such as structured playgrounds, ball fields, or picnic pavilions.


(6) Clubhouse not allowed.


(7) Concentrated rings with large classes not allowed.


(8) Includes livestock grazing but excludes feedlots and intensive animal husbandry.


(9) Includes feedlots and intensive animal husbandry.


(10)  Measures to achieve NLR of 25 dB must be incorporated into the design and 
construction of portions of these buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise 
sensitive areas or where the normal noise level is low.


(ii) General Merchandise – Retail: compatible provided that individual shops do not exceed 
2,500 sq. ft. and that not more than 4 shops per acre are allowed.


(12)  Measures to achieve NLR of 30 dB must be incorporated into the design and 
construction of portions of these buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise 
sensitive areas or where the normal noise level is low.


(13)  Measure to achieve NLR of 35 dB must be incorporated into the design and 
construction portions of these buildings where the public is received, office areas, noise 
sensitive areas or where the normal level is low.


Table II -- Notes (continued)


NOTES:
(a)  * Less than or equal to two (2) dwelling units per acre.
  ** More than two (2) dwelling units per acre.
  ~ Including duplex, triplex, and quadruple.


(b)   Computations for Residential Density Include Roads and Right-of-Ways.


(c)  dB = Decibels


(d)  25, 30 or 35 dB - Measures to achieve NLR 25, 30 or 35 dB must be incorporated  
  into design and construction or structures in accord with the Guidelines For The  
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  Sound Insulation of Residences Exposed to Aircraft Operations, prepared by Naval  
  Facilities Engineering Command, Special Advisors for Planning Coordination,  
  Alexandria, Virginia; Federal Aviation Administration, Office of Environment &  
  Energy; and Office of Airport Planning & Programming, Washington, D.C., latest  
  edition.


(e)   NA = Not applicable


(f)  NLR = Noise Level Reduction


Noise	Level	Reduction


The Kentucky Building Code, now in its 14th year, is essentially the BOCA National 
Building Code published by Building Officials arid Code Administrators International, Inc. 
(BOCA), with specific Kentucky amendments. It provides minimum standards to insure the 
public safety, health and welfare insofar as they are affected by building construction and to 
secure safety to life and property from all hazards incident to the occupancy of buildings, 
structures or premises. The code states regulations in terms of measured performance rather 
than in rigid specifications of materials whenever possible and, in this way, makes possible 
the acceptance of new materials and methods of construction which can be evaluated by 
national standards, without the necessity of adopting cumbersome amendments for each 
variable condition.


Building code noise limits as specified in the Kentucky Building Code Section 1214.0 
Sound Transmission Control in Residential Buildings are important since economic, social 
and other pressures often cause development of building types on land near airports, 
highways, and railroads that ‘are inconsistent with exterior sound levels. In these cases, 
the only way to protect the public is for jurisdictions to incorporate provisions into their 
building codes or zoning ordinances that set minimum standards for the transmission 
of exterior sound into building spaces. Hence, transportation officials confronted with 
encroaching residential development should resort to the building codes to minimize 
impacts of noise in these new developments and casting the responsibility for noise control 
on the builder.
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Appendix 4.6:  Full Text of Proposed Revision of Horsham Township 
Zoning Ordinance


SECTION	8:	Military	Airport	Overlay	District	(MAPOD)
 
The Horsham Township Zoning Ordinance is hereby amended to include a new Section 
3000, which shall read as follows:


Section	3000:	Declaration	of	Legislative	Intent


In addition to the Legislative Intent of Section 101, and in order to implement the objectives 
of the Horsham Township Comprehensive Plan, the primary purpose of this section is as 
follows:


1. To implement Section 604 Zoning Purposes, of the Pennsylvania Municipalities 
Planning Code, related to the regulation of airports and national defense 
facilities.


2. To implement the Land Use Objectives regarding the Willow Grove Naval 
Air Station (NAS) as set forth in the Horsham Township Comprehensive Plan 
Update of 1989.


3. To promote, protect and facilitate the safety, and general welfare of the 
community by recognizing certain hazards exist from the operation of the 
NAS, specifically related to areas within the approach zones for various 
runways in areas of Horsham Township that are largely undeveloped.


4. To recognize that the Department of the Navy completed an “Air Installation 
Compatible Use Zone Study” (AICUZ) for the NAS, and that such study 
makes recommendations regarding what constitutes compatible land uses and 
densities around the NAS.


5. To recognize observed changes in the operation of the NAS.


6. To recognize that the AICUZ identifies accident hazard zones as being areas 
where future development should be severely limited.


7. To preserve the low density residential and non-residential character within 
the Horsham Township; to assure compatible development consistent with the 
adopted and approved Horsham Township Comprehensive Land Use Plan; to 
protect the public health, safety, and welfare of residents living in proximity 
to NAS/JRB Willow Grove from aircraft noise and accident potential related 
to Runways 15 and 33; and to guarantee open airspace corridors to and from 
NAS/JRB Willow Grove. 
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Section 3001: Definitions


Clear Zone 1 (CZ 1) – The most critical aircraft hazard area in the area immediately beyond 
the approach end of Runway 15 to the Northwest of NAS/JRB Willow Grove.  It is in the 
shape of a trapezoidal “approach” fan beginning at the end of Runway 15 and extending 
outward from the runway centerline for 3000 feet.  The dimensions are 1500 feet in width at 
the runway threshold and 2284 feet in width at the outer edge.  


Clear Zone 2 (CZ 2) – An aircraft hazard area located at the end of Runway 33 to the Southeast 
of NAS Willow Grove.  It is in the shape of a trapezoidal “approach” fan beginning at the 
end of Runway 33 and extending outward from the runway centerline for 3000 feet.  The 
dimensions are 1500 feet in width at the runway threshold and 2284 feet in width at the outer 
edge.   Notwithstanding the fact that the area south of Runway 33 is substantially committed 
to urban development, it has been determined that additional safeguards are required to protect 
the public health and safety from the potential for aircraft accident.  For this reason, most uses 
are prohibited and a Special Exception for certain use activity is required by this ordinance.  
Land uses in the CZ 2 in existence at the time of the adoption of this amendment shall not 
be considered non-conforming for purposes of the administration of this zoning ordinance, 
subject to the provisions of section 2404.


Day Night Average Sound Level (DNL) – The Code of Federal Regulation, Title 14, Part 150 
defines DNL as the 24-hour average sound level, in decibels, for the period from midnight to 
midnight, obtained after the addition of ten decibels to sound levels for the periods between 
midnight and 7 a.m., and between 10 p.m. and midnight local time.  As used in this ordinance, 
it is the average sound level of aircraft noise events for the average annual day expressed in 
A-weighted decibels.  A-weighting is a filtering system that adjusts low and high frequency 
sound pressure levels to closely correlate with the frequency range of human hearing.


High Noise Exposure Zone 1 (NEZ 1) - An area with the loudest noise impact on the 
surrounding community, measured by Day-Night Average Sound Levels of 65 dBA or 
greater, and extending into Clear Zones 1 and 2.  Land uses in the NEZ 1 in existence at the 
time of the adoption of this amendment shall not be considered non-conforming for purposes 
of the administration of this zoning ordinance, subject to the provisions of section 2404, 
Discontinued Use.


High Noise Exposure Zone 2 (NEZ 2) – An area of significant noise impact, measured by Day 
Night Average Sound Levels at or above 60 dBA, but below 65 dBA.


Accident Potential Zone 1 (APZ 1) – The area beyond Clear Zone 1 to the Northwest of 
NAS/JRB Willow Grove, which has a measurable potential for aircraft accidents during times 
of aircraft approach and take-off.  APZ 1 is less hazardous than Clear Zone 1, but poses a 
sufficient level of potential danger to the public health and safety as to require lower density 
residential zoning, restrictions on places of assembly, and limitations on building and structure 
height in excess of those that otherwise may be permitted by underlying zoning.  Land uses in 
the APZ 1 in existence at the time of the adoption of this amendment shall not be considered 
non-conforming for purposes of the administration of the zoning ordinance, subject to the 
provisions of section 2404, Discontinued Use.
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Accident Potential Zone 2 (APZ 2) -- The rectangular area to the Northwest of NAS/JRB 
Willow Grove beyond APZ 1, which poses a lesser degree of hazard than APZ 1, but poses a 
sufficient level of potential danger to the public health and safety as to require lower density 
residential zoning, restrictions on places of assembly, and limitations on building and structure 
height in excess of those that otherwise may be permitted by underlying zoning.  Land uses in 
the APZ 2 in existence at the time of the adoption of this amendment shall not be considered 
non-conforming for purposes of the administration of the zoning ordinance, subject to the 
provisions of section 2404, Discontinued Use.


Accident Potential Zone 3 (APZ 3) – The rectangular area to the Southeast of NAS/JRB 
Willow Grove beyond CZ 2, which has a measurable potential for aircraft accidents during 
times of aircraft approach and take-off.  APZ 3 is less hazardous than Clear Zone 2, but poses 
a sufficient level of potential danger to the public health and safety as to require restrictions 
on places of assembly and limitations on building and structure height in excess of those 
that otherwise may be permitted by underlying zoning.  Land uses in the APZ 3 in existence 
at the time of the adoption of this amendment shall not be considered non-conforming for 
purposes of the administration of the zoning ordinance, subject to the provisions of section 
2404, Discontinued Use.


NAS/JRB Willow Grove Influence Area Disclosure District	-	All land in Horsham Township 
within the NAS/JRB Willow Grove Joint Land-Use Study (JLUS) “Study Area” as reflected 
on the Official Zoning Map of Horsham Township as the NAS/JRB Willow Grove Influence 
Area Disclosure District.


Noise Sensitive Development - A term applicable to all habitable areas in residential 
development and in all structures used for business or public assembly where there is a 
reasonable need and expectation for verbal communication to occur without the need to raise 
voices above normal levels.


Section	3002:	Overlay	Concept


The Military Airport Overlay District (MAPOD) shall be deemed an overlay on any zoning 
district within it’s boundaries as depicted on the official Horsham Township Zoning Map, 
and now or hereafter is applicable to any lot or portion of a lot that lies within the overlay 
district.


Section 3003: Definition and Establishment of the MAPOD


1. The MAPOD shall be delineated on the Horsham Township Zoning Map, which is 
hereby made a part of this Ordinance and is available for inspection at the Township Office.


2. It is recognized that the AICUZ study may be updated from time to time by the 
Department of the Navy, and the Township specifically reserves the right to update the 
MAPOD boundaries and regulations to reflect such studies.


3. The MAPOD shall supersede and modify the underlying zoning district and any other 
conflicting ordinance requirements.
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4. The MAPOD is comprised of seven sub-districts consisting of – Clear Zones (CZ) 1 
and 2; High Noise Exposure Zones (NEZ) 1 and 2; and Accident Potential Zones (APZ) 1, 
2, and 3, which permit uses and area, bulk and height requirements reflective of the relative 
potential threat to public health and safety associated with high noise levels and potential 
for aircraft accident within each sub-district.


Section	3004:	Permitted	Uses


3004.1.  A building may be erected, altered or used, or a lot may be used or occupied for 
one (1) principal use for any of the following purposes in the MAPOD, if permitted in the 
underlying zoning district classification:
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 Woodland, game preserve or P P P P P
 other conservation use


 Agricultural Use - tilling of soil, P P P P P
 plant nursery or greenhouse


 Agricultural Use - keeping X P P P P
 of livestock and poultry


 Municipal park or recreation area X P P P P


 Single Family Detached Dwelling X P P X P


 Utility Line, or any necessary SE P P P P
 governmental or public utility use,
 but not including communication
 or electrical transmission towers


 Accessory uses on the same lot P P P P P
 with and customarily incidental 
 to the permitted uses


 Privately owned low density X SE P SE SE
 outdoor recreational area, 
 or 18 hole golf course


 Riding Academy X SE P X SE


 Stable for horses X SE P X SE


 Places of Assembly, including X X X X SE
 Churches, chapels or other places
 of worship


 Memorial park type cemetery X SE P SE SE


 Day care facilities for children X X X X SE
 or senior citizens


 Public or private schools, academies, X X X X SE
 colleges, and universities


 Uses not expressly stated in X X X X X
 this table


Permitted Uses in the 
R-1, R-2, R-2A, R-3 
Zoning Districts


Accident
Potential
Zone 2
(APZ 2)


High
Noise


Exposure
Zone 1
(NEZ 1)


High
Noise


Exposure
Zone 2
(NEZ 2)


Clear
Zone 1
(CZ 1)


Accident
Potential
Zone 1
(APZ 1)


X = Prohibited Uses               P = Permitted Use               SE = Special Exception


 Note:  Existing uses are permitted within the MAPOD, subject to the provisions of Section 2404, 
Discontinued Use.  The zoning district descriptions, permitted uses and other limitations are contained 
in the  Horsham Township Zoning Ordinance 1143.  
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 Processing, compounding, X X P P P P
 treatment, packaging and
 manufacturing of uses permitted
 in §1801.1 or 1801.A.1


 Laundry, dry cleaning or X X P P P P
 dyeing plant


 Laboratory, research, experimental X X X X P P
 and testing


 Printing, publishing, lithographing X X P P P P
 and similar processes


 Office Buildings per §2101 X X X X P P


 Wholesale, warehouse, storage X X P P P P
 or distribution center per 
 §1801.6 or 1801.A.6


 Accessory uses per  X X P P P P
 §1801.7 or 1801.A.7


 Indoor recreational uses per  X X X X P P
 §1801.8 or 1801.A.8


 Restaurant X X SE SE E P


 Banks X X SE SE SE P


 Hotel-motel X X SE SE SE P


 Day Care Centers, Public and  X X X X X P
 private schools, academies, 
 Colleges, universities


 Utility line, or any necessary SE SE P P P P
 governmental or public utility use


 Communications tower, including X X X X X X
 antenna per §1901.2


 Billboard per §2001.2 X X SE SE SE SE


 Uses not expressly stated in  X X X X X X
 this table 


Permitted Uses in the 
PI, I-1, I-2, R-3 and I-3
Zoning Districts


Accident
Potential
Zone 3
(APZ 3)


High
Noise


Exposure
Zone 1
(NEZ 1)


High
Noise


Exposure
Zone 2
(NEZ 2)


Clear
Zone 1
(CZ 1)


Clear
Zone 2
(CZ 2)


Accident
Potential
Zone 1
(APZ 1)


X = Prohibited Uses               P = Permitted Use               SE = Special Exception


 Note:  Existing uses are permitted within the MAPOD, subject to the provisions of Section 2404, 
Discontinued Use.  The zoning district descriptions, permitted uses and other limitations are contained 
in the  Horsham Township Zoning Ordinance 1143.  
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 Woodland, game preserve or P P P P
 other conservation use


 Agricultural Use - tilling of soil, P P P P
 plant nursery or greenhouse


 Municipal park or recreation area X X P P


 Single Family Detached Dwelling X P X P


 Two Family Dwellings (duplexes X X X P


 Multiple dwelling or apartment house X X X P


 Professional Offices X X X P


 Places of Assembly, including X X X SE
 Churches, chapels or other places
 of worship


 Convalescent home, nursing home, X X X P
 life care community for the care 
 of elderly, or medical or surgical 
 hospital


 Public or private schools, academies, X X X SE
 colleges, and universities


 Utility Line, or any necessary SE P P P
 governmental or public utility use,
 but not including communication
 or electrical transmission towers


 Accessory uses on the same lot with P P P P
 and customarily incidental to the
 permitted uses


 Uses not expressly stated in X X X X
 this table


Permitted Uses in the 
R-4, R-5, R-7 
Zoning Districts


High
Noise


Exposure
Zone 1
(NEZ 1)


High
Noise


Exposure
Zone 2
(NEZ 2)


Clear
Zone 2
(CZ 2)


Accident
Potential
Zone 3
(APZ 3)


X = Prohibited Uses               P = Permitted Use               SE = Special Exception


 Note:  Existing uses are permitted within the MAPOD, subject to the provisions of Section 2404, 
Discontinued Use.  The zoning district descriptions, permitted uses and other limitations are contained 
in the  Horsham Township Zoning Ordinance 1143.  
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 Retail establishment X P P P


 Restaurant, cafe or similar food or X P P P
 beverage establishment


 Personal service shop X P P P


 Assembly hall, community building, X X P P
 indoor recreational establishment,
 library, day care center, theatre
 (except outdoor)


 Banks or similar financial institutions X P P P


 Office or studio X P P P


 Post Office X P P P


 Passenger station for public X P P P
 transportation, electric substation,
 telephone and telegraph offices


 Self service laundry X P P P


 Automobile parking lots X P P P


 Satellite and Conditional Uses X P P P
 permitted in §1302-A or 1303-A


 General Service or Contractorʼs shop X P P P


 Hotel-motel X P P P


 Clubs for social, fraternal, civic X X P P
 cultural, or educational purposes


 Motor vehicle service station or X P P P
 repair shop, used car lot, public
 garage, or materials storage yard


 Accessory uses on the same lot X P P P
 with and customarily incidental
 to the permitted uses


 Uses not expressly stated in X P P P
 this table


Permitted Uses in the 
C-1, C-5, SC-1 and GC-2, 
Zoning Districts


High
Noise


Exposure
Zone 1
(NEZ 1)


High
Noise


Exposure
Zone 2
(NEZ 2)


Clear
Zone 2
(CZ 2)


Accident
Potential
Zone 3
(APZ 3)


X = Prohibited Uses               P = Permitted Use               SE = Special Exception


 Note:  Existing uses are permitted within the MAPOD, subject to the provisions of Section 2404, 
Discontinued Use.  The zoning district descriptions, permitted uses and other limitations are contained 
in the  Horsham Township Zoning Ordinance 1143.
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Section 3005: Noise Level Reduction (NLR) Requirements 


All new noise-sensitive development permitted in NEZ 1 and NEZ 2 must meet the following 
NLR requirements:


•	 NEZ 1 – NLR 30 dBA


•	 NEZ 2 – NLR 25 dBA


This requirement is applicable to all building permits issued after the date of this 
amendment and is administered via the Horsham Township Building Code, which 
specifies in detail the structures and improvements to existing structures that are subject 
to this provision.  The Building Code also specifies appropriate building materials that 
will achieve the prescribed NLR.


Section	3006:		Height	Limitations	


Height limitations are specified by Federal Aviation Regulation (FAR), Part 77.28, Military 
Airport Imaginary Surfaces.  Throughout the approach, transitional, inner horizontal, 
outer horizontal, and conical areas in the vicinity of NAS/JRB Willow Grove, no building, 
structure, or object of natural growth shall be erected, extended, or allowed to grow beyond 
the maximum height established by the height overlay district applicable to the lot on which 
the building, structure, or object of natural growth is located.


Notwithstanding the height limitations of the underlying zoning district, the maximum height 
of a building, structure, or object of natural growth shall be established by the designated 
height district applicable to the lot on which it is located as shown on the Horsham Township 
Official Height Zoning Map.  The Official Height Zoning Map shall reflect and be consistent 
with the Federal Aviation Administration FAR Part 77.28, which specifies military airport 
imaginary surfaces as follows:


(a)  Related to airport reference points.  These surfaces apply to all military 
airports. For the purposes of this section a military airport is any airport 
operated by an armed force of the United States.


(1) Inner horizontal surface.  A plane that is oval in shape at a 
height of 150 feet above the established airfield elevation.  
The plane is constructed by scribing an arc with a radius of 
7,500 feet about the centerline at the end of each runway 
and interconnecting these arcs with tangents.


(2) Conical surface.  A surface extending from the periphery 
of the inner horizontal surface outward and upward at a 
slope of 20 to 1 for a horizontal distance of 7,000 feet 
to a height of 500 feet above the established airfield 
elevation.
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(3) Outer horizontal surface.  A plane located 500 feet above 
the established airfield elevation, extending outward 
from the outer periphery of the conical surface for a 
horizontal distance of 30,000 feet.


(b) Related to runways.  These surfaces apply to all military airports.


(1) Primary surface.  A surface located on the ground or water longitudinally 
centered on each runway with the same length as the runway.  The width 
of the primary surface for runways is 2,000 feet. However, at established 
bases where substantial construction has taken place in accordance with 
a previous lateral clearance criteria, the 2,000-foot width may be reduced 
to the former criteria.  Note:	This	caveat	applies	to	NAS/JRB	Willow	
Grove,	where	the	primary	surface	width	is	1500	feet.


(2) Clear zone surface.  A surface located on the ground or water at each end 
of the primary surface, with a length of 1,000 feet and the same width as 
the primary surface.


(3) Approach clearance surface.  An inclined plane, symmetrical about the 
runway centerline extended, beginning 200 feet beyond each end of the 
primary surface at the centerline elevation of the runway end and extending 
for 50,000 feet.  The slope of the approach clearance surface is 50 to 1 
along the runway centerline extended until it reaches an elevation of 500 
feet above the established airport elevation.  It then continues horizontally 
at this elevation to a point 50,000 feet from the point of beginning.  The 
width of this surface at the runway end is the same as the primary surface; 
it flares uniformly, and the width at 50,000 is 16,000 feet.


(4) Transitional surfaces.  These surfaces connect the primary surfaces, 
the first 200 feet of the clear zone surfaces, and the approach clearance 
surfaces to the inner horizontal surface, conical surface, outer horizontal 
surface or other transitional surfaces.  The slope of the transitional Surface 
is 7 to 1 outward and upward at right angles to the runway centerline.


(Note:  If the recommended Height Ordinance provisions below are adopted, an official 
Horsham Township Height Zoning Map must be created by a separate action of the Township 
Council.  Also, if the MAPOD is adopted as recommended herein, all of the area in the current 
zoning ordinance APZ I in will be included in the new APZ 1.)
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Section	3007: Area	and	Bulk	Requirements


All of the zoning district area and bulk requirements of the underlying zoning district shall 
apply unless specifically modified herein:
 


 Lot Area Three (3) acres in APZ 1
 Lot Width 250 feet at Building Line
 Building Coverage Not more than 10%
 Lot Coverage Not more than 15%
 Front Yard Not less than 60ʼ
 Side Yards Two, not less than 80ʼ in aggregate width,
  with neither less than 35ʼ in width


 Rear Yard Not less than 80ʼ


 Height (This height limit is also applicable in the 35ʼ, except not more than the aircraft glide slope
 R-4, R-5, R-6, F-7 & C-2 Zoning Districts) as set forth in §602.6, or more than the “Military
  Airport Imaginary Surfaces” defined in Sections
  3200 as required by Federal Aviation Regulation,
  Part 77.28 Per Section 531 B 


 Density Per Section 521 B
 Contiguous Building Envelope Area 8,999 SF  
 


 Height 45ʼ for buildings and structures defined in
  §518-A and 120ʼ for towers and antennas defined
  in §1901.2, except not more than the aircraft 
  glide slope as set forth in §602.6, or more than
  the “Military Airport Imaginary Surfaces” defined
  in Section 3200 as specified by Federal Aviation
  Regulation, Part 77.28


In the R-1, R-5, R-2A & R-3, 
Zoning Districts MAPOD


In the C-1, C-5, SC-1, GC-2, 
I-1, I-2 & I-3 Zoning Districts MAPOD


Section 3008: NAS/JRB Willow Grove Influence Area Disclosure District


No contract for sale or lease, deed, or plat of the property or any portion thereof located 
within the NAS/JRB Willow Grove Influence Area Disclosure District (Disclosure 
District), as defined in Section 3001 and reflected on the Official Zoning Map of 
Horsham Township, shall be drawn, made, executed, used, or recorded unless there is 
noted on such contract for sale or lease, deed, or plat of said property a statement of 
disclosure that the subject property, all or part of which, is located within the Disclosure 
District.  In addition, the disclosure shall indicate whether or not the property, all or 
part of which, is located within the DNL 60 decibel (dB) or greater noise contour 
sub-district, and/or any of the following sub-districts:  CZ 1, CZ 2, APZ 1, APZ 2 or 
APZ 3.  Property owners/agents and property purchaser/lessee agents shall formally 
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deliver a copy of the Horsham Township Disclosure District map to affected future 
purchasers, mortgagees, occupiers and users of property located within the Horsham 
Township Disclosure District.


A disclosure document, to be signed by all parties to an affected real property 
transaction within the Disclosure District, shall include the following language:


“The real property transaction between ___________ and _______
____ is located in the Horsham Township NAS/JRB Willow Grove 
Influence Area Disclosure District and is subject to noise, vibration 
and emissions from low-altitude overflights, occasional special 
military events including air shows and training exercises that may 
involve movement of large numbers of personnel and equipment by 
land or air.  I/We the undersigned parties to this transaction hereby 
acknowledge that the property subject to this transaction is located 
within the NAS/JRB Willow Grove Influence Area Disclosure 
District.  I/We further acknowledge that the property (is) or (is not) 
located within the 60 dB or greater Day Night Average Sound Level 
noise contour, and/or an aircraft clear or accident potential zone as 
defined by the Horsham Township Zoning Ordinance and Official 
Zoning Map, adopted            (date)          .”


The disclosure document shall be signed and dated by all parties to the transaction, and in the 
case of sale transactions, shall be incorporated into the settlement documentation.  All parties 
to the transaction shall receive a copy of the disclosure document and Horsham Township 
Disclosure District map.


Section	3009:	Applicability


Should the MAPOD be declared inapplicable to any tract by reason of action of (1) the 
Township Council in amending this Ordinance; or (2) the Zoning Officer, the Zoning Hearing 
Board, or any court of competent jurisdiction in interpreting the same; or (3) the Zoning 
Hearing Board or any court of competent jurisdiction in determining a legal effect of the 
same; the zoning applicable to such lot shall be deemed to be the District in which it is located 
without consideration of this Article.


Should the underlying zoning of any parcel or any part thereof which the MAPOD is located 
be changed through any legislative or administrative actions or judicial discretion, such 
change shall have no effect on the MAPOD unless such change was specifically included as 
part of the original application.


SECTION	9.	Repealer


All Ordinances or parts of Ordinances which are inconsistent herewith are hereby repealed. 


SECTION	10.	Severability
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If any sentence, clause, section or part of this Ordinance is for any reason found to be 
unconstitutional, illegal or invalid, such unconstitutionality, illegality or invalidity shall 
not affect or impair any of the remaining provisions, sentences, clauses, sections or part of 
this Ordinance. It is hereby declared as the intent of the Board of Supervisors of Horsham 
Township, that this Ordinance would have been adopted had such unconstitutional, illegal or 
invalid sentence, clause, section or part thereof not been included therein.


SECTION	11.	Effective	Date


This Ordinance shall be effective five (5) days after enactment.


 ENACTED AND ORDAINED by the Horsham Township Council this __ day of _______2001.
 
 
 ATTEST     TOWNSHIP COUNCIL
       TOWNSHIP OF HORSHAM


    
 


  
       Township Secretary                     President
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Appendix 4.7  
-- Orlando, Florida Zoning Code - Aircraft Noise Overlay District


2R.		AN	AIRCRAFT	NOISE	OVERLAY	DISTRICT


Sec.	58.370.		Relationship	to	the	Growth	Management	Plan.


The AN Aircraft Noise Overlay District implements GMP Transportation Element Objective 
1.19 to facilitate proper land use planning and prohibit incompatible land uses in the areas 
surrounding the Orlando International Airport (OIA) and the Orlando Executive Airport 
(OEA). GMP Future Land Use Element Policy 2.4.11 also specifies that the City and Greater 
Orlando Aviation Authority shall work cooperatively to implement the Aircraft Noise and 
Land Use Control Map concept, which utilizes the AN Overlay district.


(Ord. of 9-16-1991, Doc. #25094; Ord. of 5-20-1996, Doc. #29361; Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 7, 
Doc. #32283)


Sec.	58.371.		Purpose	of	the	District.


The purpose of the Aircraft Noise Overlay District is to protect the health, safety, and welfare 
of persons and property in the vicinity of the OIA and OEA. Aircraft noise may be considered 
annoying, objectionable, or unhealthy to residents in the community surrounding the 
airports.  The AN Overlay District is intended to reduce noise and safety hazards associated 
with aircraft operations, to preserve the operational stability of the airports, and assist in the 
implementation of policies and recommendations found in the City’s Growth Management 
Plan and in appropriate FAA sponsored Part 150 Studies.


The requirements found in the AN Overlay District are intended to supplement all other 
zoning districts in which land may be classified, and the various Chapters of the City Code 
which might impact on aviation and land development, including, but not limited to, safety, 
fire, building, and health codes. However, to the extent that any provision of this Part conflicts 
with another code or ordinance, the provisions of this Part shall govern and control.
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Figure 7A


Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone Map
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(Ord. of 5-20-1996, Doc. #29361; Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 9, Doc. #32283)of 9-16-1991, Doc. 
#25094; Ord. of 5-20-1996, Doc. #29361; Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 9, Doc. #32283)
Sec.	58.372.		Establishment	of	Aircraft	Noise/Land	Use	Control	Zones.


Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zones - Five separate Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control 
Zones shall be established as shown on the Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone Map 
(Figure 7A).  The Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zones are based on a projection of future 
noise environments arising from aircraft flight operations at the OIA and OEA, as such 
environments were defined by FAR Part 150 Studies.


A composite contour was developed to establish the aircraft noise overlay zones. This was 
accomplished based on land use controls for two noise metrics (DNL and dBA Aircraft Noise 
Metric). The DNL metric is a day-night sound level used to present cumulative/average long 
term aircraft noise exposure. The dBA Aircraft Noise Metric is a single event maximum 
sound level measure used to describe peak noise levels of representative aircraft flyovers as 
related to speech interference.


Zone A - 75 and greater DNL contour


Zone B - 70 to 75 DNL contour


Zone C - 65 to 70 DNL contour


Zone D - The composite limits of the 60 DNL contour and the 80 dBA Aircraft Noise 
Metric contour to the 65 DNL contour


Zone E - The composite of the limits of the 55 DNL and the 75 dBA Aircraft Noise 
Metric contour to the composite limits of the 60 DNL contour and the 80 dBA Aircraft 
Noise Metric contour.


The boundaries of the AN Overlay District shall be construed as the outer boundary 
of Zone E, and may be altered by initiation of the City Council or Municipal Planning 
Board whenever there is a finding that noise impacts have changed, via a FAA Part 150 
Study.


Determination of Boundaries. In determining the location of noise zone boundaries on the 
Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone Map, the following standards shall apply:


1. For platted lots less than one (1) acre in size, where an Aircraft Noise/Land Use 
Control Zone boundary line enters or crosses said platted parcel, the land use 
restriction and sound level reduction standards associated with the more stringent 
Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone shall apply.


2. For platted and unplatted properties greater than 1 acre in size, where an Aircraft 
Noise/Land Use Control Zone boundary line enters or crosses the parcel, the 
regulations associated with more than one zone may apply.  The City shall utilize 
the Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone Map over-layed onto a 1/


8
th section line 
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map to determine the applicable Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone. The City, 
in consultation with the Greater Orlando Aviation Authority, shall determine the 
applicable line of demarcation. If conflicts arise, the City’s determination may be 
appealed to the Municipal Planning Board and City Council.


(Ord. of 9-16-1991, Doc. #25094; Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 11, Doc. #32283)


Secs. 58.373--58.379.  Reserved.


Editor’s	 note--Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 12, repealed § 58.373, relative to additional district 
requirements. Said section was derived from Ord. of 9-16-1991, Doc. #25094.


2S.		AIRCRAFT	NOISE


Sec.	58.380.		Land	Use	Restrictions.


Applicability of Overlay Zone Controls. Aircraft noise/land use control zone regulations shall 
not apply to existing residential and non-residential development, noise compatible land uses 
such as commercial, industrial, and office uses and/or vacant land zoned for such use, or vacant 
properties zoned for residential use prior to the adoption of this ordinance (unless a proposed 
modification of the residential zoning would reduce existing noise/land use compatibility).


The regulations prescribed by this Part shall not be construed to require the sound 
conditioning or other changes or alteration of any pre-existing structure not conforming 
to this Part as of the effective date of this revision or to otherwise interfere with the 
continuance of any pre-existing nonconforming use. Nothing in this Part shall require 
any such change in the construction or alteration of a structure which was begun prior to 
the effective date of this part and is diligently pursued.


(Ord. of 9-16-1991, Doc. #25094; Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 13, Doc. #32283)


Sec.	58.381.		Sound	Level	Requirements	for	Structures	and	Buildings.


The following chart (Figure 7B) summarizes the aircraft noise/land use controls associated 
with the noise overlay zones:


Figure	7b.	Aircraft	Noise	Land	Use	Controls


Residential Uses.


Consistent with Future Land Use Element Policy 2.4.11, the following controls shall apply 
to all residential uses including: single family, multifamily, mobile homes, and hotel/motel/
timeshare uses.
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 Zone E   X   


 Zone D  X X X   


 Zone C X X X  X X


 Zone B X X X   X


 Zone A (On Airport) X X X  X


Required Controls


Notification SLR
25 db


SLR
30 db


SLR
35 dbControl Zone Avigation


Easement
Waiver


of Claim


1. Single Family, Multi-Family, and Mobile Home uses prohibited in Zones A 
and B, except where prior approvals/ agreements grant such use. Hotel/Motel/
Timeshare uses are permitted in Zones A and B with appropriate controls as 
specified above.


2. While Single Family and Multifamily residential uses are permitted in Zone C, 
they are discouraged. Mobile Homes are specifically prohibited in Zone C. For 
Single Family uses in Zone C, a 35 SLR shall be applied. For Multifamily uses, 
a 30 SLR shall be applied.


Non-Residential Uses.


Consistent with Future Land Use Element Policy 2.4.11, the following controls shall 
apply to all sensitive non-residential land use types, consisting of: hospital/clinic/nursing 
home, childcare, and school uses. These regulations shall not be applied to commercial, 
industrial and/or office uses.


 Zone E   X   


 Zone D    X X   


 Zone C  X X  X 


 Zone B X X X   X


 Zone A (On Airport) X X X   X


Required Controls


Notification SLR
25 db


SLR
30 db


SLR
35 dbControl Zone Avigation


Easement
Waiver


of Claim


1. Hospital/Clinic/Nursing Homes, Childcare, and School uses prohibited in Zones A 
and B, except for aviation related training/educational facilities.


2. Childcare facilities in Zone C shall only be permitted as accessory uses. Stand-alone 
childcare facilities shall be prohibited.  Existing childcare facilities shall be permitted 
to expand so long as new structures meet the SLR standards shown above.
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3. Elementary, Middle and High School facilities, whether public or private, shall be 
prohibited in Zone C.  Other school facilities shall be reviewed as a Conditional Use, 
in which the SLR reduction specified above and additional land use compatibility 
measures may be applied.


SLR - Sound Level Reduction in Decibels (db) can be achieved through insulation, high-
grade windows, etc.


(Ord. of 9-16-1991, Doc. #25094; Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 14, Doc. #32283)


Sec.	58.382.		Sound	Level	Reduction	(SLR)	Design	Requirements


General Requirements. The SLR requirements found in Section 58.381 may be achieved by 
any suitable combination of building design, choice of building materials and execution of 
construction details in accordance with established architectural and acoustical principles. 
The SLR requirements shall apply to all occupied rooms having one or more exterior walls or 
ceilings, when furnished in accordance with the intended final usage of the room.


No new building or structure for which an SLR of 25, 30, or 35 is required by Section 58.381 
may be constructed unless and until a building permit therefore has been issued by the City.  
No such permit shall be issued unless and until conformance with the requirements contained 
in Section 58.381 is indicated by plans and specifications for the building or structure.


Verification Testing Procedures/SLR Design Information. Sound level reductions shall be 
determined for at least four aircraft fly-over events by a typical air carrier-sized jet aircraft for 
each room tested. The resulting value assigned to the room shall be the average value of the 
individual fly-over events. Using the noise signal generated by an individual aircraft fly-over 
event, outside and inside noise levels may be measured simultaneously.  The noise levels 
measured outside and inside the room being tested may be observed directly by simultaneously 
reading the maximum noise levels on two sound level meters; or the outside and inside fly-over 
event may be recorded on magnetic tape, and the required noise level reduction determined 
by analysis of the recorded signals.  In either case, the two measuring systems used for outside 
and inside noise measurement must satisfy the requirements for a Type II Sound Level Meter 
according to ANSI S1.4-197.  The two systems shall be calibrated prior to and following the 
fly-over events so that they indicate the same level within one decibel for the same noise, using 
suitable calibration procedures as specified by the manufacturer.  For calculations undertaken 
for purposes of meeting the requirements of this Part, the City, owner, or qualified acoustical 
consultant may use the assumed outside spectrum shown in Figure 8.
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Figure 8


Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone Map
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Note:  Closed circles show the corresponding relative
A-Weighted octave band sound pressure levels.


This spectrum may be used to make calculations for determining how the standards of this 
Part are to be met. Such calculations shall take into account the area and sound transmission 
loss characteristics of exposed room surfaces, and the amount of sound absorption in the 
room.


In residential structures, the assumed ratio of sound absorption to floor area for each room is 
as follows (making an allowance of at least two decibels for sound leaks and flanking sound 
transmission paths):


 63 0.03
 125 0.50
 250 0.75
 500+ 1.00


Octave Frequency Band (H2) Sound Absorption Floor Area


Inside Noise Levels. In residential structures, inside noise levels shall be measured with a 
single microphone, four feet above the floor, near the center of the room. For other structures, 
inside noise levels shall be measured with a single microphone, five feet above the floor, 
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either near the center of the room, or inside the room eight feet from the exterior wall most 
directly exposed to the aircraft noise, whichever distance from the most directly exposed wall 
is less.


For residential structures, it shall generally be sufficient to conduct tests in two rooms. One of 
the rooms to be tested shall be the bedroom most directly exposed to aircraft noise.  The other 
room to be tested shall be either the living room, dining room, or family room, whichever is 
most directly exposed to the aircraft noise.  The Building Official shall have sole authority in 
determining the number of rooms and the particular rooms to be tested.


For structures where a number of rooms receive nearly equal exposure to aircraft noise, tests 
need only be conducted in two of the near identical rooms.  For structures in which several 
rooms are to be evaluated, tests need only be conducted for those rooms whose exterior walls 
are most directly exposed to the noise source.  If noise level reduction requirements are met 
for these rooms, the tests need not be repeated for rooms of similar construction which are not 
directly exposed to fly-over events.


Adjustments for Unfurnished Rooms. When the sound level reduction is measured in an 
unfurnished or partially furnished room, an adjusted sound level reduction shall be computed 
by adding ten times the logarithm and the base ten of the ratio of the floor area of the room 
to the sound absorption in the unfurnished or partially furnished room but in any event, such 
correction shall not exceed two decibels.  The adjusted noise level reduction value shall be 
used in determining compliance with the SLR requirements.  If the noise level reduction is 
measured in a furnished room, no adjustment in the noise level reduction may be made.


Outside Noise Levels. The outside noise level shall be measured in an unobstructed 
location near the center of the wall most directly exposed to the aircraft noise source, 
approximately five feet above the level of the floor of the room being tested and eight feet 
from the wall.


(Ord. of 9-16-1991, Doc. #25094; Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 15, Doc. #32283)


Sec. 58.383.  Public Notification of Potential Noise Impacts.


Public disclosure of aircraft noise impacts shall be made to all future purchasers, mortgagees, 
occupiers and users of residential property located in all of the Aircraft Noise/Land Use 
Control Zones shown on the Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone map, consistent with 
Figure 7A. Public notification shall consist of the following:


1. Public notice of the existence of maps depicting noise impacted areas shall be 
published by the Greater Orlando Aviation Authority at least three (3) times in a 
newspaper of general circulation in Orange County, as provided in Public Law 
96-193; and


2. Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zone Maps depicting noise impacted areas shall 
be available for public inspection at the Planning and Development Department, 
the Orlando Public Library and other public places; and







A4-77


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


3. The Greater Orlando Aviation Authority shall ensure that Aircraft Noise 
information is publicized and available to the public and other interested parties 
such as local Realtors/brokers/title companies and professional organizations; 
and


4. The City shall attach a zoning suffix of AN-Aircraft Noise Overlay District 
to all areas where residential and/or sensitive non-residential uses are allowed 
within Aircraft Noise/Land Use Control Zones A through E; and


5. Residential plats recorded within Noise Zones C, D, and E shall note the potential 
for objectionable aircraft noise on the plat. Specifically, the plat shall note the 
following in a minimum 12 point type: “The properties delineated on this plat 
are subject to aircraft noise that may be objectionable.” This requirement shall 
be made a condition of approval for all residential subdivisions approved by the 
City of Orlando.


(Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 16, Doc. # 32283)


Sec.	58.384.		Avigation	Easement	and	Waiver	of	Claims.


An avigation easement and/or waiver of claim, consistent with Section 58.381, shall be 
required as a condition of development approval for certain lot-splits, short form and long 
form subdivisions in Aircraft Noise Zones A, B, C, and D.  The avigation easement and/or 
waiver of claim shall be executed between the applicant and the Greater Orlando Aviation 
Authority and delivered to the Planning and Development Department before a building 
permit may be issued for a building or structure located, or to be located, within Aircraft 
Noise Zones A, B, C, or D.


The Board of Zoning Adjustment or Municipal Planning Board may require the execution and 
delivery of an avigation easement and/or waiver of claim as a condition of granting variances 
for nonconforming construction or land uses within any of the Aircraft Noise Zones.  The land 
use controls, avigation easement, waiver of claim, and sound level reduction requirements 
specified in this Part shall be consistent with agreements reached between the property owner 
and the Greater Orlando Aviation Authority established prior to the effective date of this 
ordinance revision. Adoption of this ordinance shall in no way invalidate or modify such 
recorded avigation easements, or noise damage waivers of claim.


(Ord. of 8-23-1999, § 17, Doc. #32283)


Secs. 58.385--58.389.  Reserved.
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Appendix 5


5.0  Florida Code
Critical Areas of State Concern


Title	XXVIII,	Part	I,	Environmental	Land	and	Water	Management,	
Chapter	380.08


Also available at http://www.megalaw.com/fl/flstatutes.php?Mode=Display_
Statute&codelink=@Search_String=@URL=Ch0380/SEC05.HTM@Title=-%3e2004-
%3eCh0380-%3eSection%2005#0380.05


This Code presents an example of an opportunity to designate military installations, 
airfields, test, and training ranges as areas of critical state concern requiring special 
consideration relative to compatible community planning and development.



http://www.megalaw.com/fl/flstatutes.php?Mode=Display_Statute&codelink=@Search_String=@URL=Ch0380/SEC05.HTM@Title=-%3e2004-%3eCh0380-%3eSection%2005#0380.05

http://www.megalaw.com/fl/flstatutes.php?Mode=Display_Statute&codelink=@Search_String=@URL=Ch0380/SEC05.HTM@Title=-%3e2004-%3eCh0380-%3eSection%2005#0380.05

http://www.megalaw.com/fl/flstatutes.php?Mode=Display_Statute&codelink=@Search_String=@URL=Ch0380/SEC05.HTM@Title=-%3e2004-%3eCh0380-%3eSection%2005#0380.05
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Appendix 5.0  
– Florida Statute 380.05  Areas of critical state concern.--


(1)(a)  The state land planning agency may from time to time recommend to the 
Administration Commission specific areas of critical state concern.  In its recommendation, 
the agency shall include recommendations with respect to the purchase of lands situated 
within the boundaries of the proposed area as environmentally endangered lands and 
outdoor recreation lands under the Land Conservation Act of 1972. The agency also shall 
include any report or recommendation of a resource planning and management committee 
appointed pursuant to s. 380.045; the dangers that would result from uncontrolled or 
inadequate development of the area and the advantages that would be achieved from the 
development of the area in a coordinated manner; a detailed boundary description of the 
proposed area; specific principles for guiding development within the area; an inventory 
of lands owned by the state, federal, county, and municipal governments within the 
proposed area; and a list of the state agencies with programs that affect the purpose of the 
designation.  The agency shall recommend actions which the local government and state 
and regional agencies must accomplish in order to implement the principles for guiding 
development.  These actions may include, but shall not be limited to, revisions of the local 
comprehensive plan and adoption of land development regulations, density requirements, 
and special permitting requirements. 


(b)  Within 45 days following receipt of a recommendation from the agency, 
the commission shall either reject the recommendation as tendered or adopt the 
recommendation with or without modification and by rule designate the area of critical state 
concern.  Any rule that designates an area of critical state concern must include: 


1.  A detailed boundary description of the area. 


2.  Principles for guiding development. 


3.  A clear statement of the purpose for the designation. 


4.  A precise checklist of actions which, when implemented, will result in repeal of the 
designation by the Administration Commission, and the agencies or entities responsible for 
taking those actions. 


5.  A list of those issues or programs for which mechanisms must be in place to assure 
ongoing implementation of the actions taken to result in repeal of the designation. 


6.  A list of the state agencies which, in addition to those specified in subsection (22), 
administer programs that affect the purpose of the designation.  
 
The rule shall become effective 20 days after being filed with the Secretary of State, except 
that an emergency rule adopted by the commission and designating an area of critical state 
concern shall become effective immediately on being filed.  Any rule adopted pursuant 
to this paragraph shall be presented to the Legislature for review pursuant to paragraph 
(c).  A statement of estimated regulatory costs prepared pursuant to s. 120.541 shall not be 
a ground for a challenge of the rule; however, a landowner shall not be precluded from 
using adverse economic results as grounds for challenge.  Such principles for guiding 
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development shall apply to any development undertaken subsequent to the legislative 
review pursuant to paragraph (c) of the designation of the area of critical state concern with 
or without modification but prior to the adoption of land development rules and regulations 
or a local comprehensive plan for the critical area pursuant to subsections (6) and (8). No 
boundaries or principles for guiding development shall be adopted without a specific finding 
by the commission that the boundaries or principles are consistent with the purpose of the 
designation.  The commission is not authorized to adopt any rule that would provide for a 
moratorium on development in any area of critical state concern. 


(c)  A rule adopted by the commission pursuant to paragraph (b) designating an area of 
critical state concern and principles for guiding development shall be submitted to the 
President of the Senate and the Speaker of the House of Representatives for review no later 
than 30 days prior to the next regular session of the Legislature.  The Legislature may reject, 
modify, or take no action relative to the adopted rule. In its deliberations, the Legislature 
may consider, among other factors, whether a resource planning and management 
committee has established a program pursuant to s. 380.045.  In addition to any other data 
and information required pursuant to this chapter, each rule presented to the Legislature 
shall include a detailed legal description of the boundary of the area of critical state concern, 
proposed principles for guiding development, and a detailed statement of how the area 
meets the criteria for designation as provided in subsection (2). 


(d)  If, after the repeal of the boundary designation of an area of critical state concern 
pursuant to subsection (15), the state land planning agency determines that the 
administration of the local land development regulations or a local comprehensive plan 
within a formerly designated area is inadequate to protect the former area of critical state 
concern, then the state land planning agency may recommend to the commission that 
the area be redesignated as an area of critical state concern.  Within 45 days following 
the receipt of the recommendation from the agency, the commission shall either reject 
the recommendation as tendered or adopt the same with or without modification.  The 
commission may, by rule, make such redesignation effective immediately, at which time 
the boundaries, regulations, and plans in effect at the time the previous designation was 
repealed shall be reinstated.  Within 90 days of such redesignation, the commission shall 
begin rulemaking procedures to designate the area an area of critical state concern under 
paragraph (b). 


(2)  An area of critical state concern may be designated only for: 


(a)  An area containing, or having a significant impact upon, environmental or natural 
resources of regional or statewide importance, including, but not limited to, state or federal 
parks, forests, wildlife refuges, wilderness areas, aquatic preserves, major rivers and 
estuaries, state environmentally endangered lands, Outstanding Florida Waters, and aquifer 
recharge areas, the uncontrolled private or public development of which would cause 
substantial deterioration of such resources.  Specific criteria which shall be considered in 
designating an area under this paragraph include: 


1.  Whether the economic value of the area, as determined by the type, variety, distribution, 
relative scarcity, and condition of the environmental or natural resources within the area, is 
of substantial regional or statewide importance. 
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2.  Whether the ecological value of the area, as determined by the physical and biological 
components of the environmental system, is of substantial regional or statewide 
importance. 


3.  Whether the area is a designated critical habitat of any state or federally designated 
threatened or endangered plant or animal species. 


4.  Whether the area is inherently susceptible to substantial development due to its 
geographic location or natural aesthetics. 


5.  Whether any existing or planned substantial development within the area will directly, 
significantly, and deleteriously affect any or all of the environmental or natural resources of 
the area which are of regional or statewide importance. 


(b)  An area containing, or having a significant impact upon, historical or archaeological 
resources, sites, or statutorily defined historical or archaeological districts, the private or 
public development of which would cause substantial deterioration or complete loss of such 
resources, sites, or districts.  Specific criteria which shall be considered in designating an 
area under this paragraph include: 


1.  Whether the area is associated with events that have made a significant contribution to 
the history of the state or region. 


2.  Whether the area is associated with the lives of persons who are significant to the history 
of the state or region. 


3.  Whether the area contains any structure that embodies the distinctive characteristics 
of a type, period, or method of construction, that represents the work of a master, that 
possesses high artistic values, or that represents a significant and distinguishable entity 
the components of which may lack individual distinction and which are of regional or 
statewide importance. 


4.  Whether the area has yielded, or will likely yield, information important to the 
prehistory or history of the state or region. 


(c)  An area having a significant impact upon, or being significantly impacted by, an 
existing or proposed major public facility or other area of major public investment 
including, but not limited to, highways, ports, airports, energy facilities, and water 
management projects. 


(3)  Each regional planning agency may recommend to the state land planning agency 
from time to time areas wholly or partially within its jurisdiction that meet the criteria for 
areas of critical state concern as defined in this section.  Each regional planning agency 
shall solicit from the local governments within its jurisdiction suggestions as to areas 
to be recommended. A local government in an area where there is no regional planning 
agency may recommend to the state land planning agency from time to time areas wholly 
or partially within its jurisdiction that meet the criteria for areas of critical state concern 
as defined in this section.  If the state land planning agency does not recommend to the 
commission as an area of critical state concern an area substantially similar to one that has 
been recommended, it shall respond in writing as to its reasons therefore. 
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(4)  Prior to submitting any recommendation to the commission under subsection (1), the 
state land planning agency shall give notice to any committee appointed pursuant to s. 
380.045 and to all local governments and regional planning agencies that include within 
their boundaries any part of any area of critical state concern proposed to be designated by 
the rule, in addition to any notice otherwise required under chapter 120. 


(5)  After the commission adopts a rule designating the boundaries of, and principles for 
guiding development in, an area of critical state concern and within 180 days of such 
adoption, the local government having jurisdiction may submit to the state land planning 
agency its existing land development regulations and local comprehensive plan for the area, 
if any, or shall prepare, adopt, and submit the new or modified regulations and plan, the 
local government taking into consideration the principles set forth in the rule designating the 
area. 


(6)  Once the state land planning agency determines whether the land development 
regulations or local comprehensive plan or amendment submitted by a local government 
is consistent with the principles for guiding the development of the area specified under 
the rule designating the area, the state land planning agency shall approve or reject the 
land development regulations or portions thereof by final order, and shall determine 
compliance of the plan or amendment, or portions thereof, pursuant to s. 163.3184.  The 
state land planning agency shall publish its final order to approve or reject land development 
regulations, which shall constitute final agency action, in the Florida Administrative 
Weekly. If the final order is challenged pursuant to s. 120.57, the state planning agency 
has the burden of proving the validity of the final order. Such approval or rejection of 
the land development regulations shall be no later than 60 days after submission of the 
land development regulations by the local government.  No proposed land development 
regulation within an area of critical state concern becomes effective under this subsection 
until the state land planning agency issues its final order or, if the final order is challenged, 
until the challenge to the order is resolved pursuant to chapter 120. 


(7)  The state land planning agency and any applicable regional planning agency shall, 
to the greatest extent possible, provide technical assistance to local governments in the 
preparation of the land development regulations and local comprehensive plan for areas of 
critical state concern. 


(8)  If any local government fails to submit land development regulations or a local 
comprehensive plan, or if the regulations or plan or plan amendment submitted do not 
comply with the principles for guiding development set out in the rule designating the area 
of critical state concern, within 120 days after the adoption of the rule designating an area 
of critical state concern, or within 120 days after the issuance of a recommended order on 
the compliance of the plan or plan amendment pursuant to s. 163.3184, or within 120 days 
after the effective date of an order rejecting a proposed land development regulation, the 
state land planning agency shall submit to the commission recommended land development 
regulations and a local comprehensive plan or portions thereof applicable to that local 
government’s portion of the area of critical state concern.  Within 45 days following 
receipt of the recommendation from the agency, the commission shall either reject the 
recommendation as tendered or adopt the recommendation with or without modification, 
and by rule establish land development regulations and a local comprehensive plan 
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applicable to that local government’s portion of the area of critical state concern. However, 
such rule shall not become effective prior to legislative review of an area of critical state 
concern pursuant to paragraph (1)(c).  In the rule, the commission shall specify the extent to 
which its land development regulations, plans, or plan amendments will supersede, or will 
be supplementary to, local land development regulations and plans. Notice of any proposed 
rule issued under this section shall be given to all local governments and regional planning 
agencies in the area of critical state concern, in addition to any other notice required under 
chapter 120.  The land development regulations and local comprehensive plan adopted by 
the commission under this section may include any type of regulation and plan that could 
have been adopted by the local government.  Any land development regulations or local 
comprehensive plan or plan amendments adopted by the commission under this section 
shall be administered by the local government as part of, or in the absence of, the local land 
development regulations and local comprehensive plan. 


(9)  If, within 12 months after the commission adopts a rule designating an area of critical 
state concern, land development regulations or local comprehensive plans for the area 
have not become effective under either subsection (6) or subsection (8), the designation 
of the area as an area of critical state concern terminates. No part of such area may be 
recommended for redesignation until at least 12 months after the date the designation 
terminates pursuant to this subsection.  The running of the 12-month period subsequent to 
the initial designation shall be tolled upon challenge pursuant to the provisions of chapter 
120 to either the designation of the area of critical state concern or the adoption of land 
development regulations and local comprehensive plans under subsection (6) or subsection 
(8). 


(10)  At any time after the adoption of land development regulations and plans by the 
commission under this section, a local government may propose land development 
regulations or a local comprehensive plan which, if approved by the state land planning 
agency as provided in subsection (6), will supersede any regulations or plans adopted under 
subsection (8). 


(11)  Land development regulations or a local comprehensive plan submitted by a local 
government in an area of critical state concern and approved pursuant to subsection (6) 
may be amended or rescinded by the local government, but the amendment or rescission 
becomes effective only upon approval thereof by the state land planning agency.  The state 
land planning agency shall either approve or reject the requested changes within 60 days of 
receipt thereof.  Land development regulations or local comprehensive plans for an area of 
critical state concern adopted by the commission under subsection (8) may be amended or 
rescinded by rule by the commission in the same manner as for original adoption. 


(12)  Upon the request of a substantially interested person pursuant to s. 120.54(7), a 
local government or regional planning agency within the designated area, or the state land 
planning agency, the commission may by rule remove, contract, or expand any designated 
boundary. Boundary expansions are subject to legislative review pursuant to paragraph 
(1)(c).  No boundary may be modified without a specific finding by the commission that 
such changes are consistent with necessary resource protection.  The total boundaries of 
an entire area of critical state concern shall not be removed by the commission unless 
a minimum time of 1 year has elapsed from the adoption of regulations and a local 
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comprehensive plan pursuant to subsection (1), subsection (6), subsection (8), or subsection 
(10).  Before totally removing such boundaries, the commission shall make findings that the 
regulations and plans adopted pursuant to subsection (1), subsection (6), subsection (8), or 
subsection (10) are being effectively implemented by local governments within the area of 
critical state concern to protect the area and that adopted local government comprehensive 
plans within the area have been conformed to principles for guiding development for the 
area. 


(13)  If the state land planning agency determines that the administration of the local 
land development regulations or local comprehensive plans within the area is inadequate 
to protect the state or regional interest prior to the repeal of the critical state concern 
designation pursuant to subsection (15), the state land planning agency may institute 
appropriate judicial proceedings, as provided in s. 380.11, to compel proper enforcement of 
the land development regulations or plans. 


(14)  Any local government which lies either wholly or partially within an area of critical 
state concern and which has previously adopted a local government comprehensive plan 
pursuant to chapter 163 shall conform such plan to the principles for guiding development 
for the area of critical state concern.  No later than January 1, 1984, or any other time as 
agreed upon in writing by the state land planning agency and the governing body of the 
local government, these plans shall be submitted to the state land planning agency for 
review and action as provided in subsection (6) or subsection (8). 


(15)  Any rule adopted pursuant to this section designating the boundaries of an area of 
critical state concern and the principles for guiding development therein shall be repealed 
by the commission no earlier than 12 months and no later than 3 years after approval by 
the state land planning agency or adoption by the commission of all land development 
regulations and local comprehensive plans pursuant to subsection (6), subsection (8), or 
subsection (10), and the implementation of all the actions listed in the designation rule for 
repeal of the designation.  Any repeal pursuant to this subsection may be limited to any 
portion of the area of critical state concern.  The repeal must be contingent upon approval 
by the state land planning agency of local land development regulations and plans pursuant 
to subsection (6) or subsection (10) and upon such regulations and plans being effective for 
a period of 12 months. 


(16)  No person shall undertake any development within any area of critical state concern 
except in accordance with this chapter. 


(17)  If an area of critical state concern has been designated under subsection (1) and if land 
development regulations for the area of critical state concern have not yet become effective 
under subsection (6) or subsection (8), a local government may grant development permits 
in accordance with such land development regulations as were in effect immediately prior to 
the designation of the area as an area of critical state concern. 


(18)  Neither the designation of an area of critical state concern nor the adoption of any 
regulations for such an area shall in any way limit or modify the rights of any person 
to complete any development that has been authorized by registration of a subdivision 
pursuant to chapter 498 or former chapter 478, by recordation pursuant to local subdivision 
plat law, or by a building permit or other authorization to commence development on which 
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there has been reliance and a change of position, and which registration or recordation was 
accomplished, or which permit or authorization was issued, prior to the approval under 
subsection (6), or the adoption under subsection (8), of land development regulations for 
the area of critical state concern.  If a developer has by his or her actions in reliance on 
prior regulations obtained vested or other legal rights that in law would have prevented 
a local government from changing those regulations in a way adverse to the developer’s 
interests, nothing in this chapter authorizes any governmental agency to abridge those 
rights. 


(19)  In addition to any other notice required to be given under the local land development 
regulations, the local government shall give notice to the state land planning agency of any 
application for a development permit in any area of critical state concern, except to the 
extent that the state land planning agency has in writing waived its right to such notice in 
regard to all or certain classes of such applications.  The state land planning agency may by 
rule specify additional classes of persons who shall have the right to receive notices of, and 
participate in, hearings under this section. 


(20)  At no time shall a land area be designated an area of critical state concern if the 
effect of such designation would be to subject more than 5 percent of the land of the state 
to supervision under this section; except that, if any supervision by the state is retained, 
the area shall be considered to be included within the limitations of this subsection.  If 5 
percent of the lands of the state are designated as areas of critical state concern pursuant 
to this section, a redesignation pursuant to paragraph (1)(d) will not be prohibited by this 
subsection. 


(21)  Within 30 days after the effective date of the designation of an area of critical state 
concern pursuant to paragraph (1)(c) or paragraph (1)(d), the state land planning agency 
shall record a legal description of the boundaries of the area of critical state concern in 
the public records of the county or counties in which the area of critical state concern is 
located. 


(22)  All state agencies with rulemaking authority for programs that affect a designated area 
of critical state concern shall review those programs for consistency with the purpose of 
the designation and principles for guiding development, and shall adopt specific permitting 
standards and criteria applicable in the designated area, or otherwise amend the program, as 
necessary to further the purpose of the designation. 


(a)1.  Within 6 months after the effective date of the rule or statute that designates an 
area of critical state concern, and at any time thereafter as directed by the Administration 
Commission, the Department of Environmental Protection, the Department of Health, the 
water management districts with jurisdiction over any portion of the area of critical state 
concern, and any other state agency specified in the designation rule, shall each submit a 
report to the Administration Commission, and a copy of the report to the state land planning 
agency.  The report shall evaluate the effect of the reporting agency’s programs upon the 
purpose of the designation. 


2.  If different permitting standards or criteria, or other changes to the program, are 
necessary in order to further the purpose of the designation, the report shall recommend 
rules which further that purpose and which are consistent with the principles for guiding 







A5-10


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


development.  The report shall explain and justify the reasons for any different permitting 
standards or criteria that may be recommended.  The commission shall reject the agency’s 
recommendation, or accept it with or without modification and direct the agency to adopt 
rules, including any changes. Any rule adopted pursuant to this paragraph shall be consistent 
with the principles for guiding development, and shall apply only within the boundary of the 
designated area.  The agency shall file a copy of the adopted rule with the Administration 
Commission and the state land planning agency. 


3.  If statutory changes are required in order to implement the permitting standards 
or criteria that are necessary to further the purpose of the designation, the report shall 
recommend statutory amendments.  The Administration Commission shall submit any report 
that recommends statutory amendments to the President of the Senate and the Speaker of the 
House of Representatives, together with the Administration Commission’s recommendation 
on the proposed amendments. 


(b)  The Administration Commission has authority to adopt rules pursuant to. 120.536(1) 
and 120.54 to implement the provisions of this subsection. 


History.--s. 5, ch. 72-317; s. 1, ch. 74-326; s. 1, ch. 76-190; s. 4, ch. 79-73; s. 235, ch. 81-
259; s. 3, ch. 83-308; s. 2, ch. 84-281; s. 50, ch. 93-206; s. 340, ch. 94-356; s. 1027, ch. 
95-148; s. 113, ch. 96-410; s. 5, ch. 97-253; s. 92, ch. 98-200; s. 27, ch. 99-5; s. 71, ch. 99-
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Appendix 6


6.0 Samples of Real Estate Disclosure Statements 
for a Military Influence Disclosure District


	


6.1  Horsham Township, PA  
– NAS/JRB Willow Grove


6.2  Eastern Carolina  
– MCAS Cherry Point, NC 


6.3  State of Hawaii, Chapter 508D,  
Mandatory Seller Disclosures In Real Estate 


6.4  Santa Rosa County, Florida  
– NAS Pensacola


6.5  Aurora, Colorado,  


6.6  Generic Disclosure Statement


“Aircraft Noise/Accident Disclosure: All properties are affected by aircraft noise to 
some degree; however, some properties are located in specific noise and/or accident 
potential zones.  The livability an /or enjoyment of the property by the owner may be 
limited if property is adjacent to or situated near an airport or within an accident zone.  
Aircraft noise and/or accident zones are subject to change.” 


                                                                    
Virginia Metro Multiple Listing Service,
Agency Disclosure and other Consumer
Disclosure Information Form,
Virginia Real Estate Board Regulations, Section 6.3
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Appendix 6.1 


[City/County] Disclosure	Statement	for	[Military Installation]


Section	3008:		[Military Installation] Influence Area Disclosure District


No contract for sale or lease, deed, or plat of the property or any portion thereof 
located within the [Military Installation] Influence Area Disclosure District 
(Disclosure District), as defined in Section 3001 and reflected on the Official Zoning 
Map [City/County], shall be drawn, made, executed, used, or recorded unless there is 
attached to such contract for sale or lease, deed, or plat of said property a statement 
of disclosure that the subject property, all or part of which, is located within the 
Disclosure District.  Property owners/agents and property purchaser/lessee agents 
shall formally deliver a copy of the [City/County] Disclosure District map to affected 
future purchasers, mortgagees, occupiers and users of real property located within 
the Disclosure District.  


The disclosure document, to be signed by all parties to an affected real property 
transaction within the Disclosure District, shall include the following language:


“The property subject to this real estate (sale) (lease) (transfer) 
transaction between ___________ and ___________ is located in the 
Horsham Township [Military Installation] Influence Area Disclosure 
District.  We, the undersigned parties, hereby acknowledge that the 
property may be subject to noise, vibration and emissions from low-
altitude overflights and occasional special military events, including 
air shows and training exercises that may involve the movement of 
large numbers of personnel and equipment by land or air.  We further 
acknowledge that the subject property (is) (is	not) located within a 
runway (Clear	Zone) (Accident	Potential	Zone) as defined by the 
Horsham Township Zoning Ordinance and Official Zoning Map, 
adopted on (insert date ordinance is adopted).”   


The disclosure document shall be signed and dated by all parties to the 
transaction, and in the case of sale transactions, shall be incorporated into the 
settlement documentation.  All parties to the transaction shall receive a copy 
of the disclosure document and Horsham [City/County] Disclosure District 
map (copies available at the [City/County] Government Center).


Applicability:		Should	the	MAPOD	be	declared	inapplicable	to	any	tract	by	reason	of	
action	of	(1)	the	[City/County]	Council	in	amending	this	Ordinance;	or	(2)	the	Zoning	
Officer, the Zoning Hearing Board, or any court of competent jurisdiction in interpreting 
the	same;	or	(3)	the	Zoning	Hearing	Board	or	any	court	of	competent	jurisdiction	in	
determining	a	legal	effect	of	the	same;	the	zoning	applicable	to	such	lot	shall	be	deemed	
to	be	the	District	in	which	it	is	located	without	consideration	of	this	Article.


Should the underlying zoning of any parcel or any part thereof in which the MAPOD is 
located be changed through any legislative or administrative actions or judicial discretion, 
such change shall have no effect on the MAPOD unless such change was specifically included 
as part of the original application.
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Appendix 6.2  
Air	Installation	Compatible	Use	Zone


Disclosure	Form


The property at the following location:


Parcel #: ____________________
Deed Book # ______ Page# ______________________
Address:   _____________________________________________________________


 _____________________________________________________________


is situated within the following zones of the Air Installation Compatibility Use Zone 
(AICUZ) of the [Military Installation] .


_____		LI	Clear	Zone	(CZ):	Greatest	potential	for	accidents	&	highest	noise	exposure


_____  LI Accident Potential Zone 1 (APZ1): Significant potential for accidents


_____		LI	Accident	potential	Zone	2	(APZ2):	Measurable	potential	for	accidents


_____  III Noise Exposure Level N3 (75 Ldn or higher): Area of significant impact from
	 	 		noise


_____		LI	Noise	Exposure	Level	N2	(65	to	74	Ldn):	Area	of	moderate	impact	from	noise


_____		LI	Noise Exposure	level	Ni	(below	65	Ldn):	Area	of	some	impact	from	noise


The	City/County	has	placed certain use restrictions on the development of property •within 
the MCAS AICUZ footprint. Before purchasing the above property, you should consult the 
City/County Planning Department to determine what restrictions have been placed on the 
subject property.  For properties identified as being within Noise Exposure Level Zones, the 
City/County provides information for methods to reduce noise levels for existing or planned 
development.


I, __________________________________, owner of the subject property, hereby certify 
that I have informed ______________________________________, prospective 
purchaser/lessee/renter, that the subject property is located than Air Installation 
Compatibility Use Zone.


______________________________ ________________________
Owner Purchaser/Lessee/Renter


______________________________ ________________________
Owner Purchaser/Lessee/Renter


Signed before me on this _________ day of___________ ,20__, in the County of _________,.
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Appendix 6.3
	


Hawaii	Statute	- Chapter	508D,	Mandatory	Seller	Disclosures	In	Real	Estate	
Transactions.


	
§508D-15 Notification required; ambiguity.


(a) When residential real property lies:


(1) Within the boundaries of a special flood hazard area as officially designated 
on Flood Insurance Administration maps promulgated by the United States 
Department of Housing and Urban Development for the purposes of determining 
eligibility for emergency flood insurance programs;
(2) Within the boundaries of the noise exposure area shown on maps prepared by 
the department of transportation in accordance with Federal Aviation Regulation 
Part 150-Airport Noise Compatibility Planning (14 Code of Federal Regulations 
Part 150) for any public airport;
(3) Within the boundaries of the Air Installation Compatibility Use Zone of any 
Air Force, Army, Navy, or Marine Corps airport as officially designated by military 
authorities; or
(4) Within the anticipated inundation areas designated on the department of 
defense’s civil defense tsunami inundation maps;


Subject to the availability of maps that designate the four areas by tax map key 
(zone, section, parcel), the seller shall include such material fact information 
in the disclosure statement provided to the buyer subject to this chapter.  Each 
county shall provide, where available, maps of its jurisdiction detailing the 
four designated areas specified in this subsection.  The maps shall identify the 
properties situated within the four designated areas by tax map key number 
(zone, section, parcel) and shall be of a size sufficient to provide information 
necessary to serve the purposes of this section. Each county shall provide legible 
copies of the maps and may charge a reasonable copying fee.


(b) When it is questionable whether residential real property lies within any of 
the designated areas referred to in subsection (a) due to the inherent ambiguity 
of boundary lines drawn on maps of large scale, the ambiguity shall be 
construed in favor of the seller; provided that a good faith effort has been made 
to determine the applicability of subsection (a) to the subject real property. [L 
1994, c 214, pt of §2; am L 1996, c 161, §15]
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Appendix 6.4


[City/County] DISCLOSURE	STATEMENT
ORDINANCE	NO.	_____________


DISCLOSURE	STATEMENT:  No person shall sell, lease, nor offer for sale or lease any 
property within the airport hazards area unless the prospective buyer or lessee has been 
given the following notice: 


To: _____________ 


The property at          (address)            is located within the airport environs of               
             (airport)       [City/County] has determined that this is an area of airport operations.  
The County has placed certain restrictions on the development and use of property within 
airport environs zones in addition to the restrictions in Article Six of the Land Development 
Code (the zoning code).  Before purchasing or leasing the above property, you should 
consult [City/County] Land Development Code to determine the restrictions which have 
been placed on the subject property. 


Certification


As the owner of the subject property, I hereby certify that I have informed _________
___________ , as a prospective purchaser/lessee, that the subject property is located in an 
Airport Environs Zone. 


Dated this _____ day of ___________ , 19___ .


______________________                     _________________________
Witness      Owner


As a prospective purchaser/lessee of the subject property, I hereby certify that I have been 
informed that the subject property is in an Airport Environs Zone and I have consulted 
[City/County Code] to determine the restrictions which have been placed on the subject 
property.


Dated this ____day of _____________, 19 ___ .


_______________________                    __________________________                       
Witness      Purchaser/Lessee
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Appendix 6.5
[City/County] Zoning	Code


Sec. 811 Airport Influence District


(A) The airport influence district is composed of that area designated by [City/County 
Code] of this district.  Development in the airport influence district shall comply 
with height restrictions in the underlying zone district, which do not intrude into 
FAR part 77 surfaces for military airports.


(B) An avigation easement with the city as sole grantee shall be conveyed to the city/
county by any person subdividing lands or initiating construction of any structure 
on already subdivided lands within the airport influence area.


(C) Vendors of real property located within the airport influence area shall provide the 
following notice to prospective purchasers and cause such notice to be recorded 
with the clerk and recorder of the appropriate county:


NOTICE
  The property known as (legal description and address) is located within an area 


that has been officially designated as an airport influence district by the[City/
County].  As a result of this designation the property is subject to one or more of the 
following:


 (1) An avigation easement granted to the [City/County] recorded in book ________, 
at page ________, ________ County, [State], which allows for the unobstructed 
passage of aircraft above the property, and provides for the waiver of any right or 
cause of action against the [City/County] due to noise, vibrations, fumes, dust, fuel 
particulates caused by aircraft or airport operations.


 (2) The use and enjoyment of the property may be affected by aircraft noise, vibrations, 
fumes, smoke, dust, or fuel particulates from aircraft operation.


 (3) The noise to which the property may be subject from aircraft operation may exceed 
65 LDN, the maximum acceptable level set by the Federal Department of Housing 
and Urban Development for residential land use (only if located within the LDN 65 
contour).


 (4) The involved property is located within an area that has been designated as an 
accident potential zone II.  Such property may be characterized by high noise levels 
and accident potential resulting from aircraft operations (only if located within APZ 
II).


 (5) The involved property is located within an area that has been designated as an 
accident potential zone I.  Such property may be characterized by high noise levels 
and significant accident potential resulting from aircraft operations (only if located 
within APZ I).


  Aurora City Code Chapter 146 – Zoning
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Appendix 6.6
	


NOISE	DISCLOSURE	STATEMENT


	 The land in Section______________, Range__________Township__________, 


in_______________ County situated at_______(Address) which is being purchased from  


_________________________________________ by_____________________________


__________ lies within Noise Zone________ of the ____________ Airport as depicted on 


the Map____________, Appendix ___  in _________________


County Airport Zoning Ordinance _____________________________________________


 


The purchaser, ___________________________________, is hereby notified that:


“This land lies within Noise Zone ________ for the______________ County 


Airport and is subject to noise that may be objectionable.”


The undersigned purchaser(s) of said land hereby certify(ies) that (he/they) 


(has/have) read and understand(s) the above disclosure statement and acknowledges that 


preexistence of the above named airport and the potential for objectionable noise.


_________________________  _________________________ 


 Seller Buyer


Sworn to and subscribed


before me at:


___________________________
Notary Public
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Appendix 7
7.0  Sample Easements, Trusts, Memorandum of 
Agreement, Noise/Property Agreements,
Open Space Acquisition


 7.1  Sample Avigation Easement
 
 7.2  Utah Code Title 63 CH. 49A  
 - Military Base Easements


 7.3  Sample Easement and Trust


 7.4  Sample Memorandum of Understanding


 7.5  Sample Noise/Property Agreement


 7.6  State of North Carolina
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Appendix 7.1 


This	sample	easement	was	developed	from	an	existing	easement	used	by	a	local	
government	in	Florida	and	has	been	successfully	used	as	a	pattern	by	other	local	
governments.


SAMPLE	AVIGATION	EASEMENT


STATE OF  _________________________


COUNTY OF _______________________  


CITY OF  __________________________


 THIS INDENTURE, dated this _____ day of ____________, 19___,


by and between _______________________________________________, hereinafter 
called GRANTOR, and [County/City] a [political subdivision or municipality] of the State 
of Florida, hereinafter called GRANTEE.


WHEREAS, the GRANTOR is the owner of certain premises situate, lying and being in 
the[County/City] of ________________________ Florida, as hereinafter described; and


WHEREAS, the GRANTEE, is the owner and operator of the _________________ 
Airport located in the [County/City] of _________________________ , Florida.


NOW, THEREFORE, in consideration of [Ten Dollars ($10.00)] and other good and 
valuable consideration paid by the GRANTEE to the GRANTOR, the receipt of which is 
hereby acknowledged, the GRANTOR does hereby grant and convey unto the GRANTEE, 
its successors and assigns, an easement and right-of-way for the over-flight of aircraft in 
and through the airspace above the following described property located within


________________________  [County/City], to wit:


[Property Description]


The GRANTOR hereby gives and grants to the GRANTEE, its successors and assigns, 
and to all persons lawfully using said airport, the right and easement to use the airspace 
above the GRANTOR’S property and to create noise normally associated with the routine 
operation of aircraft and for avigation purposes and without liability for any necessary, 
convenient or operational incident, the effects thereof whether as the same presently or 
in the future exist, but said right or easement hereby granted is to be executed only in a 
manner reasonably or substantially consistent with the safe and proper flying procedures 
promulgated by any agency of the government of the United States or the State of Florida.


The rights and easements hereby granted and conveyed, and the covenants hereby 
entered into, shall not be construed to deprive the GRANTOR of any claims for injury or 
damages against any person for negligence whereby injury or damage is caused by actual 
or direct physical contact, without intervening media, but shall operate and constitute a 
full, complete and total release, quit claim and discharge of the GRANTEE, its successors 
and assigns, its agents and employees, and all persons lawfully using said airport and the 
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owners and operations of aircraft lawfully using the airspace hereby conveyed, from all 
claims and demands whatever, not solely and proximately resulting from negligent actual or 
direct physical contact, it being the intent of the GRANTOR herein to waive its right to suit 
for nuisance and noise incident to the operation of the [Name] Airport by the GRANTEE 
herein.


All rights, easements, releases, benefits and estates granted hereunder shall be covenants 
running with the land as is hereinabove described.


In the event the GRANTEE abandons the operation of said airport, all rights herein 
granted shall cease and revert to the GRANTOR, his successors or assigns.


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, said GRANTOR in pursuance to his due and legal action, has 
executed these presents, as of the date first above written.


___________________________
      GRANTOR


WITNESSETH: WITNESSETH:


_____________________________ ____________________________


STATE OF FLORIDA


COUNTY OF __________________________


THE FOREGOING instrument was acknowledged before me this ______ day of ________
_, 19_, by _________________________________________________ GRANTOR, who is 
personally known to me or who has produced _______________  [type of identification] as 
identification and who did (or did not] take an oath.


 ______________________________
Signature of Notary


Typed/Printed Name of Notary


 ______________________________


Title 
_________________


My Commission Expires:  _____________


Source:  Florida Department of Transportation, Aviation Office. “Airport Compatible 
Land Use Guidance for Florida Communities.”  1994.
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Appendix 7.2


Utah	Code	-- Title	63	-- Chapter	49a	-- Military	Base	Easements


63-49a-1.	Acquisition	of	easements	-- Restrictions	-- Resale.	(1) (a) The Department 
of Community and Economic Development shall acquire, by purchase or condemnation, 
easements for the establishment, maintenance, and operation of a restrictive use area for the 
operation of aircraft to and from Hill Air Force Base because:


(i) Hill Air Force Base is a military installation of vital importance to security of the 
United States of America and to the economic well-being of the citizens of Utah;


(ii) there are certain portions of land around the entire base that are being developed for 
residential and other uses that are incompatible with current and future operations of the 
base because of noise, health, safety, and accident reasons; and


(iii) it is the purpose of this chapter for the state to acquire those easements restricting 
the use of those lands and the air space above them in order to assure the continued 
operation of Hill Air Force Base as an active military base and to protect the health, safety, 
and economic well-being of the citizens of Utah.


(b) The Department of Community and Economic Development may delegate its power 
to purchase or condemn easements under this subsection to other state agencies if the 
department ensures that those agencies comply with the procedures and requirements of 
this chapter.


(2) (a) The Department of Community and Economic Development shall ensure that 
the easements restrict the land from those uses identified in the Hill Air Force Base AICUZ 
Land Use Compatibility Guidelines Study, as amended, dated October, 1982, as not being 
acceptable.


(b) The Department of Community and Economic Development may allow certain other 
uses not prohibited by those guidelines if those uses are consistent with the purpose of this 
chapter.


(c) Nothing in this chapter may be construed to authorize the Department of Community 
and Economic Development or any other state agency to:


(i) acquire any ownership interest in real property other than an easement restricting 
the land from future uses inconsistent with the Hill Air Force Base AICUZ Land Use 
Compatibility Guidelines Study, as amended, dated October 1982;


(ii) purchase businesses; or
(iii) require people to relocate or move from their property.
(d) To calculate the purchase price for the easements, the Department of Community 


and Economic Development shall subtract the market value of the real property and its 
improvements after the acquisition of the easements from the market value of the real 
property and its improvements before the acquisition of the easements.


(e) When the Hill Air Force Base runways have not been used for seven years to 
accommodate the arrival and departure of airplanes, the Department of Community and 
Economic Development shall:


(i) notify by certified mail each current owner of the property to which each easement is 
attached;


(ii) inform that owner that the owner may purchase the easement from the state for 
the same price that the state paid for it originally or for the market value of the easement 
at the time of the buyback, whichever is smaller; and
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(iii) sell the easement to the owner of the property to which the easement is attached if 
the owner tenders the purchase price.


(f) In addition to purchasing the easements required by this chapter, the Department of 
Community and Economic Development may provide reasonable relocation expenses to 
all churches, businesses, and schools that, as of March 1, 1994, were located either within 
the north Hill Air Force Base accident potential zone (APZ) identified in Subsection 63-
49a-2(1)(a) or within the south Hill Air Force Base accident potential zone (APZ) identified 
in Subsection 63-49a-2(1)(b) if those churches, businesses, and schools can reasonably 
demonstrate that expansion of the use would have been permitted before acquisition of the 
easements but is now prohibited because of the easement.


(3) (a) The Department of Community and Economic Development may take action to 
enforce the provisions of this chapter.


(b) The attorney general shall represent the Department of Community and Economic 
Development in that action.


Enacted by Chapter 255, 1994 General Session


63-49a-2. Location	 of	 Easements. (1) The Department of Community and Economic 
Development or its designees may acquire easements on the land within the following 
boundaries:


(a) Beginning on the north Hill Air Force Base accident potential zone (APZ) at a point 
which is North 1,089,743.170 meters and East 459,346.946 meters based on the North 
zone, State of Utah, NAD 83 coordinates and runs north to North 63 degrees 10 minutes 
44 seconds, East 457.109 meters, North 26 degrees 49 minutes 16 seconds, West 3,352.129 
meters, South 63 degrees 10 minutes 44 seconds, West 914.217 meters, South 26 degrees 49 
minutes 16 seconds, East 3,352.129 meters, North 63 degrees 10 minutes 44 seconds, 
East 457.109 meters back to the point of beginning; and (b) beginning on the south Hill 
Air Force Base APZ which is North 1,086,065.786 meters and East 46 1,206.222 meters 
based on the North zone, State of Utah, NAD 83 coordinates and runs South 63 degrees 10 
minutes 44 seconds, West 457.109 meters, South 26 degrees 49 minutes 16 seconds, East 
502.179 meters, South 0 degrees 20 minutes 35 seconds, West 1,722.227 meters, South 
89 degrees 39 minutes 25 seconds, East 883.743 meters, North 63 degrees 10 minutes 44 
seconds, East 914.2 17 meters, North 26 degrees 49 minutes 16 seconds, West 2,437.9 12 
meters, South 63 degrees 10 minutes 44 seconds, West 457.109 meters back to the point of 
beginning.


(2) The Department of Community and Economic Development or its designees may 
acquire easements on the following land that is located inside the 75 and 80 level day-
night (LDN) noise contour as identified in the Hill Air Force Base AICUZ Land Use 
Compatibility Guidelines Study, as amended, dated October, 1982:


(a) in the west half of Section 3, T4NR1W;
(b) in the east half of Section 4, T4NR1W;
(c) in the northeast quarter of Section 8, T4NR1 W;
(d) within all of Section 9, T4NR1W;
(e) in the northwest quarter of Section 10, T4NRIW;
(f) within the southwest quarter of Section 19, T5NR1W;
(g) in the south half of Section 20, T5NIR1W; 
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 (h) within the southwest quarter of Section 28, TSNRIW; and (i) within Section 29,  
 T5NRIW.


Enacted by Chapter 255, 1994 General Session


63-49a-3.	Certain	improvements,	alterations,	and	expansions	prohibited.	
	 (I) A person or entity may not begin to develop, or authorize development, on any land 
identified in this chapter until whichever of the following occurs first:


(a) May31, 1995; or
(b) the Department of Community and Economic Development has affirmatively 


authorized the development of the land because the development is consistent with those 
uses identified in the Hill Air Force Base AICUZ Land Use Compatibility Guidelines 
Study, as amended, dated October 1982.


(2) Nothing in this chapter prohibits any property owner from improving, altering, 
or expanding any existing residential or commercial use of his property so long as the 
improvement, alteration, or expansion does not materially increase the human density of 
that present use.


Amended by Chapter 31, 1995 General Session
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Appendix 7.3
EASEMENTS	AND	TRUSTS


DEFINITION


An easement is an exchange of a property right(s) between the owner of property and an 
interested party.  An easement or trust is a legal instrument used to execute and record an 
agreement between a grantor and a grantee in exchange for the right to access and use the 
property pursuant to terms and conditions mutually agreed to by the involved parties.  It 
may include access rights to the grantee such as a utility easement or a public right-of-way 
easement.  Or it could extend to restrictions on the future use of the land.  Compensation 
is normally exchanged between the parties unless it is a voluntary dedication by the owner.  
The form of compensation may vary depending upon the circumstances under which the 
easement is granted and the condition(s).


A conservation trust involves the donation or sale of land by its owner for a specified 
period of time during which the property is held in trust, after which ownership may revert 
back to the donator or whoever is the designee.


CHARACTERISTICS


Easements are property rights or privileges generally obtained through purchase 
agreements that are recorded with the deed.  An easement may also be obtained through 
eminent domain proceedings.  Easements may be negative, wherein one owner can specify 
how the other may use the property, or positive, whereby one owner has the right to use all 
or part of another’s property without restriction.  In either case, only the rights, and not the 
property itself, are transferred.


Easements can be considered another form of land use control.  The difference rests in the 
fact that there may be dependence on local government police powers to implement or to 
enforce.  


Rights of easements are often obtained for a price that could be less than fair market 
value when compared to the full value of the property. 


In both easements and trusts, the grantor may be relieved of the burden of property taxes, 
in whole or in part, and may be able to deduct the land value from taxes.  It depends on the 
nature of the easement, the location, and the prevailing laws of the local jurisdiction.


APPLICATION


Easements may be used in several ways relative to military installations.  If land 
surrounding an installation is undeveloped, then negative easements can be sought either by 
the military installation or the local government to prevent incompatible development.  
If existing development is in place than positive easements (i.e., noise disclosure) can be 
used. 
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POSITIVE	FEATURES


Easement purchases are straightforward transactions, and generally less expensive than fee 
simple purchase.  It can permit an installation to retain control over adjacent land without 
the burden of actual ownership. 


NEGATIVE	FEATURES


Because cooperation is required, it may be difficulty to obtain a desired easement.  This 
may be particularly significant where multiple property owners are involved.  Unless 
otherwise specified in the easement agreement, the rights are not automatically transferred 
upon resale of the land, so further negotiations may be required.


LEGAL	STANDING


Properly worded agreements for the purchase of easements, or the granting of trusts, are 
enforceable in the court.  However, care should be taken to specify terms and conditions of 
the grant, including the time period (if any) and an exact description (meets and bounds) of 
the land under which the easement is sought.
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Appendix 7.4


MEMORANDUM OF UNDERSTANDING
BETWEEN


 ___[Military Installation],
   ______________________ COUNTY


AND
THE CITY OF__________________


This Memorandum of Understanding between [Military installation] and the City of ____
_______, and [County] is enacted to establish a mutually beneficial process that will ensure 
timely and consistent notification and cooperation between the parties on projects, policies, 
and activities. These parties have a mutual interest in the cooperative evaluation, review, 
and coordination of local plans, programs, and projects of the city of _______________ , 
______________ County, and [Military Installation].


The City of _______________, and ________________ County agree to:


1.  Submit information to the [Military Installation] Community Planner on plans, 
programs, actions, and projects which may affect[Military Installation]. This may include, 
but is not limited to, the following:


a.  Development proposals
b.  Transportation improvements and plans
c.  Sanitary waste facilities
d.  Open space and recreation
e.  Public works projects
f.   Solid waste management proposals
g.  Land use plans and ordinances
h.  Rezonings and variances
i.   Subdivisions


2. Submit to the [Military Installation] Community Planner for review and comment, 
project notification, policies, plans, projects, reports, studies, and similar information on 
land, facility, and environmental activities within the vicinity of Fort Campbell as identified 
on the map in attachment 1.


3. Incorporate [Military Installation]  comments into local responses and reports or, if 
not accepted, submit written explanation stating reasons comments will not be incorporated 
at least 5 days prior to the decision.


4. Include the [Military Installation]  Community Planner in the distribution of 
meeting agendas for, but not limited to, the following:


a. ______________  City Council
b. ______________  County Commission
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c. ______________  Planning Commission
d. ______________  Zoning Board of Adjustment
f. ______________  Review Board
g. ______________  Urban Transportation Study Committee


[Military Installation] agrees to:


1.  Submit information to the city and county Planning Director on plans, programs, actions, 
and projects which may affect the city or county. These may include, but are not limited to, 
the following:


a. Installation Master Plans
b.  Withdrawal of public domain land for military use
c. Installation Compatible Use Zone Studies (ICUZ)Studies (ICUZ)(ICUZ)
d.  Substantial changes in existing installation use
e. Appropriate data for local plans, programs, and projects


2.  Submit to the city and county Planning Director for review, policies, plans, projects, reports, 
studies and similar information on land, facility, and environmental activities at [Military 
Installation].


This agreement will remain in effect until terminated by any of the parties. Amendments 
to this memorandum may be made by mutual agreement of all the parties. Review process 
details and appropriate forms may be developed to facilitate uniform and efficient exchange 
of comments. This agreement will not be construed to obligate the U.S. Army, the city of 
_____________


County, or ___________________ Planning Commission to violate existing or 
future laws or regulations.


This agreement is approved by:


______________________  County    [Military Installation]                


By: __________      By: __________


Date: _________      Date:_________


The city of _______________________


By: _________


Date: ________
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Appendix 7.5


SAMPLE	NOISE/PROPERTY	AGREEMENT


Undersigned, the Undersigned covenants and agree as follows:


1. That the Undersigned acknowledges that the Undersigned is aware that the property 
is located in a high noise area due to its proximity to Fort Campbell and the operations of 
the USA at and around Fort Campbell.  The Undersigned further acknowledges that such 
noise will, in all likelihood, continue indefinitely into the future and might, in fact, increase 
significantly.


2. That the undersigned for the Undersigned and the heirs, successors, assigns and 
personal representatives of the Undersigned, has granted and conveyed and by these 
presents does grant and convey unto the USA a perpetual easement to cause noise in any 
level of intensity caused by operations at Fort Campbell for the use of aircraft and weapons 
at Fort Campbell, in the vicinity of Fort Campbell, or in the vicinity of the property to be 
heard upon the property, to have and to hold the said easement unto the USA, forever.


3. The Undersigned is aware of recent enacted noise attenuation requirements imposed 
by one or more ordinances recently enacted by the county, which requirements effect 
construction on the property after the date of enactment, and acknowledge awareness of 
the fact that it is necessary and beneficial to the undersigned to comply therewith, agree 
to comply therewith, and agree to furnish any future purchaser, tenant, or occupant of the 
property, a copy of this instrument and to make such persons aware of the noise to which 
the property is now and might in the future be subject, the noise attenuation requirements 
imposed on the property, and that the provisions of this instrument are binding on such 
persons.


4. That no deed or plat of the property or any portion thereof shall be drawn, made, 
used or recorded unless there is noted on such deed or plat that the portion of the property 
described or represented therein in the latest report issued by Fort Campbell or unless such 
deed or plat contained a statement accurately reflecting that no portion of the property 
described or shown therein is within the 65 dB noise contour.


5. That the Undersigned, for the Undersigned and the heirs, successors, assigns or 
personal representatives of the Undersigned, hereby releases the USA and all of its officials, 
officers, agents, servants, employees, contractors, invitees, and permittees from any and all 
claims, damages, or causes of action for personal injury, property damage, or of any other 
nature whatsoever, whether known or unknown, direct or indirect, foreseen or unforeseen, 
that the Undersigned or the heirs, assigns, successors, personal representatives, tenants, 
invitees, or permittees of the Undersigned might have in the past or might in the future 
sustain due to noise from Fort Campbell or the aircraft and weapons operated there from or 
in the vicinity thereof.
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6. That the restrictions herein imposed on the Property, releases herein granted, and 
the agreements herein made shall be binding upon the Undersigned, the heirs, assigns, 
successors, personal representatives, tenants, invitees, and permittees of the Undersigned 
and shall run with the title to the property.


7.  That these covenants may be enforced by the USA, the County, the Undersigned, or 
any person owning any lot in Christian County as shown on the Plat.


8.  That a violation of the covenants imposed herein shall not result in a forfeiture or 
reversion of title.


9.  The restrictions imposed by this instrument may be canceled by the USA.  However 
the restrictions imposed on the Property by this instrument shall remain in full force and 
effect until canceled by the USA or until the USA ceases to use Fort Campbell as a military 
installation for a continuous period of more than one (1) year.


In witness whereof, the Undersigned has signed, sealed, and delivered the within
Easement, Restrictive Covenants, Release, and Agreement as of 
, l99__.


Signed, Sealed and Delivered
in the Presence of:


______________________________________    ____________________________(L.S.) 
(Witness)


______________________________________
(Witness)
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Appendix 7.6.  
--North Carolina Acquisition of Open Space Statute 160A-401-407


NC	General	Statutes	160A	-	401-407


Part 4. Acquisition of Open Space.


§ 160A-401.  Legislative intent.
  It is the intent of the General Assembly in enacting this Part to provide a means 
whereby any county or city may acquire, by purchase, gift, grant, bequest, devise, 
lease, or otherwise, and through the expenditure of public funds, the fee or any 
lesser interest or right in real property in order to preserve, through limitation of 
their future use, open spaces and areas for public use and enjoyment. (1963, c. 
1129, s. 1; 1971, c. 698, s. 1.)
  
§ 160A-402.  Finding of necessity.
  The General Assembly finds that the rapid growth and spread of urban 
development in the State is encroaching upon, or eliminating, many open areas and 
spaces of varied size and character, including many having significant scenic or 
esthetic values, which areas and spaces if preserved and maintained in their present 
open state would constitute important physical, social, esthetic, or economic assets 
to existing and impending urban development.  The General Assembly declares that 
it is necessary for sound and proper urban development and in the public interest 
of the people of this State for any county or city to expend or advance public 
funds for, or to accept by purchase, gift, grant, bequest, devise, lease, or otherwise, 
the fee or any lesser interest or right in real property so as to acquire, maintain, 
improve, protect, limit the future use of, or otherwise conserve open spaces and 
areas within their respective jurisdictions as defined by this Article.  The General 
Assembly declares that the acquisition of interests or rights in real property for the 
preservation of open spaces and areas constitutes a public purpose for which public 
funds may be expended or advanced. (1963, c. 1129, s. 2; 1971, c. 698, s. 1.)
  
§ 160A-403.  Counties or cities authorized to acquire and reconvey real property.
  Any county or city in the State may acquire by purchase, gift, grant, bequest, 
devise, lease, or otherwise, the fee or any lesser interest, development right, 
easement, covenant, or other contractual right of or to real property within its 
respective jurisdiction, when it finds that the acquisition is necessary to achieve the 
purposes of this Part.  Any county or city may also acquire the fee to any property 
for the purpose of conveying or leasing the property back to its original owner or 
other person under covenants or other contractual arrangements that will limit the 
future use of the property in accordance with the purposes of this Part, but when 
this is done, the property may be conveyed back to its original owner but to no 
other person by private sale. (1963, c. 1129, s. 3; 1971, c. 698, s. 1.)
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§ 160A-404.  Joint action by governing bodies.
  Any county or city may enter into any agreement with any other county or city for 
the purpose of jointly exercising the authority granted by this Part. (1963, c. 1129, s. 
4; 1971, c. 698, s. 1.)
  
§ 160A-405.  Powers of governing bodies.
  Any county or city, in order to exercise the authority granted by this Part, may:
(1)  Enter into and carry out contracts with the State or federal government or any 
agencies thereof under  which grants or other assistance are made to the county or 
city;
(2)  Accept any assistance or funds that may be granted by the State or federal 
government with or without a contract;
(3)  Agree to and comply with any reasonable conditions imposed upon grants;
(4)  Make expenditures from any funds so granted. (1963, c. 1129,  s. 5; 1971, c. 
698, s. 1.)


§ 160A-406.  Appropriations authorized.
  For the purposes set forth in this Part, a county or city may appropriate funds not 
otherwise limited as to use by law. (1963, c. 1129, s. 6; 1971, c. 698, s. 1; 1973, c. 
426, s. 60; 1975, c. 664, s. 14.)


§ 160A-407.  Definitions.
  (a)For the purpose of this Part an “open space” or “open area” is any space or area 
(i) characterized by great natural scenic beauty or (ii) whose existing openness, 
natural condition, or present state of use, if retained, would enhance the present or 
potential value of abutting or surrounding urban development, or would maintain or 
enhance the conservation of natural or scenic resources.
  (b) For the purposes of this Part “open space” or “open area” and the “public use 
and enjoyment” of interests or rights in real property shall also include open space 
land and open space uses. The term “open space land” means any undeveloped or 
predominantly undeveloped land in an urban area that has value for one or more 
of the following purposes: (i) park and recreational purposes, (ii) conservation of 
land and other natural resources, or (iii) historic or scenic purposes. The term “open 
space uses” means any use of open space land for (i) park and recreational purposes, 
(ii) conservation of land and other natural resources, or (iii) historic or scenic 
purposes. (1963, c. 1129, s. 7; 1969, c. 35, s. 1; 1971, c. 698, s. 1.)







A8-1


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


Appendix 8


8.0 Examples of Developer Agreements


8.1 City of Aurora, Colorado
Development Agreement


8.2 Montgomery County, Maryland
Site Plan Enforcement Agreement
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Appendix 8.1


                                             DEVELOPMENT AGREEMENT


THIS AGREEMENT made and entered into this _________ day of ______________, 
20__, by and between _____________________________________________, hereinafter 
referred to “DEVELOPER,” and the CITY OF __________, a municipal corporation of the 
Counties ______________________________, State of ___________, hereinafter referred 
to as “CITY.”


 RECITALS


1. DEVELOPER is the owner of the property described in Exhibit “A,” attached hereto 
(the “Property”) and has filed a petition to annex said property to the CITY; and


2. The parties mutually agree pursuant to City Code Section 146-301 that the annexation 
of the Property to the CITY shall not create any additional cost or impose additional burden on 
the existing residents of the CITY to provide public facilities and services to the Property after 
annexation. If the proposed development will result in new burdens on the city’s existing public 
facilities and services, the development shall be responsible for mitigating such impacts through 
compliance with standards adopted by the city council.  The standards will include fees calculated 
and imposed to provide adequate public facilities and services based on objective criteria. 
 A.  Developer desires to develop the Property as a master planned residential 
golf club community zoned and entitled for 1,500 single family residential units, 
together with open space, recreational amenities and other related uses, and consisting 
of two distinctive lifestyle communities as generally described below (the “Project”): 
 (1)  A golf-oriented residential community organized around an exclusive, private golf 
club, and consisting of a PGA/TPC (Professional Golf Association/Tournament Players 
Club) or equivalent championship caliber golf course designed by a “signature” golf course 
architect, together with a clubhouse and related amenities commensurate with PGA/TPC 
standards; and a lake-oriented residential community organized around an approximately 
35-acre lake and associated swim, tennis and similar recreational facilities.


In consideration of the foregoing premises and the covenants, promises, and agreements 
of each of the parties hereto, to be kept and performed by each of them IT IS AGREED:


1.     DEFINITIONS


1.1  “Developer” shall mean and refer to the DEVELOPER, and his heirs, 
successors, assigns, and designees.


1.2  “Crossings” shall mean and refer to all bridges, culverts, or other types of 
facilities or structures used to cross roadways, drainage ways, or storm drainage 
areas.
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1.3  “Drainage Basin Development Fee” shall mean the CITY’s fee of $1,052 per 
gross acre, or as such amount may be subsequently adjusted by City Council, payable 
at the time of subdivision platting, which is levied and assessed upon each vacant and 
undeveloped lot and parcel of land within the CITY for the purpose of funding the 
construction and installation of major facilities in accordance with the Drainage Master 
Plan.


1.4  “Off-Site Traffic Impact Fee” shall mean the CITY’s fee of $500 per gross acre, or 
as such amount may be subsequently adjusted by City Council, payable at the time of 
subdivision platting, which the CITY normally charges to offset the costs to the CITY of 
improvements to streets beyond the limits of the property, which are required to address 
the impacts to such streets from development on the property.


1.5  “Park Development Fee” shall mean the CITY’s fee established by City Council, 
or as such amount may subsequently be adjusted by City Council, payable at the time 
building permit issuance, which the CITY charges to offset the costs to the CITY of 
improvements to public park lands that are required to address the impacts to such parks 
from development on the property.


1.6  “Sewer Interceptor Fee” shall mean the CITY’s fee of $500 per gross acre, or as 
such amount may be subsequently adjusted by the City Council, payable at the time 
of subdivision platting, which the CITY charges for extension by the CITY of sewer 
interceptor lines and other improvements necessary to provide sanitary sewer service to 
development on the property.


1.7  “Sewer Interceptor Lines” shall mean and refer to sewer lines larger than twelve 
inches (12”) in diameter.


1.8  “Siren Fee” shall mean the CITY’s fee of $78 per gross acre, or as such amount 
may be subsequently adjusted by the City Council, payable at the time of subdivision 
platting, which the CITY charges for providing public safety warning sirens to serve the 
property.


1.9  “Streets” shall mean and refer to residential, commercial, collector, minor, and 
principal arterial streets, highways, expressways, and roadways.


1.10 “Urban Services Extension Fee” shall mean the CITY fee of $131.64 per dwelling 
unit per year, $.15 per year per square foot for gross floor area for office, commercial, 
and retail, and $.11 for industrial buildings, or as such amounts may be subsequently 
adjusted by City Council, payable on a monthly basis by the property owner after 
issuance of certificate of occupancy, which the CITY charges for the provision of 
municipal services other than water transmission and sewer interceptor service for lands 
that are located beyond the urban service area as established by the City Council.


1.11  “Water Transmission Development Fee” shall mean the CITY’s fee of $1,100 per 
acre, or as such amount may be subsequently adjusted by City Council, payable at the 
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time of subdivision platting, which the CITY charges for extension by the CITY of 
water transmission lines to supply water to the property.


1.12  “Water Transmission Lines” shall mean and refer to water lines larger than twelve 
inches (12”) in diameter.


2.     STREETS


2.1  DEVELOPER shall dedicate free and clear of all liens and encumbrances of 
any kind, all rights-of-way for public streets for the full width thereof, as required 
by the CITY. DEVELOPER shall design and fully improve to CITY standards all 
public streets within the Property, and one-half of all streets lying on or abutting the 
exterior boundaries of the Property, without cost to CITY.  Such dedication of streets 
shall occur at the time of CITY approval of each subdivision plat within the Property; 
however, DEVELOPER agrees to dedicate such rights-of-way at an earlier time when 
determined by CITY to be required for commencement of construction of such streets 
or for extension of utilities.  An earlier dedication shall not relieve DEVELOPER of his 
obligation to improve streets as provided herein.  


2.2  DEVELOPER agrees to convey to CITY an easement in gross adjoining arterials, 
highways, and expressways to provide necessary cut and fill to establish the grade on a 
one foot incline for every three feet (3’) of distance.  Said easement shall be released to 
DEVELOPER at such time as the adjacent property is filled and maintained at grade.


2.3  DEVELOPER shall pay a per acre off-site traffic impact fee as established 
by ordinance for the acreage within the Property for the improvement of off-site 
transportation facilities .  Such fee shall be due and payable pro rata based upon the 
acreage of each plat at the time of CITY approval of each subdivision plat within the 
Property.  DEVELOPER agrees to include the Property in districts or other mechanisms 
established by CITY for improvement of roadways.


2.4  DEVELOPER will advance the funds required for signalization of perimeter streets 
when needs meet the required warrants as reasonably determined by CITY, subject 
to reimbursement on an equitable pro rata basis by other landowners contributing to 
the warranting of such signals, such reimbursement to be administered by CITY by 
separate agreement between DEVELOPER and CITY pursuant to the city code.


3.    WATER AND SEWER


3.1  The CITY agrees to install water transmission lines and sewer interceptor lines to 
the Property at a point nearest CITY’S existing facilities, in accordance with its master 
plan.  DEVELOPER agrees to dedicate all necessary unobstructed right-of-way for 
utility easements needed for water and sewer lines to serve the area described herein, 
or for transmission through the area described herein, not less than sixteen feet (16’) 
in width for a sanitary sewer or water line, and not less than twenty-six feet (26’) in 
width when a parallel water and sewer line must be installed.  The DEVELOPER shall 
grant additional temporary construction easements for installation of water and sewer 
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mains where required by the CITY.  DEVELOPER agrees to develop and provide to 
the CITY for review and approval prior to platting of the Property a master utilities plan 
for the annexed area.  The master utilities plan shall describe transmission facilities and  
distribution facilities.


3.2  Subject to Section 3.3 herein, the CITY shall provide water and sewer service 
to the Property within a reasonable period of time after notification of need by the 
DEVELOPER as required for development of the Property.  DEVELOPER agrees 
to pay to CITY a per acre water transmission development fee and a per acre sewer 
interceptor fee as established by ordinance for the gross acreage within the Property.  
The water transmission development fee and sewer interceptor fee shall be due and 
payable pro rata based upon the acreage of each plat at the time of CITY approval of 
each subdivision plat within the Property.  The fee amount shall be that in effect at the 
time of payment.  DEVELOPER further agrees to make additional payments on the 
balance of the water transmission development fee and sewer interceptor fee as may 
be required form time to time to extend water transmission and sewer interceptor lines 
to serve the Property as needed for development.  In the event, however, that the total 
amount of such fees is insufficient to fund extension of the line, DEVELOPER shall 
advance the necessary funds to pay for the total cost to design and construct extension 
of water transmission and sewer interceptor line extensions.  DEVELOPER may 
proceed under a separate agreement with CITY for payback of costs in excess of fees 
from pursuant to Section 8.1.


3.3  There shall be no duty or obligation upon the CITY to furnish water or sanitary 
sewer facilities to the area sought to be annexed until such time as, in the sole discretion 
of CITY, sufficient acreage has been annexed and fees paid to pay for extension of water 
and sewer facilities and to provide services to a sufficient number of inhabitants within 
the areas so as to make the construction and establishment of such services feasible.  
The City’s obligation to provide water is subject to any water restrictions and rate 
modifications that the City Council enacts under its general police power.


3.4  Notwithstanding the fees provided in this Article III, if provisions of water and 
sewer services requires payment of fees or charges to regional or metropolitan service 
agencies or other third party authorities, DEVELOPER shall provide such funds as and 
when required by such service agency.


3.5  DEVELOPER will pay tap fees as are required by the CITY at the time said taps are 
needed.  The DEVELOPER agrees that all promises of water and sanitary sewer service 
made by this agreement are subject to any water and sewer tap allocation program of the 
CITY, and are uniformly applied subject to any other general restrictions of the CITY, or 
regional service agencies, relating to the provision of water and sanitary sewer service.


3.6  Prior to final approval of the annexation ordinance, DEVELOPER shall deliver to 
CITY a special warranty deed for the non-tributary and not non-tributary water within 
the Dawson-Arkose, Denver, Arapahoe, and Laramie-Fox Hills aquifers that lie beneath 
the DEVELOPER’S Property.  In addition to standard warranties of a deed of this type, 
the special warranty deed shall specifically warrant that the grantor has not divested 







A8-7


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


himself of the subject non-tributary and not non-tributary groundwater prior to its 
conveyance to the CITY.


3.7  The DEVELOPER grants in perpetuity to the CITY the sole and exclusive right to 
withdraw, appropriate, and use any and all water within the Dawson-Arkose, Denver, 
Arapahoe, and Laramie-Fox Hills aquifers underlying the Property.  The DEVELOPER 
irrevocably consents in perpetuity, on behalf of itself and any and all successors in title, 
pursuant to Section 37-90-137(4) of the Colorado Revised Statutes, as now existing or 
later amended, to the withdrawal, appropriation, and use by the CITY of all such water, 
and agrees to execute any additional or supplemental consents thereto that may be 
required for the CITY to withdraw, appropriate, or use said water.
 
3.8  The drilling of water wells upon the Property shall not be commenced or 
undertaken without the prior approval of the CITY COUNCIL.  To the extent that the 
CITY wishes to drill wells on the Property, the location of such wells shall not affect 
materially the development plan.  The DEVELOPER agrees to convey necessary 
easements to CITY for wells. 


4.     STORM DRAINAGE


4.1  DEVELOPER shall pay the per-acre drainage fee established by City Code 
for basin-wide drainage facilities as required by CITY’S master drainage plan and 
ordinances.  The fee shall be payable at the time of CITY approval of each subdivision 
plat within the Property. The amount payable shall be pro rata based upon the acreage 
of each plat


4.2  In the event the DEVELOPER desires to complete the development of any portion 
of the annexed lands prior to completion of the regional storm drainage improvements 
to major drainage ways by the CITY, the DEVELOPER may make those improvements 
at its expense.  At its option, and subject to a separate agreement, the CITY may 
agree to reimburse the DEVELOPER at a future date for DEVELOPER’S cost for 
construction of said improvements.  


4.3  DEVELOPER shall be responsible for design and construction of drainage 
improvements, other than basin-wide improvements described in Section 4.1, as 
required by CITY to permit development of the property 


4.4  DEVELOPER shall dedicate all land within the 100-year floodplain and a  
maintenance 
trail corridor at the time of platting of any property located adjacent to the floodplain.
 
4.5  DEVELOPER shall petition for annexation to Urban Drainage Flood Control  
District when platting occurs on any part of the Property (if located east of Powhaton 
Road).
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5.     CROSSINGS


5.1  The parties mutually agree that whenever it is found and determined by CITY that 
a crossing of drainage way, existing or proposed roadway, railroad, or any impediment 
to a roadway is required within the Property, CITY shall specify design criteria, and 
DEVELOPER shall construct the crossing, including transition improvements, in 
conjunction with the development of the Property.  The crossings required for the 
described property shall be constructed in conformance with CITY standards.


5.2  If a crossing is required on the exterior boundary of the Property, DEVELOPER 
shall be responsible for his proportionate share of the construction cost as determined by 
CITY.
 


6.     PUBLIC LAND DEDICATION


6.1  DEVELOPER agrees to dedicate land to CITY to be used for public purposes, or 
pay cash in lieu of land if required by CITY.  Dedication of land or payment of cash 
shall occur at the time of approval of the first subdivision plat for development within 
the Property. Land dedication for parks shall comply with the requirements of the City 
Code. Land dedicated for public uses other than parks shall equal one percent (1%) of 
residentially zoned property. In addition, Developer shall also dedicate land for public 
uses equal to two percent (2%) of the Property zoned nonresidential. All dedicated 
lands shall be platted by DEVELOPER at the time of dedication in accordance with the 
CITY’s subdivision regulations.  The external boundaries of the dedicated land shall be 
monumented on the ground as required by the City Code.  


6.2   In the event CITY requires cash in lieu of land dedication, DEVELOPER shall pay 
money to the CITY in an amount equal to the fair market value at the time of payment 
of improved land as described in Section 6.3 herein. shall meet all the standards for 
acceptance by the CITY as enumerated herein.  The full in-lieu payment shall be due, 
if not sooner paid, prior to the expiration date of this agreement.  All such dedicated 
or conveyed real property shall be dedicated for the perpetual use and benefit of the 
public by the dedication language of the relevant subdivision plat or shall be conveyed 
to the CITY by general warranty deed free and clear of mortgages, deeds of trust, and 
other liens of whatever sort, and be free and clear of other restrictions, reservations, 
exceptions, covenants, easements, rights-of-way, and other encumbrances (except 
easements of record), and other encumbrances or natural conditions, except for those to 
which CITY had no reasonable objection in light of the intended use of the site, at no 
monetary cost to the CITY.  Said land shall have zoning to permit the intended use.


6.3  Promptly upon applying for any subdivision plat, the approval of which will trigger 
any in-lieu payment, DEVELOPER shall notify CITY and commence negotiations to 
agree upon the amount of said in-lieu payment.  If the parties cannot agree upon the 
amount of any in-lieu payment required by this agreement, each party shall appoint an 
appraiser of its choosing, whose fees shall be paid by the appointing party.  If the two 
appraisers thus appointed cannot agree on the amount, they shall jointly appoint a third 
appraiser whose fees shall be paid half by DEVELOPER and half by the CITY.  The 
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amount shall be the average of the two appraisal amounts (out of three appraisals) 
which are closest to one another in value. Until the amount is established as provided 
in this Section, CITY shall not approve the plat that triggers the payment at issue to 
proceed to final approval.  CITY agrees to respond with reasonable promptness in all 
matters regarding determination under this Section so as to minimize the platting delay, 
if any, to DEVELOPER.


6.4  DEVELOPER agrees that if between the time of annexation and subdividing, any 
of the described Property is rezoned from a nonresidential to a residential classification, 
or a residential zoned area is rezoned to a higher density, the CITY may require 
additional land dedications at the time of subdivision platting. 


6.5  To the extent the described Property is to be zoned residential, DEVELOPER 
shall dedicate land for public schools as required by the city code.  All land or cash in 
lieu shall be due at the time of the platting of the first residential subdivision.  Land 
dedicated for schools shall comply with the requirements of  City Code Section 147-48.


6.6  The DEVELOPER agrees that lands to be donated for public purposes shall include 
all site and public improvements including, but not limited to water, sewer, curb, 
gutter, streets, and sidewalks.  DEVELOPER shall install such improvements when 
determined by the CITY to be necessary.  (Or, if determined by the CITY at the time 
of conveyance that the improvements are not needed at that time, then DEVELOPER 
shall enter into a separate agreement specifying when and how the improvements 
will be made).  No lands to be dedicated for public purposes shall be disturbed by 
DEVELOPER in any manner to disrupt the natural landscape, unless first approved by 
the CITY.  DEVELOPER agrees that all lands donated to the CITY shall not be used 
as a borrow or fill area.  Any sites dedicated for public purposes, but disturbed due to 
grading of adjacent sites, or lands within the flood plain disturbed due to storm drainage 
improvements, must be successfully planted or seeded by DEVELOPER with native 
grasses acceptable to CITY to prevent erosion.


6.7  DEVELOPER hereby grants to CITY a lien on the Property to secure payment of 
the amounts or dedications of the lands and water rights.  This lien may be foreclosed 
like a mortgage, but only after written demand for payment or dedication to the 
owner(s) of the land to be foreclosed upon followed by sixty (60) days without payment 
or dedication of all amounts or lands identified in said demand.


6.8  DEVELOPER agrees to pay to CITY a park development fee as required by the 
City Code, as such amount may be subsequently adjusted by the City Council


7.     URBAN SERVICES


7.1  If the proposed development will result in new burdens on the city’s existing public 
facilities and services, the development shall be responsible for mitigating such impacts 
through compliance with standards adopted by the city council.  The standards will 
include fees calculated and imposed to provide adequate public facilities and services 
based on objective criteria
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7.2  DEVELOPER acknowledges that the Property is located beyond the area of 
existing CITY services.  The CITY will extend services to the Property in an orderly 
manner as provided by CITY’S urban service extension ordinance.  In the event the 
Property develops prior to the date of extension, DEVELOPER agrees to pay the urban 
services extension fee as established by ordinance upon the granting of certificate of 
occupancy for structures or the Property.  DEVELOPER shall continue to pay said fee 
until the CITY’S urban service area is extended to include the Property, at which time 
the obligation to pay the fee shall terminate.


7.2  It is expressly understood that the CITY may be unable to provide fire protection to 
any of the annexed land prior to the installation of required fire hydrants.  DEVELOPER 
shall petition for exclusion from the fire protection district upon completion of the 
annexation and approval of zoning.  In any event, the exclusion shall be completed 
before the first residential building permit is issued.  CITY shall provide fire protection 
upon exclusion of the Property from the district.


7.3  If the area of the herein described annexation lies wholly or partially within a 
legally constituted water, sanitation, or water and sanitation district, there shall be 
no obligation on the part of the CITY to provide such utilities services to the areas 
within any such district, unless it be done by mutual agreement between the CITY and 
such district.  However, if requested by the CITY, the DEVELOPER shall petition 
for exclusion from the district.  In the event of exclusion, the CITY shall assume 
responsibility for service to the annexed area, and the DEVELOPER shall comply with 
all applicable utilities service provisions contained herein.


7.4  DEVELOPER shall pay a fee of $78.00 per acre, as such amount may be 
subsequently adjusted by the City Council, at the time of subdivision plat approval to 
be used by the City to fund emergency warning siren in the area.  If requested by CITY, 
DEVELOPER shall provide a minimum of ten (10) foot by ten (10) foot easement to 
locate the siren and tower.
  


8.     PUBLIC FACILITY EXTENSION


8.1  Extension of water and sewer line, streets, storm drainage, street lighting, traffic 
control devices, and other public improvements from the developed areas of the CITY 
to the Property may be pursuant to reimbursement as provided in the City Code to 
reimburse DEVELOPER from lands abutting such facilities for DEVELOPER’S costs 
to extend public facilities which benefit such intervening lands. 


9. DEVELOPMENT; PERMITTED USES/DESIGN STANDARDS.


9.1  The development parcel sizes and locations, roadway locations and other aspects 
of the Project will be finally determined during the City’s review and approval of 
subdivision plats, Framework Development Plan(s), and Contextual Site Plan(s) in 
accordance with the procedures established in the __________ Regulations.  However, 
the uses and number of dwelling units (1,500) within the Project are intended to be 
vested property rights.  During the Term, the City shall not accept for processing any 
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application for rezoning of any portion of the Property unless such application includes 
a certificate executed by Developer consenting to the action requested.


9.2  The permitted uses of the Property, the density and intensity of use (including, 
without limitation, 1,500 dwelling units, together with golf course, club house and 
other uses), the design standards, provisions for reservation or dedication of land for 
public purposes, the general location of roads and trails, and other terms and conditions 
of development applicable to the Property and the Project shall be as set forth in this 
Agreement.  The design, improvement, construction, and development of the Property 
shall be in substantial conformance with the __________ Zone District Regulations.  
In order to reasonably assure that development of the Project will result in a high-end 
residential community with home prices in a target range of 130% to 500% of the 
average price for single family detached homes in the Denver metropolitan market, 
Developer expects to impose and enforce through private covenants, conditions and 
restrictions design standards which are more stringent than and supplemental to those 
set forth in the __________ Zone District Regulations.  Such privately imposed 
design standards will be intended to impose among other standards, the following 
requirements:  (i) lot sizes ranging between 6,000 and more than 49,000 square feet; 
(ii) premium quality semi-custom homes ranging between 2,000 and more than 6,000 
square feet of floor area; and (iii) a premium amenity package.


9.3  Additional Standards.


9.     GENERAL PROVISIONS


9.1  This agreement shall be recorded with the Clerk and Recorder in ___________ 
County, ___________, shall run with the land, and shall be binding upon and inure to 
the benefit of the heirs, successors, and assigns of the parties hereto.  DEVELOPER 
shall notify CITY of assignments and the names of assignees.  Every part of the 
Property shall at all times remain subject to all the obligations of this agreement with 
respect to each and every part of the Property.


9.2  In order to facilitate construction of improvements and subject to CITY’S rights of 
review and approval under the laws of the State of ________, and the City Code, CITY 
will consider the creation of one or more districts including, but not limited to special 
districts, general improvement districts, and metropolitan districts authorized pursuant 
to (insert state statute reference)., to provide financing of public improvements.  
DEVELOPER agrees that any special districts established within the Property shall not 
levy, charge, or collect a sales tax, nor shall such districts apply for or request Colorado 
Conservation Trust Funds as supplemented by the state lottery.


9.3  Nothing contained in this agreement shall constitute or be interpreted as a repeal 
of existing codes or ordinances or as a waiver or abnegation of CITY’S legislative, 
governmental, or police powers to promote and protect the health, safety, or general 
welfare of the municipality or its inhabitants; nor shall this agreement prohibit the 
enactment by CITY of any fee which is of uniform or general application.
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9.4  No right or remedy of disconnection of the described Property from the CITY 
shall accrue from this agreement, other than that provided by City Code Section 
_____.  DEVELOPER covenants that the urban service extension fee shall not 
constitute grounds for disconnection.  In the event the Property or any portion thereof 
is disconnected at DEVELOPER’S request, CITY shall have no obligation to serve 
the disconnected Property and this agreement shall be void and of no further force and 
effect as to such Property.


9.5  If the annexation of the Property or any portion thereof is challenged by a 
referendum, all provisions of this agreement, together with the duties and obligations of 
each party, shall be suspended pending the outcome of the referendum election.  If the 
referendum challenge to the annexation results in disconnection of the Property from the 
CITY then this annexation agreement and all provisions contained herein shall be null 
and void and of no further effect.  If the referendum challenge fails, then DEVELOPER 
and CITY shall continue to be bound by all the terms and provisions of this annexation 
agreement.


9.6  In the event that the annexation of the Property or any portion thereof is voided 
by final action of any court, CITY and DEVELOPER shall cooperate to cure the 
legal defect which resulted in disconnection of the property, and upon such cure this 
annexation agreement shall be deemed to be an agreement to annex the Property to 
CITY pursuant to Section 31-12-121 of the Colorado Revised Statutes, 1973, and City 
Code 138-223 and 138-327.  DEVELOPER shall reapply for annexation as when the 
Property becomes eligible for annexation as determined by CITY.


9.7  It is understood and agreed by the parties hereto that if any part, term, or provision 
of this agreement is by the courts held to be illegal or in conflict with any law of the 
State of Colorado, the validity of the remaining portions or provisions shall not be 
affected, and the rights and obligations of the parties shall be construed and enforced as 
if the agreement did not contain the particular part, term, or provision held to be invalid.


9.8  All fees recited in this agreement shall be subject to amendment by City Council.  
Any amendment to fees shall be incorporated into this agreement as if originally set 
forth herein.  Nothing in this agreement shall prevent, prohibit, diminish, or impair 
the city’s home rule governmental authority to adopt fees or regulations to address the 
impacts of development.


9.9   DEVELOPER agrees to include the Property in public improvement districts as 
may be organized by the CITY pursuant to the provisions of Title 31, Article 25, Part 6, 
of the Colorado Revised Statutes.


9.10  This instrument embodies the whole agreement of the parties.  There are no 
promises, terms, conditions, or obligations other than those contained herein; and this 
agreement shall supersede all previous communications, representations, or agreements, 
either verbal or written, between the parties hereto.  Except as provided in Section 9.8, 
there shall be no modification of this agreement except in writing, executed with the 
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same formalities as this instrument.  Subject to the conditions precedent herein, this 
agreement may be enforced in any court of competent jurisdiction.


9.11  This agreement shall terminate and expire upon the completion of the 
development of the property and satisfaction of all the obligations herein.  Thereafter, 
so long as the Property is located within the municipal boundaries of CITY, it shall 
continue to be subject to the charter, ordinances, and rules and regulations of the CITY.


9.12  It is expressly understood and agreed that enforcement of the terms and conditions  
this Agreement, and all rights of action relating to such enforcement, shall be strictly 
reserved to the Parties hereto, their successors and assigns, and nothing contained in 
this Agreement shall give or allow any claim or right of action by any other or third 
person under this Agreement.  It is the express intention of the Parties that any person 
other than the Parties receiving services or benefits under this Agreement shall be 
deemed to be an incidental beneficiary only.


9.13  Any and all obligations of the CITY for water, sewer, and drainage improvements 
shall be the sole obligation of the CITY’S Utility Enterprise and as such, shall not 
constitute a multiple fiscal year direct or indirect debt or other financial obligation of 
the CITY within the meaning of any constitutional, statutory, or charter limitation. 
Any and all obligations of the CITY for public improvements other than water, sewer, 
and storm drainage improvements shall be subject to annual appropriation by the City 
Council. 


9.14   In the event of breach or default by the city, the sole remedies hereunder shall be 
the equitable remedies of specific performance or injunction.  Developer, it successors 
and assigns, hereby waive any rights to money damages for any such breach or default.


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have executed this agreement the day and 
year first above written.


 By ________________________________________
 DEVELOPER


State of _____________
County of ___________


 Subscribed before me this _____ day of ____________, 200_, by ________________
_____.


 My commission expires:  
     ________________________
___________________________   Notary Public


CITY OF _________________
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    By___________________________________
        _____________________________, Mayor


ATTEST:


________________________________________
City Clerk


APPROVED AS TO FORM:


________________________________________
City Attorney’s Office       


Development agreement draft                                 
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Appendix 8.2  


________(County)________


                                SITE PLAN ENFORCEMENT AGREEMENT


This Agreement by and between                                                (Applicant), and 
the COUNTY Planning Board of The (Planning Board), is effective the date signed by the 
Planning Board.


WHEREAS, § 59-D-3.3 of the COUNTY Code (Code) requires the Applicant, as 
part of the site plan review process, to enter into a formal agreement with the Planning Board; 
and


WHEREAS, the Code requires the Applicant to agree to execute all features of 
the approved site plan noted in § 59-D-3.23 in accordance with the development program 
required by § 59-D-3.23(m).


NOW THEREFORE, in consideration of the mutual promises and stipulations set 
forth herein and pursuant to the requirements of § 59-D-3.3 of the Code, the parties hereto 
agree as follows:


1. The Applicant agrees to comply with all of the conditions set forth in the 
Planning Board’s Opinion and to execute all of the features of approved Site Plan No. 8                        
(Site Plan), including all features noted in § 59-D-3.23, in accordance with the approved 
Development Program required by § 59-D-3.23(m), attached and incorporated herein by 
reference.


2. This Agreement is binding on the Applicant, its successors and assigns, and 
on the land and improvements in perpetuity or until released in writing by the Planning 
Board.


IN WITNESS WHEREOF, the parties hereto have set our hands and seals as of the 
date and year set forth below. 


                    (COUNTY)                               


                                                           
  


Date


Applicant
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Appendix 9


9.0 Applicable Planning and Zoning Ordinances
from Local Jurisdictions


9.1 Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance
Montgomery County, Maryland
Montgomery County Code, Chapter 60 November 1977


9.2  Sample Height Ordinance:
An Ordinance Regulating the Height of Structures
and Other Activities in the Vicinity of Fort Campbell,   
Kentucky, and Providing Penalties for Violation


.
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Appendix  9.1
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SAMPLE	ADEQUATE	PUBLIC	FACILITIES	ORDINANCE
MONTGOMERY	COUNTY,	MARYLAND


§50-35


MONTGOMERY COUNTY CODE 
Chapter 50


 
* * * * * 
 
(k) Adequate public facilities. A preliminary plan of subdivision must not be approved  
 unless the Planning Board determines that public facilities will be adequate to support  
 and service the area of the proposed subdivision.  Public facilities and services to be  
 examined for adequacy will include roads and public transportation facilities, sewerage  
 and water service, schools, police stations, firehouses, and health clinics.


 (1) Periodically the District Council will establish by resolution, after public hearing,  
  guidelines for the determination of the adequacy of public facilities and services.  
  An annual growth policy approved by the County Council may serve this purpose if  
  it contains those guidelines. To provide the basis for the guidelines, the Planning  
  Board and the County Executive must provide information and recommendations to  
  the Council as follows:


  a. The Planning Board must prepare an analysis of current growth and the amount  
   of additional growth that can be accommodated by future public facilities and  
   services.  The Planning Board must also recommend any changes in  
   preliminary plan approval criteria it finds appropriate in the light of its  
   experience in administering these regulations.


  b. The County Executive must comment on the analyses and recommendations of  
   the Planning Board and must recommend criteria for the determination of the  
   adequacy of public facilities as the executive deems appropriate.


 (2) The applicant for a preliminary plan of subdivision must, at the request of 
  the Planning Board, submit sufficient information and data on the 
  proposed subdivision to demonstrate the expected impact on and use of 
  public facilities and services by possible uses of said subdivision.


 (3) The Planning Board must submit the preliminary plan of subdivision to 
  the County Executive in addition to the agencies specified in Section 50-
  35(a).


 (4) The Planning Board must consider the recommendations of the County Executive  
  and other agencies in determining the adequacy of public facilities and services in  
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  accordance with the guidelines and limitations established by the County Council in  
  its annual growth policy or established by resolution of the District Council after  
  public hearing.


 (5) Until such time as the annual growth policy or resolution of the District Council  
  provides guidelines and limitations for the determination of the adequacy of public  
  facilities and services, public facilities may be determined to be adequate to service  
  a tract of land or an affected area when the following conditions are found to exist:


  a. The tract or area will be adequately served by roads and public transportation  
   facilities.  The area or tract to be subdivided shall be deemed adequately served  
   by roads and public transportation facilities if, after taking into account traffic  
   generated by all approved subdivisions and the subject subdivision, the  
   following conditions will be satisfied:


   (i) For the geographic area in which the proposed subdivision is located, an  
    acceptable average peak-hour level of service will result from:


    1. Existing publicly maintained all-weather roads;


    2. Additional roads programmed in the current adopted capital  
     improvements program of the County or the Maryland consolidated  
     transportation program, for which one hundred (100) percent of  
     the expenditures for construction are estimated to occur in the first four  
     (4) years of the program; and


    3. Available or programmed public bus, rail, or other public or private  
     form of mass transportation.


   (ii) For intersections or links significantly affected by traffic from the subject  
    subdivision, an acceptable peak hour level of service will result from:


    1. Existing publicly maintained all-weather roads;


    2. Additional roads identified on the approved road program published by  
     the County Executive; and


    3. Available or programmed public bus, rail, or other form of mass  
     transportation.


   (iii) For the purposes of subsection (ii) above, the County Executive shall  
    publish periodically an approved road program which shall list all roads  
    programmed in the current adopted capital improvements program and the  
    Maryland consolidated transportation program for which:


    1. In the case of the capital improvements program, one hundred (100)  
     percent of the funds have been appropriated for construction costs; and
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    2. The County Executive has determined that construction will begin   
     within two (2) years of the effective date of the approved road program.


   (iv) For the purposes of subsections (i) and (iii) above, roads required under  
    Section 302 of the Charter to be authorized by law are not considered  
    programmed until they are finally approved in accordance with Section  
    20-1 of this Code.


    (v) Any parcel zoned for light industrial use (I-I) which has been in reservation 
    for public use pursuant to action of the Montgomery County Planning  
    Board at any time since June 1, 1981, and which has not changed in size or  
    shape since June 1, 1958, will not be subject to the above subsection (a) if a  
    preliminary plan was submitted prior to June 1, 1981.


  b. The tract or area has adequate sewerage and water service.


   (i) For a subdivision dependent upon public sewerage and water systems:


    1. Said area or tract to be subdivided shall be deemed to have adequate  
     sewerage and water service if located within an area in which water  
     and sewer service is presently available, under construction, or  
     designated by the County Council for extension of water and sewer  
     service within the first 2 years of a current approved 10-year water and  
     sewerage plan.


    2. If the area or tract to be subdivided is not situated within an area  
     designated for service within the first 2 years of a current approved  
     10-year water and sewerage plan, but is within the last 8 years of such  
     plan, it is deemed to have adequate water and sewerage service if the  
     applicant provides community sewerage and/or water systems  
     as set forth in Subtitle 5 of Title 9 of Article Health-Environmental  
     of the Annotated Code of Maryland provided the installation of such  
     facilities has been approved by the State Department of Health and  
     Mental Hygiene, the Washington Suburban Sanitary Commission, the  
     Health and Human Services Department, and the Montgomery  
     County Council.


   (ii) For a subdivision dependent upon the use of septic systems:  Said area or  
    tract to be subdivided shall be deemed to have adequate sewerage service  
    if development with the use of septic systems is in accordance with  
    Section 50-27, or regulations published by the Maryland State Department  
    of Health and Mental Hygiene pursuant to Article Health-Environmental,  
    Annotated Code of Maryland, whichever imposes the greater or more  
    stringent requirement.


   (iii) In its determination of the adequacy of sewerage or water service, the  
    Planning Board shall consider the recommendation of the Washington  
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    Suburban Sanitary Commission, the capacity of trunk lines and sewerage  
    treatment facilities and any other information presented.


  c. The tract or area is so situated as not to involve danger or injury to health, safety  
   or general welfare. Such danger or injury may be deemed not to exist:


   (i) When physical facilities, such as police stations, firehouses and health  
    clinics, in the service area for the preliminary subdivision plan are currently  
    adequate or are scheduled in an adopted capital improvements program in  
    accordance with the applicable area master plan or general plan to provide  
    adequate and timely service to the subdivision; and


   (ii) If adequate public utility services will be available to serve the proposed  
    subdivision; and


   (iii) When, in the case of schools, the capacity and service areas are found to be  
    adequate according to a methodology set forth in a resolution adopted by  
    the District Council after public hearing; provided, however., that until such  
    resolution by the District Council takes effect, the Planning Board shall  
    determine the adequacy of school facilities after considering the  
    recommendations of the Superintendent of Schools.


  d. Existing or proposed street access within the tract or area is adequate. Street  
   access may be deemed adequate if the streets:


   (i) Are adequate to serve or accommodate emergency vehicles,


   (ii) Will permit the installation of public utilities and other public services,


   (iii) Are not detrimental and would not result in the inability to develop adjacent  
    lands in conformity with sound planning practices, and


   (iv) Will not cause existing street patterns to be fragmented.
 
 (6) For a proposed subdivision located in a Transportation Management District  
 designated under Chapter 42A, Article II, if the Planning Board determines, under  
 criteria and standards adopted by the County Council, that additional transportation  
 facilities or traffic alleviation measures are necessary to ensure that public transportation   
 facilities will be adequate to serve the proposed subdivision, the subdivision plan may  
 not be approved unless approval is subject to the execution of a traffic mitigation  
 agreement.


 (7) Exemptions. Places of worship and residences for staff, parish halls, and additions  
  to schools associated with places of worship, which are on an unrecorded parcel  
  which has not changed in size or shape since June 1, 1958, are not subject to the  
  provisions of section 50-35(k), “Adequate Public Facilities.”
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(l) Relation to Master Plan. In determining the acceptability of the preliminary plan   
 submitted under the provisions of this Chapter, the Planning Board must consider the  
 applicable master plan, sector plan, or an urban renewal plan approved in accordance  
 with the provisions of Chapter 56. A preliminary plan must substantially conform to the  
 applicable master plan, sector plan, or urban renewal plan, including maps and text,  
 unless the Planning Board finds that events have occurred to render the relevant master  
 plan, sector plan, or urban renewal plan recommendation no longer appropriate.


(m) Where a Division 59-D-3 site plan is required, in addition to the requirements of this  
 Chapter, the preliminary plan of subdivision must specify that no clearing or grading  
 can occur prior to approval of the Site plan unless otherwise specified in the approval of  
 the preliminary plan of subdivision.


(n) In approving a preliminary plan or site plan, the Planning Board may, with the  
 concurrence of the Department of Public Works and Transportation and the Department  
 of Permitting Services, require construction by a developer of a reasonable amount of  
 off- site sidewalks or sidewalk improvements.  Off-site sidewalks or sidewalk  
 improvements may be required to provide for one or more necessary connections from  
 the proposed development to an existing sidewalk, existing or proposed bus or other.
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Appendix 9.2
SAMPLE	HEIGHT	RESTRICTION	ORDINANCE


AN	ORDINANCE	REGULATING	THE	HEIGHT	OF	STRUCTURES
AND	OTHER	ACTIVITIES	IN	THE	VICINITY	OF	FORT	CAMPBELL,	


KENTUCKY	AND
PROVIDING	PENALTIES	FOR	VIOLATION


BE IT ORDAINED by the County Council of Christian County, Ky. in Council Duly
Assembled:


Section 1


By virtue of the authority granted to Christian County, this Ordinance is enacted to 
restrict the height of buildings, towers, or other man-made structures, and hazards to 
aircraft above a certain maximum height, to be hereinafter specified, and to restrict the use 
of land in any manner which will create electrical interference with radio communications 
between the aircraft and the base, or otherwise endangering the landing, taking off, or 
maneuvering of the aircraft using the base or its related activities.


Section 2


 As used in this Ordinance, unless otherwise stated, the following definitions will be  
 used:
 (1) Airport - Campbell Army Airfield (CAAF), a United States Army Airfield located  
  in Christian County, engaged in aerial operations.
 (2) Airport Elevation - The highest point of CAAF usable land area measured in feet  
  above mean seal level. This elevation is 573 feet MSL.
 (3) Height - For the purpose of determination, the height limits in all zones set forth in  
  this Ordinance will be the height measured in feet above the airport elevation
 (4) Inner Horizontal Surface (marked as Area A on Exhibit #1): An oval-shaped plane  
  150 feet above the established airfield elevation. lit is constructed by scribing  
  an arc with a radius of 7,500 feet about the centerline at each end of each runway  
  and interconnecting these arcs with tangents.
 (5) Conical Surface (marked as Area B on Exhibit #1): An inclined plane that extends  
  from the periphery of the inner horizontal surface outward and upward at a slope  
  of  20 to 1 for a horizontal distance of 7,000 feet to a height of 500 feet above the  
  established airfield elevation.
 (6) Outer Horizontal Surface (marked as Area C on Exhibit #1): A plane located 500  
  feet above the established airfield elevation, extending outward from the outer  
  periphery of the conical surface for a horizontal distance of 30,000 feet, less any  
  portions thereof that extend outside of the unincorporated area of Christian  
  County.
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Section 3


In order to carry out the provisions of this Ordinance, there are hereby created and established certain 
zones as more fully shown and described in the maps which are attached hereto as exhibit #1, and 
incorporated by reference in this Act as if stated verbatim.


A. Exhibit #1 consists of an area located to the south of the City of Hopkinsville and further  
  shown by certain contours encircling CAAF in an oval pattern, lying in a northeastward- 
  southwestern orientation aligned with the principle runway of CAAF.


C.  Areas A and B are the areas affected by this Ordinance. Property owners or land users should  
   consult both the text of this Ordinance and the exhibits to determine locations of properties and  
   the limitations imposed thereon by this Ordinance.  In the areas that the two exhibits overlap or  
   conflict, the more stringent limitation or requirement shall govern and prevail.


Section 4


Except as otherwise provided in this Ordinance, no buildings, tower, or other man-made structure 
shall be erected or built in any zone created by this Ordinance at a height in excess of the applicable 
height limit herein established for such zone.  Such applicable height limitations are hereby established 
for each of the zones in question as follows:


A: The Inner Horizontal Surface (A) - One hundred and fifty feet above the air base elevation or  
   height of 723 feet above mean sea level.


B.  The Conical Surface (B) - This surface is an inclined plan beginning at the inner horizontal  
   surface, 150 feet, and moving upward and outward at a slope of 20 to I to a maximum height of  
   500 feet. No structure shall exceed this height limitation as set forth above, that is to say,  
   between 150 and 500 feet depending on the location of the property in relationship to the  
   inclined zone.


C.  The Outer Horizontal Surface (C) - Five hundred feet above the air base elevation or a height of  
   1073 feet above mean sea level.


Section 5


Except as otherwise provided in this Ordinance, no use may be made of the land contained in the 
contours of Exhibit #1 including the outermost zones which will create electrical interference with radio 
communications between aircraft and the base, confuse or impair visibility or otherwise endanger the 
landing, taking off or maneuvering in any manner of aircraft using the base and its related gunnery and 
bombing range.


Section 6


The regulations prescribed by this Ordinance shall not be construed to require the removal, lowering 
or changes in any existing building, tower or structure as of the effective date of this Ordinance. Further, 
should any existing tower, building or structure require maintenance or replacement, not to exceed its 
original height and dimensions nothing in this Act will prevent such maintenance or replacement. No 
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future use of the land and no future construction of any structure shall be allowed which is 
inconsistent with this Ordinance.


Section 7


It shall be the duty of the Zoning Administrator to administer and enforce this Ordinance 
in the same manner as other building and zoning ordinances or regulated and enforced in 
Christian County.


Section 8


It shall be unlawful for any person to violate these rules and regulations and any 
person violating them shall, upon conviction, be fined not exceeding on hundred dollars or 
imprisoned for not more than thirty days. Each day of the violation shall constitute a separate 
offense.


Section 9


If any of the provisions of this Ordinance or the application thereof to any person or 
circumstances is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other provisions or applications 
of the Ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid provision or application, and 
this end the provisions of this Ordinance are declared to be severable.


Section 10


This Ordinance shall be in full force and effect from any after its adoption by the Christian 
County Council.
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Appendix 10 


Sample Noise Reduction Standards  
for Residential Construction


Source:  “Eastern Carolina Joint Land Use Study, Prepared for Craven County, Carter 
County, City of Havelock, Town of Emerald Isle, Town of Bogue, Town of Atlantic, and 
MCAS Cherry Point by the Eastern Carolina Council, Region P Council of Governments; 


November 2002.
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Appendix 10


SOUND	INSULATION	IN	RESIDENTIAL	STRUCTURES


 DEFINITION


 Sound insulation refers to the use of acoustical related building materials for the 
reduction of noise for architectural abatement purposes.  These materials apply to any areas 
of a structure that may be part of a sound transmission path including windows, doors, roof 
systems, ventilation, wall systems (exterior), and utility access points through a building 
envelope.


 CHARACTERISTICS


 The application of sound insulation techniques can involve existing and/or planned 
structures or buildings. Often the benefits for noise control, such as double pane 
windows have additional benefits in terms of energy conservation and reduced heat loss.  
The primary objective of an airport sound insulation program is to reduce the sound 
transmission through the building envelope (e.g., exterior wall, window, and roof system), 
thereby having lower interior noise levels.  The implementation of such a program may 
be the adoption of a building code or performance requirements established by a public 
agency.


 POSITIVE FEATURES


 The primary benefit of a sound insulation program is to protect the noise receiver, 
while they are indoors.  Frequently, there are associated benefits of energy conservation 
when there is building insulation. Such efforts have the flexibility of applying to both 
existing structures, as well as buildings that will be constructed.  Therefore, it can be more 
comprehensive than a building code. Since building codes generally are applicable only to 
planned or new structures.


 NEGATIVE FEATURES


 Sound insulation controls apply directly to a structure.  Therefore it does not improve 
the outdoor environments, when the individual is outside the home.  Often times, sound 
insulation is considered for selected areas or buildings, rather than being a comprehensive 
approach.


 LEGAL STANDING


 Sound insulation programs are frequently mandates for certain geographical areas as a 
policy of a jurisdiction with matching federal and local funds involved. Since a program is 
adopted by a jurisdiction it does represent legal standing.
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 SOUND ATTENUATION DEFINITIONS


 DNL Day - Night Sound Level:


 An average of the cumulative measure of the noise exposure during a 24-hour day.


 Exterior Wall Rating:


 EWR is a single-number rating for exterior building elements (such as walls, windows, 
doors, etc.) and represents the effective sound transmission loss capability, in decibels, of 
each element, It differs from the STC rating in that it is based on aircraft noise rather than 
office noise spectra. For this reason, EWR is superior to STC for describing the sound-
insulating properties of exterior wall elements exposed to aircraft noise.  The EWR concept 
was developed by Wylie Laboratories and has been used extensively in studies of residential 
sound insulation.  It is conceptually similar to the STC rating method.  Like TL and SIC, the 
higher the EWR value, the better the noise reduction.


 Noise Reduction:


 The quantitative measure of sound isolation between spaces is called Noise Reduction 
(NR).  The NR between two spaces, such as from the exterior to the interior of a dwelling, 
depends on the TL of the various components in the separating wall, the area of the 
separating wall, and the acoustical absorption n the receiving room.  This value takes more 
into account than just the sound transmission characteristics of the wall material. Generally, 
values of NR are determined in one-third octave bands.  A higher NR gives a lower noise 
level in the receiving room, indicating greater noise insulation.


 Noise Level Reduction:


 NLR is used to describe the reduction of environmental noise sources, such as aircraft. 
Lt is a single-number metric based on values of A-weighted noise reduction (NR).  The 
greater the sound insulation in a wall, the lower the noise level in the receiving room, 
giving a higher NLR. The NLR is useful because it is a simpler metric to use than NR; one 
number is easier to apply than a set of numbers in one-third octave bands.  However some 
building materials and components are more effective at reducing low-frequency noise 
than other materials or components.  Since aircraft noise contains a lot of low frequency 
sound, it is important to ensure that insulating materials and components perform well 
at low frequencies.  NLR is a good indicator of overall wall performance but may not be 
appropriate when designing modifications for aircraft noise reduction, especially if a good 
NLR value disguises poor low frequency insulation.


 Sound Transmission Class:


 Since working with a series of one-third octave TL measurements can be cumbersome, 
a single number descriptor based on the one-third octave values has been developed.  This 
rating method is called the Sound Transmission Class (SIC).  Like TL, the higher the STC 
rating for a construction method or component, the higher the sound insulation.  Originally, 
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STC ratings were developed as a single-number descriptor for the TL of interior office 
walls for typical office noise and speech spectra.  Now, they are used, often incorrectly, for 
exterior walls as well.  Most acoustical materials and components are commonly specified 
in terms of their SIC ratings.


 Sound Transmission Loss:


 This is the physical measure, which describes the sound insulation value of a built 
construction system or component.  It is a measure, on a logarithmic scale, of the ratio 
of the acoustic sound power incident on the tested piece to the acoustic sound power 
transmitted through it. The TL is expressed in decibels (dB).  Generally, TL is measured 
as a function of frequency in one-third octave frequency bands.  The higher the sound 
insulation, the less sound will be transmitted, resulting in a higher IL value. Values of TL 
are determined in acoustical laboratories under controlled testing methods prescribed by the 
American Society of Testing and Materials (ASTM).  


 SOUND INSULATION OBJECTIVES


 The goal for residential sound insulation is to reduce the dwelling interior noise 
levels due to aircraft operations.  Total “soundproofing” of the dwelling, such that aircraft 
operations are inaudible, is economically infeasible.  Modest improvements over the 
existing characteristics (i.e. less than 5 dB) may not provide a noticeable improvement for 
the homeowner and hence are not cost effective.  The ideal solution is to provide sound 
insulation, which lies between these two extremes.


 Interior Noise Objectives:


 The DNL is the best predictor of overall long-term community reaction to noise 
from aircraft as well as other activities.  Exterior noise exposure less than DNL 65 dB is 
normally considered compatible with residential land use.  Noise exposure is normally 
incompatible above 65 dB unless stated noise reductions are achieved within the dwellings.  
A 25 dB NLR is required in the noise zone from 65 to 70 dB.  From 70 to 75 dB, a 30 
NLR is required.  Above 75 dB, residential land use is generally deemed incompatible and 
should be discouraged.


 Sometimes, the DNL noise reduction goal in habitable rooms is supplemented by a 
single-event noise level criterion.  This Sound Exposure Level (SEL) reflects the annoyance 
associated with individual flyovers because of activity interference.  The SEL goal is 65 
dB in general living spaces and 60 dB in bedrooms and television viewing rooms.  These 
criteria are only applied to homes within the DNL defined noise impact area, not to homes 
outside the 65 dB DNL contour boundaries.


 To use the SEL interior noise criteria, the outside noise exposure level is compared to 
the interior goal.  For example, if the dwelling were between the SEL contour boundaries of 
85 to 90 dB, then the required NLR to achieve 60 dB in a bedroom would be 30 dB. (The 
conservative upper bound of the noise zone is normally used to set NLR goals.)  
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 Room Variations:


 The noise level of different rooms in a house depends on the absorption within the 
room, as well as on the noise entering from outside.  Upholstered furniture, drapes, and 
carpeting absorb sound while hard surfaces do not.  In addition, different categories of 
rooms vary on how predictable their sound environments are.  Living rooms, for example, 
tend to be consistent from one house to another because they almost always have the same 
types of furnishings in them.  Bedrooms vary because some are guest rooms with less 
furniture, and some have been converted to other uses.  Kitchens tend to vary widely due to 
the use of different wall coverings, such as cabinets and appliances, or floor coverings, such 
as tile or carpet.  These room variations act in addition to variation in exterior sound level 
and sound transmission through the outside wall.


 SOUND INSULATION CONCEPT


 Sound Transmission:


 In order to effectively examine noise control measures for dwellings, it is helpful to 
understand how sound travels from the exterior to the interior of the house.  This happens 
in one of two basic ways: through the solid structural elements and directly through the 
air.  Consider the sound transmission through a wall constructed with a brick exterior, 
stud framing, interior finish wall and absorbent material (insulation) in the cavity.  The 
sound transmission starts with noise impinging on the wall exterior.  Some of this sound 
energy will be reflected away and some will make the wall vibrate.  The vibrating wall 
radiates sound into the airspace, which in turn sets the interior finish surface vibrating, 
with some energy lost in the airspace.  This surface then radiates sound into the dwelling 
interior.  Vibration energy also bypasses the air cavity by traveling through the studs and 
edge connections.  Openings in the dwelling, which provide air infiltration paths through 
windows, vents, and leaks, allow sound to travel directly to the interior.  This is a very 
common and often overlooked source of noise intrusion.


 Flanking is a similar concept and usually refers to sound passing around a wall.  
Examples of common flanking paths include: air ducts, open ceiling or attic plenums, 
continuous sidewalls and floors, and joist and crawlspaces. The three different major paths 
for noise transmission into a dwelling are air infiltration through gaps and cracks, secondary 
elements such as windows and doors, and primary building elements such as walls and the 
roof.


 Low-frequency sound is most efficiently transmitted through solid structural elements 
such as walls, roof, doors, and windows.  High frequencies travel best through the air 
gaps.  Within these broad categories, different building materials have different frequency 
responses to sound and varying abilities to insulate against sound.
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 Reducing Transmitted Sound:


 The amount of sound energy transmitted through a wall, roof, or floor can be limited 
in several ways.  First, all air infiltration gaps, openings, and possible flanking paths must 
be eliminated wherever possible.  This is the single most important, but occasionally 
overlooked, step in noise reduction.  This includes keeping windows and doors closed and 
putting baffles on open-air vents.


 Some materials reflect more of the incident sound, converting less of it into vibration 
energy. The mass of the exterior and interior panels influences how much sound will pass 
through them. The more mass a structural element has the more energy it takes to set it 
into vibration, so adding weight to a wall or ceiling by attaching a gypsum board layer 
will make the assembly pass less sound.  Then, absorption in the air cavity and resilient 
mounting of interior finish panels can further reduce the sound transmitted to the room.  
The primary approaches for improving sound isolation are:


 1. Elimination of openings and flanking paths (when accessible).
 2. Improvement of windows and doors.
 3. Massive construction (build a wall 3 feet thick and 40 feet high around the  
  whole house).  
 4. Isolation of panel elements through separation or resilient mounting.
 5. Absorption.


 PROBLEM AREAS


 Sound intrusion problems are commonly caused by:


 1.  Building construction components and configurations not providing sufficient  
  sound insulation.
 2. Structural elements, such as windows, doors, walls, roofs and floors chosen  
  and combined in an unbalanced way so that some parts are much weaker sound  
  insulators than others.
 3. Unintended openings or sound-flanking paths caused by deterioration or  
  improper installation of construction elements.


 BALANCED ACCOUSTICAL DESIGN


 The most important, or controlling, sound paths must be identified in order to know 
how to construct or modify a dwelling to meet a specified noise criteria.  The ideal sound 
insulation design would achieve a condition where all the important sound paths transmit 
the same amount of acoustical energy.  This eliminates any weak links in the building’s 
insulation envelope and is commonly referred to as a balanced acoustical design.
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 In most cases, after leaks and gaps are sealed, the windows are the controlling sound 
paths. Replacing them with acoustical windows typically does more to improve the sound 
insulation performance than any other architectural modifications.  Once this is done, the 
other elements may become important in meeting specific noise reduction goals.  Exterior 
doors often require improved sound insulation.  Ceilings and walls, which face the exterior, 
may require modification as well, particularly in the higher DNL noise zone. 


 NEW VERSUS OLD


 Dwellings can vary in their sound isolation performance.  Generally, air infiltration, 
and therefore sound infiltration, around windows and doors tends to be worse for older 
dwellings.  Inadequate or deteriorated weather-stripping and misaligned framing usually 
cause this.  On the other hand, most older construction techniques and materials tend to be 
more massive than newer lighter-weight construction.  As a result, many older buildings 
tend to perform better with regard to sound transmission through walls, roofs, and floors 
than do new houses.  Homeowner modifications can also degrade the dwelling’s sound 
insulation performance.  Examples include home improvements such as skylights, whole-
house attic fans, through-the-wall air conditioners, and solariums.  In general, it is much 
more efficient, and cost effective, to take acoustic performance into account when designing 
and building a home at the start.  Remodeling an already built home is more costly and time 
consuming than anticipating and building for good sound insulation.


 While homes, which are well insulated thermally, often perform well acoustically, 
thermal insulation is not always a good indicator of sound insulation.  Many thermal 
windows, installed in new construction or added as a homeowner upgrades, provide little 
sound insulation when compared to walls or acoustical windows and are frequently the 
weak link in the building envelope.  However, thermal treatments usually eliminate air 
infiltration and may serve to improve the acoustical performance of a dwelling.  Thermal 
insulation batts are often useful in the wall cavities and attic spaces to absorb some sound.


 The North Carolina State Building Code requires homes to meet certain R-Values for 
thermal performance.  These requirements have changed through the years requiring higher 
R-Values in the more recent homes.  The thickness or the density of the product normally 
determines the R-Value of the insulation.  Older homes have less insulation and are subject 
to more noise infiltration.  Currently, the Building Code requires R-13 in the walls, R-19 in 
the floors, and R-30 in the ceilings.


 Most homes today are constructed using double pane windows.  Although the windows 
perform well thermally, they usually do not perform well acoustically.  The panes are 
separated by approximately % inch of air space and thin panes of glazing are used.  The thin 
panes of glazing allow for vibration and the vibrations are transmitted through the air space 
to the interior glazing and into the home.
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 RECOMMENDED BUILDING REQUREMENTS


 Recommended	Building	Requirements	for	a	Minimum	NLR	of	25	dB Compliance 
with the following standards shall be deemed to meet the requirements of the compatible 
use districts in which an NLR 25 is specified.


 General:


 a. Brick veneer, masonry blocks, or stucco exterior walls shall be constructed airtight.  
  All joints shall be grouted or caulked airtight, except weep holes for drainage.
 b. At the penetration of exterior walls by pipes, ducts, or conduits, the space between 
  the wall and pipes, ducts, or conduits shall be caulked or filled with mortar. 
 c. Window and/or through-the-wall ventilation units shall not be used.
 d. Through-the-wall/door mailboxes shall not be used.


 Exterior Walls:


 a. Exterior walls other than as described in this section shall have a laboratory sound  
  transmission class rating of at least STC-39.
 b. Masonry walls having a surface weight of at least 25 pounds per square foot do not  
  require a furred (stud) interior wall.  At least one surface of concrete block walls  
  shall be plastered or painted with heavy “bridging” paint.
 c. Stud walls shall be at least 4” in nominal depth and shall be finished on the outside  
  with siding-on-sheathing, stucco, or brick veneer. 


  (1)  Interior surface of the exterior walls shall be of gypsum board or plaster at least  
        1/2” thick, installed on the studs.


  (2)  Continuous composition board, plywood, or gypsum board sheathing at least  
         1/2” thick shall cover the exterior side of the wall studs behind wood or metal  
         siding.  Asphalt or wood shake shingles are acceptable in lieu of siding.


  (3)  Sheathing panels shall be butted tightly and covered on the exterior with  
         overlapping building paper.  The top and bottom edges of the sheathing shall be  
         sealed.


  (4)  Insulation material at least 2” thick shall be installed continuously throughout  
         the cavity space behind the exterior sheathing and between wall studs.  
         Insulation shall be glass fiber or mineral wool.


 Windows:


 a. Windows other than as described in this section shall have a laboratory sound  
  transmission class rating of at least STC-28.
 b. Glass shall be at least 3/16” thick.
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 c. All operable windows shall be weather stripped and airtight when closed so as to  
  conform to an air infiltration test not to exceed 0.5 cubic foot per minute per foot of  
  crack length in accordance with ASTM E-283-65-T.
 d. Glass of fixed-sash windows shall be sealed in an airtight manner with a non- 
  hardening sealant, or a soft elastomer gasket, or glazing tape.
 e. The perimeter of window frames shall be sealed airtight to the exterior wall  
  construction with a sealant conforming to one of the following Federal  
  Specifications:  TT-S-00227, TT-S-00230, or TT-S-00153.
 f. The total area of glass in both windows and doors in sleeping spaces shall not  
  exceed 20% of the floor area.


	 Doors:


 a. Doors, other than as described in this section shall have a laboratory sound  
  transmission class rating of at least STC-28.
 b. All exterior side-hinged doors shall be solid-core wood or insulated hollow metal  
  at least 1-3/4” thick and shall be fully weather-stripped.
 c. Exterior sliding doors shall be weather stripped with an efficient airtight gasket  
  system. The glass in the sliding doors shall be at least 3/16” thick.
 d. Glass in doors shall be sealed in an airtight non-hardening sealant, or in a soft  
  elastomer gasket or glazing tape.  The perimeter of doorframes shall be sealed  
  airtight to the exterior wall construction.


 Roofs:


 a. Combined roof and ceiling construction other than described in this section shall  
  have a laboratory sound transmission class rating of at least STC-39.
 b. With an attic or rafter space at least 6” deep, and with a ceiling below, the roof shall  
  consist of closely butted 1/2” composition board, plywood, oriented strand board, or  
  gypsum board sheathing, topped by roofing as required.
 c. If the underside of the roof is exposed, or if the attic or rafter spacing is less than  
  6”, the roof construction shall have a surface weight of at least 25 pounds per square  
  foot. Rafters, joists, or other framing may not be included in the surface weight  
  calculation.
 d. Window or dome skylights shall have a Laboratory sound transmission class rating  
  of at least STC-28.


 Ceilings:


 a. Gypsum board or plaster ceilings at least 1/2” thick.  Ceilings shall be substantially  
  airtight, with a minimum number of penetrations. 
 b. Glass fiber or mineral wool insulation at least 2” thick shall be provided above the  
  ceiling between joists.
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 Floors:


 Openings to any crawl spaces below the floor of the lowest occupied rooms shall not 
exceed 2 percent of the floor area of the occupied rooms.


 Ventilation:


 a. A mechanical ventilation system shall be installed that will provide the minimum  
  air circulation and fresh air supply requirements for various uses in occupied rooms  
  without the need to open any windows, doors, or other openings to the exterior.
 b. Gravity vent openings in attic shall not exceed code minimum in number and size.
 c. If a fan is used for forced ventilation, the attic inlet and discharge openings shall  
  be fitted with sheet metal transfer ducts of at least 20 gauge steel, which shall be  
  lined with coated glass fiber 1” thick, and shall be at least 5 ft long with one 90  
  degree bend.
 d. All vent ducts connecting the interior space to the outdoors, except domestic range  
  exhaust ducts, shall contain at least a 5 ft. length of internal sound absorbing duct  
  lining. Each duct shall be provided with a bend in the duct such that there is no  
  direct line of sight through the duct from the venting cross section to the room- 
  opening cross section.
 e. Duct lining shall be coated glass fiber duct liner at least 1” thick.
 f. Domestic range exhaust ducts connecting the interior space to the outdoors shall  
  contain a baffle plate across the exterior termination, which allows proper  
  ventilation.  The dimensions of the baffle plate should extend at least one diameter  
  beyond the line of sight into the vent duct.  The baffle plate shall be of the same  
  material and thickness as the vent duct material.
 g. Fireplaces shall be provided with well-fitted dampers.
 
 Recommended	Building	Requirements	for	a	Minimum	NLR	of	3OdB Compliance 
with the following standards shall be deemed to meet the requirements of the compatible 
use districts in which an NLR 30 is specified.


	 General:


 a. Brick veneer, masonry blocks, or stucco exterior walls shall be constructed airtight.  
   All joints shall be grouted or caulked airtight.
 b. At the penetration of exterior walls by pipes, ducts, or conduits, the space between  
  the wall and pipes, ducts, or conduits shall be caulked or filled with mortar.
 c. Window and/or through-the-wall ventilation units shall not be used.
 d. Operational fireplaces shall not be used.
 e. All sleeping spaces shall be provided with either a sound absorbing ceiling or a  
  carpeted floor.
 f. Through-the-wall/door mailboxes shall not be used.
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 Exterior Walls:


 a. Exterior walls, other than as described below, shall have a laboratory sound  
  transmission class rating of at least STC-44.
 b. Masonry walls having a surface weight of at least 40 pounds per square foot do not  
  require a furred (stud) interior wall.  At least one surface of concrete block walls  
  shall be plastered or painted with heavy “bridging” paint.
 c. Stud walls shall be at least 4” in nominal depth and shall be finished on the outside  
  with siding-on-sheathing, stucco, or brick veneer.


  (1)  Interior surface of the exterior walls shall be of gypsum board or plaster at least  
         1/2” thick, installed on the studs.  The gypsum board or plaster may be fastened  
         rigidly to the studs if the exterior is brick veneer or stucco.  If the exterior is  
         siding-on-sheathing, the interior gypsum board or plaster must be fastened  
         resiliently to the studs.
  (2)  Continuous composition board, plywood or gypsum board sheathing shall  
         cover the exterior side of the wall studs behind wood or metal siding.  The  
         sheathing and facing shall weigh at least 4 pounds per square foot.
  (3)  Sheathing panels shall be butted tightly and covered on the exterior with  
         overlapping building paper.  The top and bottom edges of the sheathing shall be  
         sealed.
  (4)  Insulation material at least 2” thick shall be installed continuously throughout  
         the cavity space behind the exterior sheathing and between wall studs.   
         Insulation shall be glass fiber or mineral wool.


 Windows:


 a. Windows, other than as described in this section, shall have a laboratory sound
            transmission class rating of at least STC-33.
 b. Glass of double-glazed windows shall be at least 1/8” thick.  Panes of glass shall be  
  separated by a minimum 3/4” air space.
 c. Double-glazed windows shall employ fixed sash or efficiently weather-stripped  
  operable sash. The sash shall be rigid and weather-stripped with material that is  
  compressed air tight when the window is closed so as to conform to an infiltration  
  test not to exceed 0.5 cubic foot per minute per foot of crack length in accordance  
  with ASTM E-283-65-T.
 d. Glass of fixed-sash windows shall be sealed in an airtight manner with a non- 
  hardening sealant, or a soft elastomer gasket, or glazing tape.
 e. The perimeter of window frames shall be sealed airtight to the exterior wall  
  construction with a sealant conforming to one of the following Federal  
  Specifications:  TT-S-00227, TT-S-00230, or TT-S-00153.
 f. The total area of glass of both windows and exterior doors in sleeping spaces shall  
  not exceed 20 percent of the floor area.
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 Doors:


 a. Doors, other than as described in this section, shall have a laboratory sound  
  transmission class rating of at least STC-33.
 b. Double door construction is required for all door openings to the exterior.   
  Openings fitted with side-hinged doors shall have one solid-core wood or insulated  
  hollow metal core door at least 1-3/4” thick, separated by an airspace of at least 4”  
  from another door, which can be a storm door.  Both doors shall be tightly fitted and  
  weather-stripped.
 c. The glass of double-glazed sliding doors shall be separated by minimum 3/4”  
  airspace.  Each sliding frame shall be provided with an efficiently airtight weather  
  stripping material.
 d. Glass of all doors shall be at least 3/16” thick.  Glass of double sliding doors shall  
  not be equal in thickness.
 e. The perimeter of doorframes shall be sealed airtight to the exterior wall  
  construction.
 f. Glass of doors shall be set and sealed in an airtight, non-hardening sealant, or a soft  
  elastomer gasket, or glazing tape.


 Roofs:


 a. Combined roof and ceiling construction other than described in this section shall  
  have laboratory sound transmission class rating of at least STC-44.
 b. With an attic or rafter space at least 6” deep, and with a ceiling below, the roof  
  shall consist of closely butted 1/2” composition board, plywood, oriented strand  
  board or gypsum board sheathing topped by roofing as required.
 c. If the underside of the roof is exposed, or if the attic or rafter spacing is less 
  than 6”, the roof construction shall have a surface weight of at least 40 pounds 
  per square foot. Rafters, joists or other framing may not be included in the surface 
  weight calculations.
 d. Window or dome skylights shall have a laboratory sound transmission class rating 
  of at least STC-33.


 Ceilings:


 a. Gypsum board or plaster ceilings at least 1/2” thick shall be provided
 b. Glass fiber or mineral wool insulation at least 2” thick shall be provided above the 
  ceiling between joists.


 Floors:


 a. The floor of the lowest occupied rooms shall be slab on fill, below grade, or 
  over a fully enclosed basement. All door and window openings in the fully 
  enclosed basement shall be tightly fitted.
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 Ventilation:


 a. A mechanical ventilation system shall be installed that will provide the minimum 
  air circulation and fresh air supply requirements for various uses in occupied 
  rooms without the need to open any windows, doors, or other openings to the 
  exterior.
 b. Gravity vent openings in attic snail not exceed code minimum in number and 
  size.  The openings shall be fitted with transfer ducts at least 3 ft in length 
  containing internal sound absorbing duct lining.  Each duct shall have a lined 
  90-degree bend in the duct such that the line of sight is interrupted from the 
  exterior through the duct into the attic.
 c. If a fan is used for forced ventilation, the attic inlet and discharge openings shall 
  be fitted with sheet metal transfer ducts of at least 20 gauge steel, which shall be 
  lined with coated glass fiber 1” thick, and shall be at least 5 ft long with one 90 
  degree bend.
 d. All vent ducts connecting the interior space to the outdoors, except domestic 
  range exhaust ducts shall contain at least a 10 ft. length of internal sound 
  absorbing duct lining.  Each duct shall be provided with a lined 90-degree bend 
  in the duct such that there is no direct line of sight through the duct from the 
  venting cross section to the room opening cross section.
 e. Duct lining shall be coated glass fiber duct.
 f. Domestic range exhaust ducts connecting the interior space to the outdoors shall 
  contain a baffle plate across the exterior termination, which allows proper 
  ventilation.  The dimensions of the baffle plate should extend at least one diameter 
  beyond the line of sight into the vent duct.  The baffle plate shall be made of the 
  same material and thickness as the vent duct material.
 g. Building heating units with flues or combustion air vents shall be located in a 
  closet or room closed off from the occupied space by doors.
 h. Doors between occupied space and mechanical equipment areas shall be solid 
  core wood or 20 gauge steel hollow metal at least 1-3/4” thick and shall be fully 
  weather-stripped.


 Recommended Building Requirements for a Minimum NLR of35dB Compliance with 
the following standards shall be deemed to meet the requirements of the compatible use 
districts in which an NLR 35 is specified


 General:


 a. Brick veneer, masonry blocks or stucco exterior walls shall be constructed airtight.  
  All joints shall be grouted or caulked airtight.
 b. At the penetration of exterior walls by pipes, ducts or conduits, the space between  
  the wall and pipes, ducts or conduits shall be caulked or filled with mortar.
 c. Window and/or through-the-wall ventilation units shall not be used.
 d. Operational vented fireplaces shall not be used.
 e. All sleeping spaces shall be provided with either a sound absorbing ceiling or a  
  carpeted floor.
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 f. Through-the-wall/door mailboxes shall not be used.
 g. No glass or plastic skylight shall be used.


 Exterior Walls:


 a. Exterior walls other than as described below shall have a laboratory sound 
  transmission class rating of at least STC-49.
 b. Masonry walls having a surface weight of at least 75 pounds per square foot do 
  not require a furred (stud) interior wall. At least one surface of concrete block 
  walls shall be plastered or painted with heavy “bridging” paint.
 c. Stud walls shall be at least 4” in nominal depth and shall be finished on the  
  outside with siding-on-sheathing, stucco, or brick veneer.


  (1)  Interior surface of the exterior walls shall be of gypsum board or plaster  
         at least 1/2” thick, installed on studs.  The gypsum board or plaster may be  
         fastened rigidly to the studs if the exterior is brick veneer.  If the exterior  
         is stucco or siding-on-sheathing, the interior gypsum board or plaster must be  
         fastened resiliently to the studs.
  (2)  Continuous composition board, plywood or gypsum board sheathing shall  
         cover the exterior side of the wall studs behind wood or metal siding.  The  
         sheathing and facing shall weigh at least 4 pounds per square foot.
  (3)  Sheathing panels shall be butted tightly and covered on the exterior with  
         overlapping building paper.  The top and bottom edges of the sheathing shall be  
         sealed.
  (4)  Insulation material at least 3-1/2” thick shall be installed continuously through  
         the cavity space behind the exterior sheathing and between wall studs.   
         Insulation shall be glass fiber or mineral wool.


 Windows:


 a. Windows other than as described in this section shall have a laboratory sound
  transmission class rating of at least STC-38.
 b. Glass of double-glazed windows shall be at least 1/8” thick; panes of  glass shall be  
  separated by a minimum 3/4” air space and shall not be equal in thickness.
 c. Glass of windows shall be sealed in an airtight manner with a non-hardening   
  sealant, or a soft elastomer gasket or glazing tape.
 d. The perimeter of window frames shall be sealed airtight to the exterior wall  
  construction with a sealant conforming to one of the following Federal  
  Specifications:  TT-S-00227, TT-S-00230, or TT-S-00153.
 e. The total area of glass of both windows and exterior doors in sleeping spaces shall  
  not exceed 20 percent of the floor area.


 Doors:


 a. Doors, other than as described in this section, shall have a laboratory sound  
  transmission class rating of at least STC-38.
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 b. Double door construction is required for all door openings to the exterior.  The door  
  shall be side-hinged and shall be solid-core wood or insulated hollow metal, at least  
  1-3/4” thick, separated by a vestibule at least 3 ft in length.  Both doors shall be  
  tightly fitted and weather-stripped.  
 c. The perimeter of doorframes shall be sealed airtight to the exterior wall  
  construction.


 Roofs:


 a. Combined roof and ceiling construction other than described in this section and  
  Section 3-7 shall have a laboratory sound transmission class rating of at least  
  STC-49.
 b. With an attic or rafter space at least 6” deep, and with a ceiling below, the roof shall  
  consist of closely butted 1/2” composition board, plywood, oriented strand board or  
  gypsum board sheathing topped by roofing as required.
 c. If the underside of the roof is exposed, or if the attic or rafter spacing is less than  
  6” the roof construction shall have a surface weight of at least 75 pounds per square  
  foot. Rafters, joists or other framing may not be included in the surface weight  
  calculation.


 Ceilings:


 a. Gypsum board or plaster ceilings at least 1/2” thick shall be provided where  
  required by Paragraph 3-6.  Ceilings shall be substantially airtight, with a minimum  
  number of penetrations.  The ceiling panels shall be mounted on resilient clips or  
  channels.  A non-hardening sealant shall be used to seal gaps between the ceiling  
  and walls around the ceiling perimeter.
 b. Glass fiber or mineral wool insulation at least 3 1/2” thick shall be provided above  
  the ceiling between joists.


 Floors:


 The floors of the lowest occupied rooms shall be slab on fill or below grade.


 Ventilation:


 a. A mechanical ventilation system shall be installed that will provide the minimum  
  air circulation and fresh air supply requirements for various uses in occupied rooms  
  without need to open any windows, doors, or other openings to the exterior.
 b. Gravity vent openings in attic shall not exceed code minimum in number and size.   
  The opening shall be fitted with transfer ducts at least 6 ft. in length containing  
  internal sound absorbing duct lining.  Each duct shall have a lined 90-degree bend in 
  the duct such that there is no direct line of sight from the exterior through the duct  
  into the attic.
 c. If a fan is used for forced ventilation, the attic inlet and discharge openings shall be  
  fitted with sheet metal transfer ducts of at least 20 gauge steel, which shall be lined  
  with 1” thick coated glass fiber, and shall be at least 10 ft long with one 90 degree  
  bend.
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 d. All vent ducts connecting the interior space to the outdoors, excepting  
  domestic range exhaust ducts, shall contain at least a 10 ft length of internal sound  
  absorbing duct lining.  Each duct shall be provided with a lined 90-degree bend in  
  the duct such that there is no direct line of sight through the duct from the venting  
  cross section to the room-opening cross section.
 e. Duct lining shall be coated glass fiber duct liner at least 1” thick.
 f. Domestic range exhaust ducts connecting the interior space to the outdoors shall  
  contain a baffle plate across the exterior termination, which allows proper  
  ventilation.  The dimensions of the baffle plate should extend at least one diameter  
  beyond the line of sight into the vent duct.  The baffle plate shall be of the same  
  material and thickness as the vent duct material.
 g. Building heating units with flues or combustion air vents shall be located in a closet  
  or room closed off from the occupied space by doors.
 h. Doors between occupied space and mechanical equipment areas shall be solid  
  core wood or 20 gauge steel hollow metal at least 1-3/4” thick and shall be fully  
  weather-stripped.


 Methods	for	Exterior	Wall	Sound	Insulation	in	New	Homes


 Typically, most wall construction consists of a 3.5-inch stud cavity with studs spaced 16 
inches on center, %-inch gypsum drywall on the interior, 7/16 structural sheathing on the 
exterior, and either siding or brick veneer as the finish on the exterior.  Consider using the 
construction techniques below:


 1. Increase the wall stud cavity to 5.5-inches, spaced 24 inches on center.  The  
  increased depth of the stud cavity will allow for the installation of R-1 9 insulation.


 2. When considering the type of insulation material, consider using cellulose  
  insulation material.  This material is of a higher density.  The method of installation  
  is a spray method that tends to completely fill the cavity without voids.


 3. Prior to the installation of insulation material in the walls, seal all penetrations  
  through the top and bottom plates. Remember if air can enter, so can sound.  Seal  
  all penetrations through the bottom plate with caulk.  Seal all penetrations through  
  the top plate with caulking materials meeting the requirements of ASTM E-136.   
  Sealing the penetrations is a requirement of the North Carolina State Building  
  Code.


 4. Increase the thickness of the interior wall finish from 1/2-inch to 5/8-inch gypsum  
  wallboard.


 5. Caulk around all openings through the drywall such as receptacles, switches,  
  plumbing drains, etc.


 6. Increase the thickness of the exterior sheathing material to 5/8-inch or thicker  
  material.
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 7. Consider using brick veneer instead of siding material for the exterior finish.  Insure  
  at least a one-inch air space between the brick veneer and the siding.


 8. If siding is to be used, avoid using vinyl siding.  Choose siding with a higher density 
  such as Hardiplank, or wood siding.  Install 30-pound felt between the siding and  
  sheathing lapped 2 inches on horizontal joints and 6 inches on vertical joints.


 9. If vinyl siding is a must, install 1/4-thick fanfold insulation board between the siding  
  and sheathing.


 10. Avoid large openings or breaks in continuity in the walls, such as large windows.


 11. Install bathroom vent and kitchen hood vents on the side of the home away from  
  the flight track.  Make sure that vent terminations have an automatic closure on the  
  end.  Always use metal pipe for the vent pipe.


  Methods	for	Improving	Attic	and	Ceiling	Sound	Insulation	in	New	Homes


 1. Consider using energy trusses. Energy trusses allow for the installation of ceiling  
  insulation to a full depth along the plate lines at exterior walls.


 2. Install baffles on attic vents where practical.


 3. Install acoustically absorptive material to a thickness equal to R-38 to the attic  
  space to reduce reverberant sound level buildup.  Apply material evenly throughout  
  the attic space, taking care to keep it away from eave vents and openings.  Consider  
  the use of cellulose insulation.  This material fills the cavity without leaving voids in   
  the material and is of a higher density than fiberglass.


 4. Install 5/8-inch gypsum board as the interior ceiling finish.


 5. Caulk around all penetrations through the ceiling membrane such as light fixtures.


 6. Avoid the use of “can-type — recessed light” light fixtures.


 7. Avoid the use of true exposed wood beams on the ceiling.  This creates a continuous  
  path for sound through the ceiling structure.


 8. Avoid the use of whole house exhaust fans in the ceiling.


  Methods	for	Improving	Floor	Sound	Insulation	in	New	Homes


 1. Install R-30 insulation batts between the joists.  The North Carolina State Building  
  Code requires R-19.
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 2. Seal all penetrations through the floor assembly such as Heating and Air  
  Conditioning supplies; exhaust ducts such as down draft exhaust from dryers and  
  ranges, etc.


 3. Install foundation vents of the swing cover awning type instead of the horizontal  
  slider type.


 4. Consider a sealed crawlspace and insulate the foundation walls, If this method is  
  chosen, caulk between the mudsill and the foundation.


  Methods	for	Improving	Window	Sound	Insulation	in	New	Homes


 1. The most effective method of reducing sound transmission by a window is by  
  increasing thickness of the glass panes.  Basically, thicker is better.  Thicker glass  
  tends to bend less, and therefore vibrates less when exposed to sound waves.  Using  
  6mm glass combinations or laminated glass is the simplest, most cost effective  
  method of reducing sound transmission.


 2. When choosing windows for your new home, remember windows are generally the  
  weakest link in sound attenuation


 3. Choose windows that are double-glazed with panes at least 3/16 inch thick.   
  Windows shall be double glazed with panes at least three/sixteenths inch (3/16”)  
  thick.  Panes of glass should be separated by a minimum one-half inch (1/2”)  
  airspace, and should not be equal in thickness.


 4. Double glazed windows should employ fixed sash or efficiently weather- 
  stripped, operable sash.  The sash shall be rigid and weather-stripped with material  
  that is compressed airtight when the window is closed.


 5. Glass should be sealed in an airtight manner with a non-hardening sealant or a soft
  elastomer gasket or gasket tape.


 6. The perimeter of the window frames should be sealed airtight to the exterior wall  
  construction with a sealant.  The usual installation of windows employs stuffing the 
  void between the window and framing with fiberglass insulation.  The use of a  
  sealant on top of the insulation material acts as an air infiltration barrier.  Insulation  
  by itself  is not a good air infiltration barrier.  Remember, if air can pass through, so  
  can sound.


 7. Avoid large picture windows and sliding glass doors on sides of the dwelling,  
  which face the flight track.
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  Methods	for	Improving	Door	Sound	Insulation	in	New	Homes


 1. Double door construction should be considered for all hinged door openings to  
  the exterior.  Such doors should be side hinged and shall be solid core wood or  
  insulated hollow metal at least one and three-fourths inch (1-3/4”) thick separated  
  by an airspace of at least three inches (3”) from another door, storm door.  Both  
  doors shall be tightly fitted and weather-stripped.


 2. All doors, shall be at least three-sixteenths (3/16”) thick.  Glass of double sliding  
  doors shall not be of equal thickness.


 3. The perimeter of doorframes shall be sealed airtight to the exterior wall construction   
  (framing).  Stuff the gap between the doorframe and the framing with insulation and  
  seal with a non-hardening caulk.  Remember, if air can pass through, so can sound.


 4. Glass in doors should be sealed in an airtight non-hardening sealant or in a soft  
  elastomer gasket or gasket tape.


 Methods	for	Improving	Sound	Insulation	in	Existing	Homes


 The best time to consider sound attenuation is during the construction of new homes.  
Retrofitting an existing home for sound attenuation can be costly.  If one is considering 
retrofitting for sound attenuation, it is best done during a planned renovation project.  
As mentioned earlier in this guide, windows are generally the weakest link in sound 
attenuation. Some of the simpler and easiest ways to attain sound attenuation is by a 
combination of the following:


 1. Add insulation in the attic to an overall R-Value thickness of R-38.


 2. Caulk around all penetrations through the interior finishes (receptacles, light  
  fixtures, plumbing drains, etc.).


 3. Install single pane storm windows over existing single pane windows.


 4. Install weather-stripping on all doors.


 5. Employ any of the methods described in Methods for Improving Sound Attenuation  
  in New Homes as the project allows.


 Methods	of	Noise	and	Vibration	Control	In	Residential	HVAC	Systems


 1. Mount the motor/fan at grade level on factory-supplied vibration isolators to  
  minimize vibration transmitted to the house.


 2. If fans or other pieces of equipment are located in the attic, use mounting bases and  
  vibration isolators to reduce structure borne noise and vibration transmission.
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 3. Install flexible duct connectors to limit vibration transmitted to the ductwork or the  
  dwelling structure.


 4. Use standard sheet metal ductwork in attics and crawlspaces.  Ductwork is exposed  
  to higher levels of aircraft noise in these spaces.  Do not use flexible ductwork in  
  attic spaces since it does not have as good sound-insulating properties as standard  
  sheet metal.


 5. Supply grilles in rooms should be of the opposed-blade type and be designed for  
  low noise.


 6. A duct sound trap (muffler) should be installed just inside the fresh-air inlet  
  opening. The sound trap will reduce any aircraft noise that passes through this  
  opening and will eliminate the possibility of aircraft noise being transmitted via the  
  duct path.
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Comparison of Component for Sound Attenuation


 3/0 X 6/8 insulated embossed 6 panel exterior $ 175.00 $ 175.00


 Up to 64 UI $ 214.20 $ 222.90


 64 TO 69 UI $ 231.20 $ 241.10


 69 TO 74 UI $ 248.40 $ 259.30


 74 TO 79 UI $ 265.60 $ 277.40


 79 TO 84 UI $ 282.80 $ 295.60


 84 TO 89 UI $ 300.20 $ 314.00


 89 TO 94 UI $ 317.30 $ 332.00


 94 TO 99 UI $ 334.50 $ 350.30


 99 TO 104 UI $ 352.00 $ 368.00


 Over 104 UI $ 3.52 per UI $ 3.68 per UI


 3.5 inch stud cavity:  R-13 Fiberglass Batting $ 0.36  psf $ 0.36  psf


 3.5 inch stud cavity:  R-13 Cellulose Sprayed $ 0.70 $ 0.70  psf


 5.5 inch stud cavity:  R-19 Fiberglass Batting $ 0.39 $ 0.39  psf


 5.5 inch stud cavity:  R-19 Cellulose Sprayed $ 0.90 $ 0.90  psf


 R-30 Fiberglass Batting $ 0.61  psf $ 0.61  psf


 R-38 Fiberglass Batting $ 0.80  psf $ 0.80  psf


 R-30 Fiberglass Blown $ 0.40  psf $ 0.40  psf


 R-38 Fiberglass Blown $ 0.50  psf $ 0.50  psf


 R-30 Cellulose Sprayed $ 0.32  psf $ 0.32  psf


 R-38 Cellulose Sprayed $ 0.42  psf $ 0.42  psf


 1/2 inch X 4 ft. X 12 ft. $ 8.98  per sheet $ 8.98  per sheet


 5/8 inch X 4 ft. X 12 ft. $ 10.56  per sheet $ 10.56  per sheet


 Seal/Caulk around 3/0 X 5/0 window with    $ 5.00  per window
 non-hardening caulk assuming 3/8-inch crack


 Seal/Caulk around 3/0 X 6/8 doors with    $ 6.00  per door
 non-hardening caulk assuming 3/8-inch crack


 Insulate metal exhaust duct on exterior of duct    $ 2.50  per foot


Component Regular
Sound


Attenuation
Door


Windows  (Length X Width, United Inch = UI, Windows compared are 1 over 1 with grids)


Insulation/Sound Batting Walls


Insulation/Sound Batting Ceilings


Drywall


Miscellaneous


Values in this table are for comparison only and are not intended to be a guaratneed price quote 
for any product.
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Appendix 11


Sample Moratorium Ordinances 
Escambia, Florida
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Appendix: 11-A  Sample Moratorium Resolutions
	
2001—001033	
BCC
Escambia County 
Aug.	16,	2001		Page	1
	
ORDINANCE	NO.	2001-	43


AN	ORDINANCE	OF	ESCAMBIA	COUNTY,	FLORIDA
ESTABLISHING	A	TEMPORARY	MORATORIUM	ON		


	 			THE	PROCESSING	OF	APPLICATIONS	FOR	AND	THE
ISSUANCE	OF	DEVELOPMENT	PERMITS	AND
DEVELOPMENT	ORDERS FOR	CONSTRUCTION	IN
SPECIFIED	PORTIONS	OF	THE	ACCIDENT	POTENTIAL
ZONES	I	AND	2	INCLUDING	CLEAR	ZONE	
ESTABLISHED	FOR	NAVAL	AIR	STATION	PENSACOLA	
IN	ESCAMBIA	COUNTY,	FLORIDA	AS	TO	
RESIDENTIAL	USES	ONLY;	PROVIDING	FOR	
EXEMPTIONS	FOR	CERTAIN	COMPATIBLE	
AGRICULTURAL	COMMERCIAL,	RECREATIONAL	OR	
INDUSTRIAL USES;	PROVIDING	FOR	THE	DURATION	
OF	SUCH	MORATORIUM;	PROVIDING	FOR	
EVERABILITY	AND	PROVIDING	FOR	AN	EFFECTIVE	
DATE.


WHEREAS, the Escambia County Board of County Commissioners enthusiastically 
supports the mission of the United States Navy at Naval Air Station Pensacola; and


WHEREAS, the presence of the United States Navy at Naval Air Station Pensacola 
provides jobs and income which contribute to the stability of the local economy thereby 
benefiting the entire County; and


WHEREAS,	urbanization of land adjacent to the Naval Air Station Pensacola may 
have unwanted effects on the military installation when development of land adjacent to an 
installation is incompatible with its activities; and


WHEREAS,	in extreme cases incompatible development or encroachment 
can contribute to closure of an installation because incompatible development, or 
encroachment, is one of the criteria used by the Department of Defense to determine which 
military installation will be closed; and


WHEREAS, negative impacts of Naval Air Station Pensacola on adjacent communities, 
which include noise and the potential for accidents incidental to training and military 
operations, may adversely affect the health and safety of the citizens within areas 2of 
incompatible development and encroachment; and
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WHEREAS,	the County created the Air Installation Compatible Use Zone (AICUZ) 
Task Force Committee to study the problem of encroachment and make recommendations to 
the Board of County Commissioners; and


WHEREAS, the most recent studies conducted jointly by Naval Air Station Pensacola 
and Escambia County have identified both existing and potential incompatible development 
or encroachment in the Airport Environs areas surrounding Naval Air Station Pensacola; and


WHEREAS, the AICUZ Task Force Committee has formally recommended certain 
changes to the Airport Environs Overlay Zoning Districts to reduce and prevent future 
encroachment; and


WHEREAS, the County has accepted this recommendation and begun to draft these 
changes; and


WHEREAS, it is anticipated that the changes cannot be completed until late September 
2001, and


WHEREAS, residential use has been identified as clearly incompatible in the clear zone 
and accident potential zone (APZ) 1 depicted on Exhibit “1” to this Ordinance; and


WHEREAS, the AICUZ Task Force Committee has recommended the immediate 
cessation of new residential development in certain portions of the established clear, APZ 
and noise zones specifically identified in Exhibit “I” to this Ordinance.


NOW,	THEREFORE,	BE	IT	ORDAINED	BY	THE	BOARD	OF	COUNTY	
COMMISSIONERS	OF	ESCAMBIA	COUNTY,	FLORIDA:


Section	1.			DECLARATION	OF	MORATORIUM;	EXEMPTIONS.


 1 .1. The above recitations are hereby adopted and incorporated by reference  
 herein as the factual basis which necessitates this action.


 1.2.  The Board of County Commissioners hereby declares that processing of  
 applications for, and the issuance of, building permits, master plans, preliminary plats,  
 site plans, planned unit developments or development applications or permits for  
 residential development or construction in the specified portions (red hatched areas) of  
 APZ-1 and 2 (including the clear zone) shown on the attached Exhibit “1,” shall  
 temporarily cease immediately upon the effective date of this ordinance, for the period  
 hereinafter set forth in Section 2.


 1.3.  The moratorium imposed by this ordinance shall not apply to those residential  
 projects which have undergone development review and received all necessary  
 development approvals prior to the effective date of this ordinance or to individual  
 parcels of record which are part of an approved residential subdivision.
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 1.4.  The moratorium imposed by this Ordinance shall not apply to certain  
 agricultural, commercial, recreational or industrial uses in the subject areas provided  
 that such uses are “2,” which is attached hereto and incorporated herein and further  
 provided that such use is not prohibited in the airport environs zone or the underlying  
 zone in which the	property lies.


Section	2.			DURATION	OF	MORATORIUM.


 2.1.  The moratorium imposed by this Ordinance shall automatically expire no more  
 than ninety (90) days from the effective date hereof, unless prior to such expiration the  
 Board of County Commissioners, after holding a public hearing, finds and determines  
 that it is necessary to extend the moratorium for a limited and specified additional  
 time period or upon the adoption of the necessary text and map amendments to the  
 Land Development Code to prevent further incompatible development in the designated  
 areas described in attached Exhibit “1,” whichever occurs first.


Section	3.   SEVERABILITY.


If any section, sentence, clause or phase of this Ordinance is held to be invalid or 
unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, then said holding shall in no way 
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance.


Section	4.   EFFECTIVE	DATE.


 The Ordinance shall become effective upon filing with the Department of State. 
DONE AND ENACTED this 16th day of             ,2001.


       BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS  
       ESCAMBIA COUNTY FLORIDA


     By________________________________
       Chairman


ATTEST:_______________________________


CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT
________________________________
Deputy Clerk


ENACTED:  ___________________


FILED WITH THE DEPARTMENT OF STATE:  __________________


EFFECTIVE:  ___________________
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Appendix:  11-B – Escambia County, Florida 2nd Moratorium Order


Verified By:                  ORDINANCE NO. 2003-24. 


AN ORDINANCE OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA 
ESTABLISHING A TEMPORARY MORATORIUM ON 
THE PROCESSING OF APPLICATIONS FOR AND 
THE ISSUANCE OF DEVELOPMENT PERMITS AND 
DEVELOPMENT ORDERS AUTHORIZING RESIDENTIAL 
DEVELOPMENT IN SPECIFIED PORTIONS OF THE AREA 
ADJACENT TO THE BOUNDARY OF NAS PENSACOLA 
AS WELL AS SPECIFIED PORTIONS OF THE ACCIDENT 
POTENTIAL ZONES AND NOISE ZONES PREVIOUSLY 
ESTABLISHED FOR NAS PENSACOLA IN ESCAMBIA 
COUNTY, FLORIDA; PROVIDING FOR EXEMPTIONS FOR 
CERTAIN COMPATIBLE AGRICULTURAL, COMMERCIAL, 
RECREATIONAL AND INDUSTRIAL USES; PROVIDING 
FOR EXEMPTIONS FOR REMODELING; PROVIDING FOR 
THE DURATION OF SUCH MORATORIUM; PROVIDING 
FOR ALLEVIATION OF HARDSHIP; PROVIDING FOR 
SEVERABILITY AND PROVIDING FOR AN EFFECTIVE 
DATE. 


WHEREAS, on August 15, 2002 the County amended the Transportation Element of the 
Escambia County Comprehensive Plan 2000, as amended, to include an objective and 
policies relating to naval aviation facilities development compatibility; and 


WHEREAS, on October 25,2002 the Department of Community Affairs found such plan 
amendment to be in compliance; and 


WHEREAS, these amendments to the Comprehensive Plan mandate protection of NAS 
Pensacola’s aviation mission from incompatible development; and 


WHEREAS, The Navy has provided information to the County relative to imminent 
encroachment of incompatible development in the vicinity of NAS Pensacola as a result of 
impending changes to their mission; and 


WHEREAS, as a result of this change in its mission, certain airport overlay zoning districts 
allow for uses and densities, which may result in encroachment of incompatible land uses, 
contrary to Objective 8.E.2 and Policy 8.E.2.2 of the Escambia County Comprehensive 
Plan, adjacent to the boundary of NAS Pensacola; and 


WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners has a responsibility to balance private 
property rights as well as the prevention of encroachment of incompatible development, 
which may jeopardize the aviation of NAS Pensacola, and 
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WHEREAS, the second JLUS/AICUZ process to identify encroachment issues and 
solutions – between the County and officials of NAS Pensacola as required by Policy 
8.E.2.4 of the Escambia County Comprehensive Plan is in progress and is expected to be 
completed within the next few months; and 


WHEREAS, specific authority for the Board of County Commissioners to adopt 
this ordinance includes, but is not limited to, Article VIII, Section 1 (f) of the Florida 
Constitution of 1968 and Section 125.01(1)(g), Florida Statutes. 


WHEREAS, on May 27, 2003, a legal advertisement was placed in a newspaper of general 
circulation in the County notifying the public of this proposed ordinance and of the public 
hearing to be held in Commission Chambers approximately seven days following such 
advertisement; and 


WHEREAS, on June 15, 2003, a second legal advertisement was placed in the aforesaid 
newspaper notifying the public of the second public hearing to be held approximately five 
days following such advertisement; and 


WHEREAS, two public hearings were held pursuant to the published notices described 
above at which hearings parties in interest and all others had an opportunity to be and were, 
in fact, heard; and 


WHEREAS, the Board of County Commissioners heard testimony and evidence received 
from officials of NAS Pensacola that development encroachment will negatively affect 
the future of the mission of NAS Pensacola as well as testimony and evidence received 
from property owners and prospective purchasers as to the hardship resulting from the 
moratorium. 


NOW THEREFORE, BE IT ORDAINED BY THE BOARD OF COUNTY 
COMMISSIONERS OF ESCAMBIA COUNTY, FLORIDA: 


Section	1.		DECLARATION	OF	MORATORIUM;	EXEMPTIONS. 


 1.1.  The above recitations are hereby adopted and incorporated by reference  
 herein as the factual basis which necessitates this action.  


 1.2.  The Board of County Commissioners hereby declares that processing of  
 applications for, and the issuance of, building permits, master plans, preliminary  
 plats, site plans, planned unit developments or development applications or permits for  
 residential development or construction in the specified portions (red hatched areas) of  
 the lands immediately adjacent to the boundary of NAS Pensacola, of APZ-l and  
 2 (including the clear zone) and noise zones shown on the attached Exhibit “A” shall  
 temporarily cease immediately upon the effective date of this ordinance, for the period  
 hereinafter set forth in Section 2. 







A11-9


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


 1.3.  The moratorium imposed by this ordinance shall not apply to those residential  
 projects which have undergone development review and received all necessary  
 development approvals prior to the effective date of this ordinance or to individual  
 parcels of record which are part of an approved residential subdivision. 


 1.4.  The moratorium imposed by this ordinance shall not apply to certain  
 agricultural, commercial, recreational or industrial uses in the subject areas provided  
 that such uses are deemed normally compatible or clearly compatible in accordance  
 with Exhibit “B” which is attached hereto and incorporated herein, and further provided 
 that such use is not prohibited in the airport environs zone or the underlying zone in  
 which the property lies. 


 1.5.  This moratorium imposed by this ordinance is not intended to affect nor shall  
 it affect: (a) The processing of any application for development permit or the issuance  
 of development order or development permits, including building permits, for  
 expansion or renovation of any lawful use or development already in existence as of  
 Tuesday, May 27,2003, as long as said orders or permits do not change the use of the  
 property in existence on that date, or (b) the processing of any application for  
 development permit, etc., for the expansion or renovation of any existing vacant  
 building that re-establishes the last identified lawful conforming use of the property. 


Section	2.  DURATION	OF	MORATORIUM. 


 2.1.  The moratorium imposed by this ordinance shall automatically expire no  
 later than December 31, 2003, unless prior to such expiration the Board of County  
 Commissioners, after holding a public hearing, finds and determines that it is necessary  
 to extend the moratorium for a limited and specified additional time period or	upon the  
 adoption of any necessary text or map amendments to the Land Development Code to  
 prevent further encroachment of incompatible development in the designated areas  
 described in attached Exhibit “A” dated May 2003, whichever occurs first. 


Section 3.   ALLEVIATION	OF	HARDSHIP.	


 3.1.  The Board of County Commissioners may authorize exceptions to the  
 moratorium imposed by this ordinance when it finds, based upon substantial competent  
 evidence presented to it, that deferral of action on an application for development  
 permit and the deferral of the issuance of a development order for the duration of the  
 moratorium would impose extraordinary hardship on a landowner or developer. 


 3.2.  A request for an exception based upon extraordinary hardship shall be filed with  
 the County Administrator or designee, by the landowner, or the developer with the  
 consent of the landowner, and shall include a recitation of the specific facts that  
 are alleged to support the claim of extraordinary hardship, and shall contain such other  
 information as the County Administrator shall prescribe as necessary for the Board of  
 County Commissioners to be fully informed with respect to the application.  A copy of  
 the application shall promptly be forwarded to the Commanding Officer of NAS  
 Pensacola. 







A11-10


Practical Guide to Compatible Civilian Development Near Military Installations


helping communities help themselves


Table of Contents pgs ix, x, xi, xii, xiii, xiv, xv


 3.3.  A public hearing on any request for an exception for extraordinary hardship shall  
 be held by the Board of County Commissioners at the first regular meeting of the Board  
 of County Commissioners that occurs after the expiration of the period for publication  
 of notice of the request for an exception. 


 3.4.  Notice of the filing of a request for an exception, and the date, time, and place  
 of the hearing thereon shall be published once at least ten (10) days prior to the hearing  
 in a newspaper of general circulation within the limits of Escambia County, Florida. 


 3.5.  In reviewing an application for an exception based upon a claim of extraordinary  
 hardship, the Board of County Commissioners shall consider the following criteria: 


   a.  The extent to which the applicant has, prior to Tuesday, May 27,2003,  
   received County permits or approvals for the proposed development. 


   b. The extent to which the applicant has, prior to Tuesday, May 27, 2003, made  
   a substantial expenditure of money or resources in reliance upon permits or other  
   approvals of the County directly associated with physical improvements on the  
   land, such a grading, installation of utility infrastructure or any other public  
   improvement. 


   c.  Whether the applicant, prior to Tuesday, May 27, 2003, has contractual  
   commitments in reliance upon permits or other approvals by the County to  
   complete a structure(s). 


   d. Whether the applicant, prior to Tuesday, May 27,2003, has in reliance upon  
   permits or other approvals of the County incurred financial obligations to a  
   lending institution which, despite a thorough review of alternative solutions, the  
   applicant cannot meet unless development proceeds. 


   e. Whether the moratorium will expose the applicant to substantial monetary  
   liability to third persons; or would leave the applicant completely unable, after a  
   thorough review of alternative solutions, to earn a reasonable investment backed  
   expectation on the property. 


 3.6.  The Board of County Commissioners shall consider the following non-exclusive  
 factors under the criteria set forth in subsection 3.5 above: 


   1. The history of the property; 


   2. The history of any development on the property; 


   3.	 The history of the property’s Future Land Use Map classification; 


   4.  The history of the property’s zoning; 
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   5. Any change in development when property ownership changed; and 


   6. The present size, notice and use of the property. 


 3.7.  At the conclusion of the public hearings and after reviewing the evidence and  
 testimony placed before it, the Board of County Commissioners shall act upon the  
 requesteither to approve, deny or approve in part or deny in part the request. 


Section	4.  SEVERABILITY.	


If any section, sentence, clause or phase of this Ordinance is held to be invalid or 
unconstitutional by any Court of competent jurisdiction, then said holding shall in no way 
affect the validity of the remaining portions of this Ordinance. 


Section	5.   EFFECTIVE	DATE. 


The Ordinance shall become effective upon filing with the Department of State. 


DONE	AND	ENACTED	this 24th day of June, 2003. 


      BOARD OF COUNTY COMMISSIONERS
      ESCAMBIA, COUNTY, FLORIDA


      By: ___________________________
        Chairman


ATTEST: ______________________________ 
   CLERK OF THE CIRCUIT COURT 


   ______________________________
   Deputy Clerk 


ENACTED: ________________ 


FILED	WITH	THE	DEPARTMENT	OF	STATE:		_______________	


EFFECTIVE:  ________________	
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Appendix 12


Noise and its Effects
on the Environment


Source:  Horsham Township, PA.  “Horsham Township Joint Land Use Study.”  Prepared 
for the Horsham Township Joint Land Use Advisory Board by Wyle Acoustics Group, 
Arlington, VA.  December 2001. 
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Appendix  12


Discussion	of	Noise	and
Its	Effect	on	the	Environment


E.1		 NOISE


E.1.1	 General


Noise, often defined as unwanted sound, is one of the most common environmental 
issues associated with aircraft operations.  Of course, aircraft are not the only 
sources of noise in an urban or suburban surrounding, where interstate and local 
roadway traffic, rail, industrial, and neighborhood sources also intrude on the 
everyday quality of life.  Nevertheless, aircraft are readily identifiable to those 
affected by their noise and are typically singled out for special attention and 
criticism.  Consequently, aircraft noise problems often dominate analyses of 
environmental impacts.


Sound is a physical phenomenon consisting of minute vibrations which travel 
through a medium, such as air, and are sensed by the human ear.  Whether that 
sound is interpreted as pleasant (for example, music) or unpleasant (for example, 
aircraft noise) depends largely on the listener’s current activity, past experience, and 
attitude toward the source of that sound.  It is often true that one person’s music is 
another person’s noise.


The measurement and human perception of sound involves two basic physical 
characteristics _ intensity and frequency.  Intensity is a measure of the acoustic 
energy of the sound vibrations and is expressed in terms of sound pressure.  The 
higher the sound pressure, the more energy carried by the sound and the louder the 
perception of that sound.  The second important physical characteristic is sound 
frequency which is the number of times per second the air vibrates or oscillates.  
Low-frequency sounds are characterized as rumbles or roars, while high-frequency 
sounds are typified by sirens or screeches.


The loudest sounds which can be detected comfortably by the human ear have 
intensities which are 1,000,000,000,000 times larger than those of sounds which 
can just be detected.  Because of this vast range, any attempt to represent the 
intensity of sound using a linear scale becomes very unwieldy.  As a result, a 
logarithmic unit known as the decibel (abbreviated dB) is used to represent the 
intensity of a sound.  Such a representation is called a sound level.


A sound level of 0 dB is approximately the threshold of human hearing and is 
barely audible under extremely quiet listening conditions.  Normal speech has a 
sound level of approximately 60 dB.  Sound levels above about 120 dB begin to be 
felt inside the human ear as discomfort and eventually pain at still higher levels.


Because of the logarithmic nature of the decibel unit, sound levels cannot be added 
or subtracted directly and are somewhat cumbersome to handle mathematically.  
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However, some simple rules of thumb are useful in dealing with sound levels.  First, 
if a sound’s intensity is doubled, the sound level increases by 3 dB, regardless of the 
initial sound level.  Thus, for example:


   60 dB  + 60 dB  =  63 dB, and
       80 dB  + 80 dB  =  83 dB.
The total sound level produced by two sounds of different levels is usually only 
slightly more than the higher of the two.  For example:


   60.0 dB  + 70.0 dB  =  70.4 dB.


Because the addition of sound levels behaves differently than that of ordinary 
numbers, such addition is often referred to as “decibel addition” or “energy 
addition.”  The latter term arises from the fact that what we are really doing when 
we add decibel values is first converting each decibel value to its corresponding 
acoustic energy, then adding the energies using the normal rules of addition, and 
finally converting the total energy back to its decibel equivalent.


An important facet of decibel addition arises later when the concept of time-average 
sound levels is introduced to explain Day-Night Average Sound Level.  Because of 
the logarithmic units, the time-average sound level is dominated by the louder levels 
which occur during the averaging period.  As a simple example, consider a sound 
level which is 100 dB and lasts for 30 seconds, followed by a sound level of 50 dB 
which also lasts for 30 seconds.  The time-average sound level over the total 60-
second period is 97 dB, not 75 dB.


The minimum change in the sound level of individual events which an average 
human ear can detect is about 3 dB.  A change in sound level of about 10 dB is 
usually perceived by the average person as a doubling (or halving) of the sound’s 
loudness, and this relation holds true for loud sounds and for quieter sounds.  A 
decrease in sound level of 10 dB actually represents a 90 percent decrease in sound 
intensity but only a 50 percent decrease in perceived loudness because of the 
nonlinear response of the human ear (similar to most human senses).


Sound frequency is measured in terms of cycles per second (cps), or hertz (Hz), 
which is the preferred scientific unit for cps.  The normal human ear can detect 
sounds which range in frequency from about 20 Hz to about 15,000 Hz.  All sounds 
in this wide range of frequencies, however, are not heard equally well by the 
human ear, which is most sensitive to frequencies in the 1000 to 4000 Hz range.  
In measuring community noise, this frequency dependence is taken into account 
by adjusting the very high and very low frequencies to approximate the human 
ear’s lower sensitivity to those frequencies.  This is called “A-weighting” and is 
commonly used in measurements of community environmental noise.


Sound levels measured using A-weighting are most properly called A-weighted 
sound levels while sound levels measured without any frequency weighting are most 
properly called sound levels.  However, since most environmental impact analysis 
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documents deal only with A-weighted sound levels, the adjective “A-weighted” is 
often omitted, and A-weighted sound levels are referred to simply as sound levels.  
In some instances, the author will indicate that the levels have been A-weighted by 
using the abbreviation dBA or dB(A), rather than the abbreviation dB, for decibel.  
As long as the use of A-weighting is understood to be used, there is no difference 
implied by the terms “sound level” and “A-weighted sound level” or by the units 
dB, dBA, and dB(A).


In this document all sound levels are A-weighted sound levels and the adjective 
“A-weighted” has been omitted.


Sound levels do not represent instantaneous measurements but rather averages 
over short periods of time.  Two measurement time periods are most common _ 
one second and one-eighth of a second.  A measured sound level averaged over one 
second is called a slow response sound level; one averaged over one-eighth of a 
second is called a fast response sound level.  Most environmental noise studies use 
slow response measurements, and the adjective “slow response” is usually omitted.  
It is easy to understand why the proper descriptor “slow response A-weighted 
sound level” is usually shortened to “sound level” in environmental impact analysis 
documents.


A.1.2	 Noise	Metrics


A “metric” is defined as something “of, involving, or used in measurement.””  As 
used in environmental noise analyses, a metric refers to the unit or quantity which 
quantitatively measures the effect of noise on the environment.  Noise studies 
have typically involved a confusing proliferation of noise metrics as individual 
researchers have attempted to understand and represent the effects of noise.  As 
a result, past literature describing environmental noise or environmental noise 
abatement has included many different metrics.


Recently, however, various federal agencies involved in environmental noise 
mitigation have agreed on common metrics for environmental impact analysis 
documents, and both the Department of Defense and the Federal Aviation Admin-
istration have specified those which should be used for federal aviation noise 
assessments.  These metrics are as follows.


A.1.2.1 Maximum Sound Level


The highest A-weighted sound level measured during a single event in which the 
sound level changes value as time goes on (e.g., an aircraft overflight) is called the 
maximum A-weighted sound level or maximum sound level, for short.  It is usually 
abbreviated by ALM, Lmax or LAmax .


The maximum sound levels of typical events are shown in Figure E-1.  The 
maximum sound level is important in judging the interference caused by a noise 
event with conversation, TV or radio listening, sleep, or other common activities.
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A.1.2.2 Sound Exposure Level


Individual time-varying noise events have two main characteristics _ a sound level 
which changes throughout the event and a period of time during which the event 
is heard.  Although the maximum sound level, described above, provides some 
measure of the intrusiveness of the event, it alone does not completely describe the 
total event.  The period of time during which the sound is heard is also significant.  
The Sound Exposure Level (abbreviated SEL or LAE ) combines both of these 
characteristics into a single metric.


Sound Exposure Level is a logarithmic measure of the total acoustic energy 
transmitted to the listener during the event.  Mathematically, it represents the sound 
level of the constant sound that would, in one second, generate the same acoustic 
energy as did the actual time-varying noise event.  Since aircraft overflights usually 
last longer than one second, the Sound Exposure Level of an overflight is usually 
greater than the maximum sound level of the overflight.


Note that sound exposure level is a composite metric which represents both the 
intensity of a sound and its duration.  It does not directly represent the sound level 
heard at any given time, but rather provides a measure of the net impact of the entire 
acoustic event.  It has been well established in the scientific community that Sound 
Exposure Level measures this impact much more reliably than just the maximum 
sound level.


Because the Sound Exposure Level and the maximum sound level are both 
A-weighted sound levels expressed in decibels, there is sometimes confusion 
between the two, so the specific metric used should be clearly stated.


A.1.2.3 Day-Night Average Sound Level


Time-average sound levels are measurements of sound levels which are averaged 
over a specified length of time.  These levels provide a measure of the average 
sound energy during the measurement period.


For the evaluation of community noise effects, and particularly aircraft noise effects, 
the Day-Night Average Sound Level (abbreviated DNL or Ldn ) is used.  Day-Night 
Average Sound Level averages aircraft sound levels at a location over a complete 
24-hour period, with a 10-decibel adjustment added to those noise events which 
take place between 10:00 p.m. and 7:00 a.m. (local time) the following morning.  
This 10-decibel “penalty” represents the added intrusiveness of sounds which occur 
during normal sleeping hours, both because of the increased sensitivity to noise 
during those hours and because ambient sound levels during nighttime are typically 
about 10 dB lower than during daytime hours.


Ignoring the 10-decibel nighttime adjustment for the moment, Day-Night Average 
Sound Level may be thought of as the continuous A-weighted Sound Level which 
would be present if all of the variations in sound level which occur over a 24-hour 
period were smoothed out so as to contain the same total sound energy.
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Day-Night Average Sound Level provides a single measure of overall noise impact, 
but does not provide specific information on the number of noise events or the 
individual sound levels which occur during the day.  For example, a Day-Night 
Average Sound Level of 65 dB could result from a very few noisy events, or a large 
number of quieter events.


Figure E-1
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Source:  Handbook of Noise Control, C.M. Harris, McGraw-Hill Book Co., 1979, and Ref. E5.


As noted earlier for Sound Exposure Level, Day-Night Average Sound Level 
does not represent the sound level heard at any particular time, but rather repre-
sents the total sound exposure.  Scientific studies and social surveys which have 
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been conducted to appraise community annoyance to all types of environmental 
noise have found the Day-Night Average Sound Level to be the best measure of 
that annoyance.  Its use is endorsed by the scientific community (References E1 
through E5).


There is, in fact, a remarkable consistency in the results of attitudinal surveys about 
aircraft noise conducted in different countries to find the percentages of groups 
of people who express various degrees of annoyance when exposed to different 
levels of Day-Night Average Sound Level.  This is illustrated in Figure E-2, which 
summarizes the results of a large number of social surveys relating community 
responses to various types of noises, measured in Day-Night Average Sound Level.


Reference E6, from which Figure E-2 was taken, was published in 1978.  A more 
recent study has reaffirmed this relationship (Reference E7).  In general, correlation 
coefficients of 0.85 to 0.95 are found between the percentages of groups of 
people highly annoyed and the level of average noise exposure.  The correlation 
coefficients for the annoyance of individuals are relatively low, however, on the 
order of 0.5 or less.  This is not surprising, considering the varying personal factors 
which influence the manner in which individuals react to noise.  Nevertheless, 
findings substantiate that community annoyance to aircraft noise is represented quite 
reliably using Day-Night Average Sound Level.


Figure E-2


Community Surveys of Noise Annoyance. (Ref. E-6)
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This relation between community annoyance and time-average sound level has 
been confirmed, even for infrequent aircraft noise events.  Reference E8 reported 
the reactions of individuals in a community to daily helicopter overflights, ranging 
from one to 32 per day.  The stated reactions to infrequent helicopter overflights 
correlated quite well with the daily time-average sound levels over this range of 
numbers of daily noise events.


The use of Day-Night Average Sound Level has been criticized recently as 
not accurately representing community annoyance and land-use compatibility with 
aircraft noise.  Much of that criticism stems from a lack of understanding of the 
basis for the measurement or calculation of Ldn .  One frequent criticism is based 
on the inherent feeling that people react more to single noise events and not as 
much to “meaningless” time-average sound levels.


In fact, a time-average noise metric, such as Ldn , takes into account both the noise 
levels of all individual events which occur during a 24-hour period and the number 
of times those events occur.  As described briefly above, the logarithmic nature of 
the decibel unit causes the noise levels of the loudest events to control the 24-hour 
average.


As a simple example of this characteristic, consider a case in which only 
one aircraft overflight occurs in daytime during a 24-hour period, creating a sound 
level of 100 dB for 30 seconds.  During the remaining 23 hours, 59 minutes, and 
30 seconds of the day, the ambient sound level is 50 dB.  The Day-Night Average 
Sound Level for this 24-hour period is 65.5 dB.  Assume, as a second example, 
that ten such 30-second overflights occur in daytime hours during the next 24-hour 
period, with the same ambient sound level of 50 dB during the remaining 23 hours 
and 55 minutes of the day.  The Day-Night Average Sound Level for this 24-hour 
period is 75.4 dB.  Clearly, the averaging of noise over a 24-hour period does not 
ignore the louder single events and tends to emphasize both the sound levels and 
number of those events.  This is the basic concept of a time-average sound metric, 
and specifically the Day-Night Average Sound Level.


E.1.2.4 Onset-Rate Adjusted Day-Night Average Sound Level


Aircraft operations along low-altitude Military Training Routes (MTRs) and in 
Military Operating Areas (MOAs) and Restricted Areas/Ranges generate a noise 
environment different from other community noise environments.  Overflights can 
be highly sporadic, ranging from many (e.g., ten per hour) to few (less than one per 
week).  This situation differs from most community noise environments in which 
noise tends to be continuous or patterned.


Individual military overflight events also differ from typical community noise 
events, because of the low-altitude and high-airspeed characteristics of military 
aircraft.  These characteristics result in aircraft that exhibit a rate of increase in 
sound level (onset rate) of up to 30 dB per second.  The Day-Night Average Sound 
Level metric is adjusted to account for the “surprise” effect of the onset rate of 
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aircraft noise on humans with an adjustment ranging up to 11 dB added to the 
normal Sound Exposure Level (Reference E9).  Onset rates between 15 to 150 dB 
per second require an adjustment of from 0 to 11 dB, while onset rates below 15 dB 
per second require no adjustment.  The adjusted Day-Night Average Sound Level is 
designated as Onset-Rate Adjusted Day-Night Average Sound Level (abbreviated 
Ldnr ).  Because of the sporadic occurrences of aircraft overflights along MTRs, 
in MOAs and Restricted Areas/Ranges, the number of average daily operations is 
determined from the calendar month with the highest number of operations in each 
area.  This monthly average is denoted Ldnmr .


E.2		 NOISE		EFFECTS


E.2.1	 Hearing	Loss


Noise-induced hearing loss is probably the best defined of the potential effects of 
human exposure to excessive noise.  Federal workplace standards for protection 
from hearing loss allow a time-average level of 90 dB over an 8-hour work period, 
or  85 dB averaged over a 16-hour period.  Even the most protective criterion 
(no measurable hearing loss for the most sensitive portion of the population at the 
ear’s most sensitive frequency, 4000 Hz, after a 40-year exposure) suggests a time-
average sound level of 70 dB over a 24-hour period.  Since it is unlikely that airport 
neighbors will remain outside their homes 24 hours per day for extended periods 
of time, there is little possibility of hearing loss below a Day-Night Average Sound 
Level of 75 dB, and this level is extremely conservative.


E.2.2	 Nonauditory	Health	Effects


Nonauditory health effects of long-term noise exposure, where noise may act as a 
risk factor, have never been found to occur at levels below those protective against 
noise-induced hearing loss, described above.  Most studies attempting to clarify 
such health effects have found that noise exposure levels established for hearing 
protection will also protect against any potential nonauditory health effects, at least 
in workplace conditions.  The best scientific summary of these findings is contained 
in the lead paper at the National Institutes of Health Conference on Noise and 
Hearing Loss, held on 22–24 January 1990 in Washington, DC:


The nonauditory effects of chronic noise exposure, when noise is suspected to 
act as one of the risk factors in the development of hypertension, cardiovascular 
disease, and other nervous disorders, have never been proven to occur as chronic 
manifestations at levels below these criteria (an average of 75 dBA for complete 
protection against hearing loss for an eight-hour day).  As presented at the 
1988 International Congress on Noise as a Public Health Problem, most studies 
attempting to clarify such health effects did not find them at levels below the criteria 
protective of noise-induced hearing loss, and even above these criteria, results 
regarding such health effects were ambiguous.  Consequently, one comes to the 
conclusion that establishing and enforcing exposure levels protecting against noise-
induced hearing loss would not only solve the noise-induced hearing loss problem 
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but also any potential nonauditory health effects in the work place. 
(Reference E10; parenthetical wording added for clarification.)


Although these findings were directed specifically at noise effects in the work place, 
they are equally applicable to aircraft noise effects in the community environment.  
Research studies regarding the nonauditory health effects of aircraft noise are 
ambiguous, at best, and often contradictory.  Yet, even those studies which purport 
to find such health effects use time-average noise levels of 75 dB and higher for 
their research.


For example, in an often-quoted paper, two UCLA researchers apparently found 
a relation between aircraft noise levels under the approach path to Los Angeles 
International Airport (LAX) and increased mortality rates among the exposed 
residents by using an average noise exposure level greater than 75 dB for the 
“noise-exposed” population (Reference E11).  Nevertheless, three other UCLA 
professors analyzed those same data and found no relation between noise exposure 
and mortality rates (Reference E12).


As a second example, two other UCLA researchers used this same population near 
LAX to show a higher rate of birth defects in 1970–1972 when compared with 
a control group residing away from the airport (Reference E13).  Based on this 
report, a separate group at the U.S. Centers for Disease Control performed a more 
thorough study of populations near Atlanta’s Hartsfield International Airport (ATL) 
for 1970–1972 and found no relation in their study of 17 identified categories of 
birth defects to aircraft noise levels above 65 dB (Reference E14).


In summary, there is no scientific basis for a claim that potential health effects exist 
for aircraft time-average sound levels below 75 dB.


E.2.3	 Annoyance


The primary effect of aircraft noise on exposed communities is one of annoyance.  
Noise annoyance is defined by the U.S. Environmental Protection Agency as any 
negative subjective reaction on the part of an individual or group (Reference E3).  
As noted in the discussion of Day-Night Average Sound Level above, community 
annoyance is best measured by that metric.


It is often suggested that a lower Day-Night Average Sound Level, such as 60 or 
55 dB, be adopted as the threshold of community noise annoyance for airport 
environmental analysis documents.  While there is no technical reason why a lower 
level cannot be measured or calculated for comparison purposes, a Day-Night 
Average Sound Level of 65 dB:


1. provides a valid basis for comparing and assessing community noise  
 effects,
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2. represents a noise exposure level which is normally dominated by aircraft  
 noise and not other community or nearby highway noise sources, and 
3. reflects the FAA’s threshold for grant-in-aid funding of airport noise  
 mitigation projects.


The U.S. Department of Housing and Urban Development also established a Day-
Night Average Sound Level standard of 65 dB for eligibility for federally guaranteed 
home loans.


For this environmental study, levels of Day-Night Average Sound Level equal to and 
greater than 65 dB were used for assessing community noise impact.


E.2.4	 Speech	Interference


Speech interference associated with aircraft noise is a primary cause of annoyance 
to individuals on the ground.  The disruption of routine activities such as radio or 
television listening, telephone use, or family conversation gives rise to frustration 
and agravation.  


The quality of speech communication is also important in classrooms, offices, and 
industrial settings and can cause fatigue and vocal strain in those who attempt to 
communicate over the noise.  Research has shown that “whenever intrusive noise 
exceeds approximately 60 dB indoors, there will be interference with speech 
communication” (Reference E5).


Indoor speech interference, per Reference E3, can be expressed as a percentage 
of sentence intelligibility among two people speaking in relaxed conversation 
approximately 1 meter apart in a typical* living room or bedroom.  The percentage 
of sentence intelligibility is a non-linear function of the (steady) indoor background 
A-weighted sound level as shown in Figure E-3.  This curve was digitized and 
curve-fitted for the purposes of this appendix.  Such a curve-fit yields 100 percent 
sentence intelligibility for background levels below 57 dB and yields less than 
10 percent intelligibility for background levels above 73 dB.  Note that the function 
is especially sensitive to changes in sound level between 65 dB and 75 dB.  As an 
example of the sensitivity, a 1 dB increase in background sound level from 70 dB to 
71 dB yields a 14 percent decrease in sentence intelligibility.


Sleep disturbance is another source of annoyance associated with aircraft noise.  
This is especially true because of the intermittent nature and content of aircraft 
noise, which is more disturbing than continuous noise of equal energy and neutral 
meaning.


Sleep disturbance can be measured in either of two ways.  “Arousal” represents 
awakening from sleep, while a change in “sleep stage” represents a shift from one 
of four sleep stages to another stage of lighter sleep without awakening.  In general, 
arousal requires a higher noise level than does a change in sleep stage.
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In terms of average daily noise levels, some guidance is available to judge sleep 
disturbance.  The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency identified an indoor 
DNL of 45 dB as necessary to protect against sleep interference (Reference E3).  
Assuming a conservative structural noise insulation of 20 dB for typical dwellings, 
45 dB corresponds to an outdoor DNL of 65 dB as minimizing sleep interference.


In June 1997, the Federal Interagency Committee on Aviation Noise (FICAN) 
reviewed the sleep disturbance issue and presented a sleep disturbance dose-
response prediction curve (Reference E15), which was based on data from field 
studies in References E16 through E19, as the recommended tool for analysis 
of potential sleep disturbance for residential areas.  Figure E4 shows this curve 
which, for an indoor Sound Exposure Level of 60 dB, predicts that a maximum of 
approximately 5 percent of the residential populaton exposed are expected to be 
behaviourally awakened.  FICAN cautions that this curve should only be applied to 
long-term adult residents. 


Figure E-3
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Figure E-4


Sleep-Disturbance Dose-Response Relationship
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E.2.6	 Noise	Effects	on	Domestic	Animals	and	Wildlife


Animal species differ greatly in their responses to noise.  Each species has adapted, 
physically and behaviorally, to fill its ecological role in nature, and its hearing 
ability usually reflects that role.  Animals rely on their hearing to avoid predators, 
obtain food, and communicate with and attract other members of their species.  
Aircraft noise may mask or interfere with these functions.  Secondary effects 
may include nonauditory effects similar to those exhibited by humans – stress, 
hypertension, and other nervous disorders.  Tertiary effects may include interference 
with mating and resultant population declines.


Many scientific studies regarding the effects of noise on wildlife and some anecdotal 
reports of wildlife “flight” due to noise are available.  Few of these studies or reports 
include any reliable measures of the actual noise levels involved.


In the absence of definitive data on the effect of noise on animals, the Committee 
on Hearing, Bioacoustics, and Biomechanics of the National Research Council has 
proposed that protective noise criteria for animals be taken to be the same as for 
humans (Reference E16).


E.2.7	 Effects	on	Noise-Induced	Vibration	Structures	and	Humans


The sound from an aircraft overflight travels from the exterior to the interior of 
the house in one of two ways:  through the solid structural elements and directly 
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through the air.  Figure E-5 illustrates the sound transmission through a wall 
constructed with a brick exterior, stud framing, interior finish wall, and absorbent 
material in the cavity.  The sound transmission starts with noise impinging on the 
wall exterior.  Some of this sound energy will be reflected away, and some will 
make the wall vibrate.  The vibrating wall radiates sound into the airspace, which in 
turn sets the interior finish surface vibrating, with some energy lost in the airspace.  
This surface then radiates sound into the dwelling interior.  As the figure shows, 
vibrational energy also bypasses the air cavity by traveling through the studs and 
edge connections.


Normally, the most sensitive components of a structure to airborne noise are the 
windows and, infrequently, the plastered walls and ceilings.  An evaluation of the 
peak sound pressures impinging on the structure is normally sufficient to determine 
the possibility of damage.  In general, at sound levels above 130 dB, there is the 
possibility of structural damage.  While certain frequencies (such as 30 hertz for 
window breakage) may be of more concern than other frequencies, conservatively, 
only sounds lasting more than one second above a sound level of 130 dB are 
potentially damaging to structural components (Reference E20).


Figure E-5
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In terms of average acceleration of wall or ceiling vibration, the thresholds for 
structural damage (Reference E18) are:


 •  0.5 m/s/s – is the threshold of risk of damage to sensitive structures  
    (i.e., ancient monuments, etc.).
 •  1.0 m/s/s – is the threshold of risk of damage to normal dwellings  
    (i.e., houses with plaster ceiling and walls).


Noise-induced structural vibration may also cause annoyance to dwelling occupants 
because of induced secondary vibrations, or “rattle”, of objects within the 
dwelling – hanging pictures, dishes, plaques, and bric-a-brac.  Loose window panes 
may also vibrate noticeably when exposed to high levels of airborne noise, causing 
homeowners to fear breakage.  In general, such noise-induced vibrations occur at 
sound levels above those considered normally compatible with residential land use.  
Thus assessments of noise exposure levels for compatible land use should also be 
protective of noise-induced secondary vibrations.


In the assessment of vibration on humans, the following factors determine if a 
person will perceive and possibly react to building vibrations:


 1.  Type of excitation:  steady state, intermittent, or impulsive vibration.


 2.  Frequency of the excitation.  ISO 2631-2 (Reference E21) recommends  
      a frequency range of 1 to 80 Hz for the assessment of vibration on  
      humans.


 3.  Orientation of the body with respect to the vibration.


 4.  The use of the occupied space (i.e., residential, workshop, hospital).


   5.  Time of day.


Table E-1 lists the whole-body vibration criteria from Reference E21 for one-third 
octave frequency bands from 1 to 80 Hz.
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Vibration Criteria for the Evaluation of Human Exposure
to Whole-Body Vibration


 1 0.0036 0.0050 0.0072
 1.25 0.0036 0.0050 0.0072
 1.6 0.0036 0.0050 0.0072
 2 0.0036 0.0050 0.0072
 2.5 0.0037 0.0052 0.0074
 3.15 0.0039 0.0054 0.0077
 4 0.0041 0.0057 0.0081
 5 0.0043 0.0060 0.0086
 6.3 0.0046 0.0064 0.0092
 8 0.0050 0.0070 0.0100
 10 0.0063 0.0088 0.0126
 12.5 0.0078 0.0109 0.0156
 16 0.0100 0.0140 0.0200
 20 0.0125 0.0175 0.0250
 25 0.0156 0.0218 0.0312
 31.5 0.0197 0.0276 0.0394
 40 0.0250 0.0350 0.0500
 50 0.0313 0.0348 0.0626
 63 0.0394 0.0552 0.0788
 80 0.0500 0.0700 0.1000


Residential
Night


Residential
Day


Combined Criteria
Base Curve


Frequency
(Hz)


RMS Acceleration (m/s/s)


Table E-6


Source:  Reference E18.


E.2.8	 Noise	Effects	on	Terrain


It has been suggested that noise levels associated with low-flying aircraft may 
affect the terrain under the flight path by disturbing fragile soil or snow structures, 
especially in mountainous areas, causing landslides or avalanches.  There are no 
known instances of such effects, and it is considered improbable that such effects 
will result from routine, subsonic aircraft operations.


E.2.9	 Noise	Effects	on	Historical	and	Archaeological	Sites


Because of the potential for increased fragility of structural components of 
historical buildings and other historical sites, aircraft noise may affect such sites 
more severely than newer, modern structures.  Again, there are few scientific 
studies of such effects to provide guidance for their assessment.
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One study involved the measurements of sound levels and structural vibration levels 
in a superbly restored plantation house, originally built in 1795, and now situated 
approximately 1,500 feet from the centerline at the departure end of Runway 19L 
at Washington Dulles International Airport (IAD).  These measurements were made 
in connection with the proposed scheduled operation of the supersonic Concorde 
airplane at Dulles (Reference E22).  There was special concern for the building’s 
windows, since roughly half of the 324 panes were original.  No instances of 
structural damage were found.  Interestingly, despite the high levels of noise during 
Concorde takeoffs, the induced structural vibration levels were actually less than 
those induced by touring groups and vacuum cleaning.


As noted above for the noise effects of noise-induced vibrations of normal 
structures, assessments of noise exposure levels for normally compatible land uses 
should also be protective of historic and archaeological sites.
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E21. “Evaluation of Human Exposure to Whole-Body Vibration – Part 2:   
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(Footnotes)


*	 “Typical”	is	defined	as	a	room	with	about	300	sabins	of	sound	absorption	which,	according	to	
Reference	E3,	is	representative	of	living	rooms	and	bedrooms.
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Appendix 13


Sample Land Use Compatibility Zoning Code


Source:  Federal Aviation Administration Advisory Circulars 150/190-4, “A Model Zoning 
Ordinance to Limit the Height of Objects Around Airports” and 150/5020-1. “Noise 
Control and Compatibility Planning for Airports;” United States Government, Federal 
Interagency Committee on Urban Noise, “Guidelines for Considering Noise in Land Use 
Planning and Control,” USAF – AICUZ Reports, MacDill AFB and Homestead AFB, and 
USN AICUZ Reports, NAS Pensacola and NAS Cecil Field were used as the guides for the 
model by the Florida Department of Transportation.


Source:  Florida Department of Transportation, Office of Public Transportation, Aviation 
Office. “Airport Compatible Land Use Guidance for Florida Communities.”  1994.
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[COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY]  COMPREHENSIVE AIRPORT 
ZONING ORDINANCE


AN ORDINANCE REGULATING AND RESTRICTING THE HEIGHT OF 
STRUCTURES AND OBJECTS OF NATURAL GROWTH; REGULATING THE USE 
OF LAND; AND ESTABLISHING MODES OF CONSTRUCTION FOR STRUCTURES 
WITHIN NOISE IMPACTED AREAS IN PROXIMITY OF  [AIRPORT(S) NAME]; 
PROVIDING AN EFFECTIVE DATE AND REPEALING ALL ORDINANCES OR 
PROVISIONS IN
CONFLICT HEREWITH.


BE IT ORDAINED BY THE [COUNTY	OR	MUNICIPALITY	GOVERNING	BODY], 
FLORIDA, IN LAWFUL SESSION ASSEMBLED AS FOLLOWS:


This Ordinance is adopted pursuant to the authority conferred by Sections 333.03, and 
[125.01 or 166.021 and 163.3177(7)(b)] Florida Statutes. 
It is hereby found that:


•	 Airspace obstructions have the potential for being hazardous to aircraft operations as  
 well as to persons and property on the ground in their vicinity;


•	 Airspace obstructions may affect land use in their vicinity and may reduce the size of  
 areas available for taking off, maneuvering and landing of aircraft at an airport;


•	 Certain other land uses in the vicinity of airports also have the potential for being   
 hazardous to normal aircraft operations or to increase the potential for personal injury  
 and property damage in the event of an aircraft accident;


•	 Noise resulting from the normal operation at airports may be an annoyance or   
 objectionable to residents in the surrounding community; and


•	 To permit these conditions to exist would impair or destroy the utility of [AIRPORT(S)	
	 NAME] and the public investment therein.


Accordingly, it is declared that:


•	 The creation or establishment of an airspace obstruction hazardous to the operation of  
 aircraft or which reduces the size area available for such operations is a public nuisance  
 and an injury to the region served by the [AIRPORT(S)	NAME]; and thus,


•	 It is necessary in the interest of the public health, public safety and general welfare  
 that the creation of airspace obstructions and the use of land incompatible with airport  
 operations within certain zones be prevented; and


•	 The prevention of these obstructions and incompatible land uses should be  
 accomplished, to the extent legally possible, by the exercise of the police power without  
 compensation; and
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•	 That preventing the creation or establishment of obstructions and incompatible land  
 uses as well as their elimination, removal, alteration, or mitigation, to include marking  
 and lighting of existing obstructions, are public purposes for which the [COUNTY/	
	 CITY] may raise and expend public funds and acquire land or interest in land.


I. DEFINITIONS


 As used in this Ordinance, unless the context otherwise requires:


 A. ACCIDENT POTENTIAL ZONE (APZ)-  Specified areas adjacent to and along  
  each extended runway centerline at a military airfield that defines the probable  
  impact area should an aircraft accident occur.


 B. AIRPORT OVER FLIGHT ZONE - A specified area underlying the fixed, recurring  
  flight paths for aircraft taking off or landing at a civil airport. Aircraft routinely  
  must operate at low altitude, climb from or descend to the runway along these  
  paths.  Should an aircraft accident occur, it is statistically most likely to be located  
  in this area.


 C. AIRPORT - An area of land or water designed and set aside for the landing and  
  taking off of aircraft, utilized or to be utilized in the interest of the public for such  
  purpose and validly licensed by the State in the Public Airport category or operated  
  by the federal government in the interest of national defense which includes:  
  [AIRPORT  NAME(S)]


 D. AIRPORT ELEVATION - See: ESTABLISHED AIRPORT ELEVATION.


 E. AIRPORT OBSTRUCTION - any structure or object of natural growth or use of  
  land which would exceed the federal obstruction standards as contained in 14 CFR  
  Part 77 or which obstruct the airspace required for the flight of aircraft in taking- 
  off, maneuvering or landing at an airport or may otherwise interfere with the  
  taking-off, maneuvering or landing of aircraft.


 F. AIRPORT REFERENCE POINT (ARP) - The approximate geometric center of a  
  civil airport’s runways expressed by its latitude and longitude.


 G. AIRSPACE OBSTRUCTION or OBSTRUCTION TO NAVIGABLE AIRSPACE  
  - any structure, existing or planned, or any object of natural growth which would  
  exceed federal obstruction standards as contained in 14 CFR Part 77, ss 77.21,  
  77.23, 77.25, 77.28 or 77.29.


 H. AIRSPACE HEIGHT - The height limits as established in all zones set forth in  
  this Ordinance. Above Mean Sea Level (AMSL) elevation shall be the datum unless  
  otherwise specified.
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 I. AIRPORT NOISE ZONES or AIRPORT NOISE IMPACTED ZONES - Areas  
  within specific airport generated noise impact Ldn contour lines in which land use  
  should be limited to activities that are not noise sensitive, or where appropriate  
  noise level reduction measures for construction of certain buildings are required for  
  land uses which may be otherwise acceptable.


 J. AVIGATION EASEMENT - The assignment of a right to an airport proprietor to  
  a portion of the total benefits of the ownership of real property. The selected rights  
  may be granted or may be purchased.


 K. CLIMB GRADIENT - An aircraft instrument departure procedure requiring  
  adherence to a minimum climb slope or grade expressed in feet per nautical mile.


 L. DECISION HEIGHT - The height at which a pilot must decide, during an  
  Instrument Landing System (ILS) approach, to either continue the approach or to  
  execute a missed approach.


 M. ESTABLISHED AIRPORT ELEVATION - The highest point on the airport’s or  
  airfield’s landing surface measured in feet above Mean Sea Level (MSL or AMSL).


 N. Ldn - A day/night 24-hour average sound level measurement, expressed in  
  decibels, obtained after addition of 10 decibels to sound levels occurring during the 
  night time period from 10 PM to 7 AM. See:  YEARLY DAY-NIGHT AVERAGE  
  SOUND LEVEL (YDNL).


 O.   MINIMUM DESCENT ALTITUDE (MDA) - The lowest AMSL altitude to which  
  descent is authorized on final approach or during circling-to-land maneuvering in  
  execution of a Standard Instrument Approach Procedure (SlAP) where electronic  
  glide slope is not provided.


 P. MINIMUM ENROUTE ALTITUDE (MEA) - The lowest published altitude  
  between radio fixes that assures acceptable navigational signal coverage and meets  
  obstruction clearance requirements between those fixes.


 Q. MINIMUM OBSTRUCTION CLEARANCE ALTITUDE (MOCA) - The lowest  
  published altitude between radio fixes on Federal VOR airways, off-airway routes,  
  or route segments that meets obstruction clearance requirements for the entire route  
  segment and assures acceptable navigational signal coverage only within 22 miles  
  of a VOR.


 R. MINIMUM VECTORING ALTITUDE (MVA) - The lowest AMSL altitude at  
  which aircraft operating on Instrument Flight Rules (IFR) will be vectored by a  
  radar controller, except when otherwise authorized for radar approaches, departures 
  or missed approaches. 
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 S. NOISE REDUCTION (NR) or NOISE LEVEL REDUCTION (NLR) -  
  Reduction in sound level transmission between locations or rooms for the  
  expressed purpose of lessening or mitigating the impact of noise in one of the  
  locations. The term Sound Level Reduction (SLR) can imply the same function.   
  See: SOUND LEVEL REDUCTION (SLR).


 T. NONCONFORMING USE - Any pre-existing structure, object of natural growth  
  or use of land which is inconsistent with the provisions of this Ordinance, or  
  amendments thereto.


 U.   NON-PRECISION INSTRUMENT RUNWAY- A runway having an instrument  
  approach procedure utilizing air navigation facilities with only horizontal guidance,  
  or area type navigation equipment, for which a straight-in non-precision instrument  
  approach procedure has been approved or planned, and for which non-precision  
  instrument approach facilities are planned or indicated on an appropriate civil or  
  military airport planning document.


 V. NONSTANDARD TAKE-OFF MINIMUMS - Conditions of existing weather  
  required for take-off at an airport which exceed the standards prescribed in Federal  
  Aviation Regulations Part 91.


 W.  OCCUPIED ROOMS - Rooms within enclosed structures which are or  
  may reasonably be expected to be used for human activities which involve speech  
  communication; education or instruction; sleeping; eating; listening to live,  
  recorded or broadcast music or speech; or the regular use of telephones or other  
  audio transmitting devices.


 X.  OTHER THAN UTILITY RUNWAY - A runway designed for and intended to  
  be used by all types of aircraft including those having gross weights greater than 
  12,500 pounds.


 Y. PRECISION INSTRUMENT RUNWAY - A runway having an instrument approach  
  procedure utilizing an Instrument Landing System (ILS), Microwave Landing 
  System (MLS), or a Precision Approach Radar (PAR) including a runway for which  
  such a system is planned and is so indicated on an approved civil or military airport  
  layout plan; other FAA planning documents, or comparable military service  
  planning documents.


 Z. PERSON - Individual, firm, partnership, corporation, company, association, joint  
  stock association, or political body including the trustee, receiver, assignee,  
  administrator, executor, guardian or other representative.


 AA.QUALIFIED ACOUSTICAL CONSULTANT - A person having sufficient training  
  and experience in the science and technology of acoustics and knowledge of  
  construction methods and materials to be qualified to evaluate the adequacy of  
  acoustical designs, materials and methods of construction for the attenuation of  
  noise.
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 BB. RUNWAY - A defined area on an airport prepared for landing and takeoff of   
  aircraft along its length.


 CC. SITE SPECIFIC ANALYSIS (SSA) - The analysis of a proposed land use in a  
  designated airport noise-impacted area to determine compliance with the  
  [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY] Land Use Plan, the [COUNTY/	
	 	 MUNICIPALITY] Noise Zone Map and the Land Use Guidance Chart in  
  order to recommend the type of construction needed to meet the Noise Level  
  Reduction requirements.


 DD. SOUND ABSORPTION - Capacity of materials and furnishings to absorb sound.  
  For the purposes of this Ordinance, the sound absorption is equal to 0.05 times  
  the room volume in cubic feet divided by the measured reverberation time in  
  seconds determined with an active band of noise centered at 500 Hertz.


 EE. SOUND LEVEL - The quantity in decibels measured by an instrument satisfying  
  the requirements of American Standard Specification for Type I Sound Level  
  Meters.  The sound level shall be the frequency weighted sound pressure level  
  obtained with the frequency weighting “A” and the standardized dynamic  
  characteristic “SLOW”.


 FF. SOUND LEVEL REDUCTION - A measurement standard for the reduction in  
  sound level transmission, expressed in decibels (db), between two designated  
  locations for a stated sound frequency band. It is used to evaluate the effectiveness  
  of or to establish requirements for techniques to limit sound transmission to  
  prevent or mitigate undesirable impacts. See: NOISE LEVEL REDUCTION  
  (NLR).


 GG. STRUCTURE - Any object, constructed or installed by man, including but not  
  limited to: antennas, buildings, cranes, overhead transmission lines, smoke stacks,  
  towers and utility poles.


 HH. UTILITY RUNWAY - A runway that is constructed for and intended to be used  
  only by aircraft of 12,500 pounds maximum gross weight and less.


 II. VISUAL RUNWAY - A runway intended solely for the operation of aircraft using  
  visual approach procedures with no instrument approach procedure planned or  
  indicated on an approved civil or military airport layout plan, or by any other  
  planning document submitted to the FAA by competent authority.


 JJ. YEARLY DAY-NIGHT AVERAGE SOUND LEVEL(YDNL) - A 365-day  
  averaged, day-night average sound level measurement expressed in decibels. The  
  symbol used for YDNL is also Ldfl. YDNL is the metric designated to define  
  airport noise impact for Noise Programs conducted under the provisions of 14 CFR 
  Part 150. See: Ldn
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 KK.ZONING ADMINISTRATOR - The administrative office or agency responsible  
  for administering and enforcing the requirements of this Ordinance within  
  [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY	NAME] or within each political subdivision that  
  adopts this ordinance. The Zoning Administrator in [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY		
	 	 NAME]	is	[AGENCY/OFFICE	TITLE].


 LL. ZONING BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT - The executive body or agency having the  
  statutory authority and responsible to hear and decide appeals from any order,  
  requirement, decision or determination made by the Zoning Administrator in  
  enforcing this Ordinance; to hear and decide special exceptions and to hear and  
  decide variances to the requirements of this Ordinance within [COUNTY/	
	 	 MUNICIPALITY	NAME] or within each political subdivision that adopts this  
  Ordinance. The Zoning Board of Adjustment in COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY  
  NAME(S)] is	[BODY/AGENCY	TITLE(S)].


II. OVERLAY ZONES AND LIMITATIONS


 The purpose of this section is to establish limitations on the height of objects and 
uses of land to prevent the creation of obstructions hazardous to aeronautical operations 
or which could increase the risk to the public’s health, safety or well-being in the event 
of an aviation accident or which would otherwise impair the full utility and operating 
capacity of [AIRPORT(S)	NAME]. The section creates specific zones for three separate 
purposes providing height restrictions conforming to varying obstruction standards; land use 
limitations based on sensitivity to aviation generated noise and land use based on increased 
risk of injury, hazard to health or property damage in the event of an aircraft accident. 


 A. OBSTRUCTION HEIGHT ZONES 
 
  Zone sizes and height limitations established in this section conform to the standards  
 for determining obstructions to air navigation of 14 CFR Part 77, ss 77.23. 


  1.  CIVIL AIRPORTS
 
   There are hereby created and established certain zones which include all of the  
  land lying beneath the primary, approach, transitional, horizontal and conical  
  surfaces as they apply to a particular airport. Such zones are shown on the Airport  
  Height and Safety Zones attached to this Ordinance and made a part hereof as  
  Appendix [1]. An area located in more than one of the described zones is considered  
  to be only in the zone with the more restrictive height limitation.  The various zones  
  are hereby established and defined as follows:


   a. PRIMARY ZONE  An area longitudinally centered on each runway,  
    extending to each end for turf or sod runways or extending 200 feet beyond  
    each end for paved runways.  The width of the zone will be as specified for  
    the most precise approach existing or planned for either end of that runway  
    as follows:
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   [AIRPORT	NAME(S)]


    (1) Precision Instrument Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n], and [n/n]: 1,000 feet.


    (2) Other than Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n/n],  
     [n/n], and [n/n]:  500 feet.


    (3) Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n], and  
     [n/n]: 500 feet.


    (4) Other than Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n], and [n/n]: 500 feet.


    (5) Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n], and [n/n]: 250 feet.


    PRIMARY ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be permitted within  
    a primary zone that is not part of the landing and take-off facilities and is of  
    a greater elevation AMSL height than the nearest point of the runway  
    centerline.


   b. APPROACH ZONE An area longitudinally centered on the extended  
    runway centerline and extending outward from the end of the PRIMARY  
    ZONE.  The approach zone is designated for each runway based upon the  
    type of approach available or planned for that runway end. 


    (1)  APPROACH ZONE WIDTHS The inner edge of the approach zone is  
     the same width as the PRIMARY ZONE. The outer width of the  
     approach zone is prescribed for the most precise approach existing or  
     planned for that runway end expanding uniformly outward to a width  
     of:


    [AIRPORT	NAME(S)]


     (a) Precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n] and [n]: 16,000 feet.


     (b) Other than Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n]  
      and [n]: 3,500 feet.


     (c) Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n] and [n]:  
      2,000 feet.


     (d) Other than Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n], [n], and [n]: 1,500 feet.


     (e) Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n], [n], and [n]: 1,250 feet.


    (2) APPROACH ZONE LENGTHS  The approach zone extends for a  
     horizontal distance of: 
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    [AIRPORT	NAME(S)]


     (a) Precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n], and [n]: 50,000 feet.


     (b) Other than Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n], and 
      [n]: 10,000 feet.


     (c) Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n] and [n]:  
      5,000 feet.


     (d) Other than Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n], [n], and [n]: 5,000 feet.


     (e) Utility, Visual Runway(s): [n], [n], and [n]: 5,000 feet.


    (3) APPROACH ZONE HEIGHTS No object or structure will be permitted  
     within an approach zone, beginning at its intersection with the end of  
     the PRIMARY ZONE, having a height greater than the runway end  
     elevation, the height above the runway end elevation increasing with  
     horizontal distance outward as follows:  


    [AIRPORT	NAME(S)]


     (a) Precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n], and [n]: one (1) foot  
      vertically for every fifty (50) feet horizontally for the first 10,000  
      feet increasing to one (1) foot vertically for every forty (40) feet  
      horizontally for an additional 40,000 feet.


     (b) Other than Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n], and  
      [n]: one (1) foot vertically for every thirty four (34) feet horizontally.


     (c) Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n], [n] and [n]: One  
      (1) foot for every twenty (20) feet horizontally.


     (d) Other than Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n], [n], and [n]: One (1) foot  
      vertically for every twenty (20) feet horizontally.


     (e) Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n], [n], and [n]: one (1) foot vertically for  
      every twenty (20) feet horizontally.


   c. HORIZONTAL ZONE An area surrounding each public use airport with the  
    outer boundary constructed by swinging arcs of specified radii from the  
    center of each PRIMARY ZONE end for each airport runway then  
    connecting adjacent arcs by tangents. The arc radii for each runway end will  
    have the same arithmetic value and will be the highest value determined for  
    either end of that runway. When a smaller arc is encompassed by the tangent  
    connecting larger arcs, the smaller shall be disregarded in determining the  
    zone boundary. The radius of each runway arc is:
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   [AIRPORT	NAME(S)]


    (1) Precision Instrument Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n], and [n/n]: 10,000 feet.


    (2) Other than Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n],  
     and [n/n]: 10,000 feet.


    (3) Other than Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n] and [n/n]: 5,000 feet.


    (4) Utility, Non-precision Instrument Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n] and [n/n]:  
     5,000 feet.


    (5) Utility, Visual Runway(s) [n/n], [n/n] and [n/n]: 5,000 feet.


    HORIZONTAL ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be permitted in  
    the horizontal zone that has a height greater than 150 feet above the airport 
    elevation.


   d. CONICAL ZONE An area extending outward from the periphery of the  
    HORIZONTAL ZONE for a distance of 4,000 feet.


    CONICAL ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be permitted in the  
    conical zone that has a height greater than 150 feet above the airport  
    elevation at its inner boundary with permitted height increasing one (1) foot  
    vertically for every twenty (20) feet of horizontal distance measured  
    outward from the inner boundary to a height 350 feet above airport  
    elevation at the outer boundary.


   e. TRANSITIONAL ZONE An area extending outward from the sides of each  
    PRIMARY ZONE and APPROACH ZONE connecting them to the 
    HORIZONTAL ZONE and an area outward 5,000 feet horizontally or until  
    intersection with the CONICAL ZONE from the side of that portion of the  
    APPROACH ZONE of a Precision Instrument Runway extending through  
    and beyond the CONICAL ZONE.


    TRANSITIONAL ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be permitted  
    within the transitional zone greater in height than the PRIMARY ZONE or  
    APPROACH ZONE at their adjoining boundary lines increasing at a rate of 
     one (1) foot vertically for every seven (7) feet horizontally, with the  
    horizontal distance measured at right angles to the runway centerline and  
    extended centerline, until the height of the slope matches the height of the  
    HORIZONTAL ZONE or the height of the CONICAL ZONE and for a  
    horizontal distance of 5,000 feet from each side of that part of the  
    APPROACH ZONE for a Precision Instrument Runway extending beyond  
    the CONICAL ZONE.
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  2. MILITARY AIRFIELDS


    There are hereby created and established certain zones which include all of  
   the land lying beneath the primary, clear zone, approach clearance, inner  
   horizontal, conical, outer horizontal and transitional surfaces as they apply to a  
   particular military airfield.  Such zones are shown on the Airport Height and  
   Safety Zones attached to this Ordinance and made a part hereof as Appendix [1].  
   An area located in more than one of the described zones is considered to be only  
   in the zone with the more restrictive height limitation.  The various zones are  
   hereby established and defined as follows:


   a. PRIMARY ZONE An area longitudinally centered on each runway with the  
    same length as the runway. The width of the primary zone is [2,000 feet or  
    at older established bases, reduced to the former criteria].


    PRIMARY ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be permitted within  
    a primary zone that is not part of the landing and take-off facilities and is of  
    a greater elevation AMSL height than the nearest point of the runway  
    centerline.


   b. CLEAR ZONE An area beginning at each end of each PRIMARY ZONE  
    extending outward for 1,000 feet. The width of the clear zone is the same as  
    the PRIMARY ZONE.


    CLEAR ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be permitted within the 
    first 200 feet of a clear zone that is not part of the landing and take-off  
    facilities and is of a greater elevation AMSL height than the nearest point of  
    the runway centerline.  No object or structure will be permitted within the  
    remaining 800 feet of a clear zone that is not part of the landing and take-off  
    facilities and is of a greater elevation AMSL height than those heights  
    prescribed in the following paragraphs c. and g. for the APPROACH  
    CLEARANCE ZONE and TRANSITIONAL ZONE.


   c. APPROACH CLEARANCE ZONE An area symmetrically spaced about  
    each runway centerline extended, beginning 200 feet beyond each end of the  
    PRIMARY ZONE and extending outward for 50,000 feet. The width of the 
    approach clearance zone is the same as the PRIMARY ZONE, uniformly  
    flaring to 16,000 feet at 50,000 feet distance.


    APPROACH CLEARANCE ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be  
    permitted within the approach clearance zone beginning 200 feet from the 
    runway end, having a height greater than the runway end elevation at its  
    centerline, the height above the runway end increasing with horizontal  
    distance outward one (1) foot vertically for every fifty (50) feet horizontally  
    until reaching a height 500 feet above the established airport elevation, then  
    remaining at this AMSL elevation until a distance 50,000 feet from the  
    beginning point is reached.
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   d. INNER HORIZONTAL ZONE An area around each military airfield  
    constructed by scribing an arc of 7,500 feet about the end of each runway at  
    its centerline and interconnecting the arcs by tangents.


    INNER HORIZONTAL ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be  
    permitted in the inner horizontal zone that has a height greater than 150 feet  
    above the established airport elevation.


   e. CONICAL ZONE An area extending outward from the periphery of the  
    INNER HORIZONTAL ZONE for a distance of 7,000 feet.


    CONICAL ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be permitted in the  
    conical zone that has a height greater than 150 feet above the established  
    airport elevation at its inner boundary with permitted height increasing one  
    (1) foot vertically for every twenty (20) feet of horizontal distance  
    measured outward from the inner boundary to a height 500 feet above the  
    established airport elevation at the outer boundary.


   f. OUTER HORIZONTAL ZONE An area extending outward from the outer  
    periphery of the airfield’s CONICAL ZONE for a distance of 30,000 feet.


    OUTER HORIZONTAL ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be  
    permitted in the outer horizontal zone that has a height greater than 500 feet  
    above the established airport elevation.


   g. TRANSITIONAL ZONES Areas extending outward from the sides of the  
    PRIMARY ZONE, the first 200 feet of the CLEAR ZONE and the  
    APPROACH CLEARANCE ZONE connecting them to the INNER  
    HORIZONTAL ZONE, the CONICAL ZONE and the OUTER  
    HORIZONTAL ZONE.


    TRANSITIONAL ZONE HEIGHT No object or structure will be permitted  
    within the transitional zone greater in height than the PRIMARY ZONE,  
    the CLEAR ZONE and the APPROACH CLEARANCE ZONE at their  
    adjoining boundary lines increasing at a rate of one (1) foot vertically for  
    every seven (7) feet horizontally, measured perpendicular to the runway  
    centerline or centerline extended, until the transitional zone height matches  
    the height of the INNER HORIZONTAL ZONE, the CONICAL ZONE or  
    the OUTER HORIZONTAL ZONE.


  3. OTHER HEIGHT LIMITATIONS


   Outside of the zones established in paragraphs 1. and 2. above, no object or  
  structure will be permitted within [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY NAME] whose  
  height would:
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   a. Exceed 500 feet above ground level at its site.


   b. Cause an existing MDA, MOCA, MVA, or a decision height to be raised.


   c. Impose either the establishment of restrictive minimum climb gradients or  
    nonstandard takeoff weather minimums for any runway at [AIRPORT(S)  
    NAME].


 B. AIRPORT NOISE ZONES, BOUNDARIES AND REQUIREMENTS


 {AIRPORTS w/o FAR PART 150, AICUZ PROGRAM or EQUIVALENT NOISE  
 STUDIES}


  1. NOISE IMPACT ZONES There are hereby created and established three (3)  
   overlay land use noise zones: Zone A, Zone B, and Zone C. Such Zones are  
   shown on the Airport Noise Impacted Zones for [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY]  
   attached to this ordinance and made a part hereof as Appendix [2].  The noise  
   zones contained herein are based on projected yearly averaged, 24-hour day/ 
   night average noise level (YDNL) impact projections arising from aircraft flight  
   operations at [AIRPORT(S)	NAME] through the year 20[nn].


   a. ZONE A: That area commencing at the outermost boundary of the airport  
    and extending outward there from to a boundary indicated on the Noise  
    Zone Map as “B”.  The outer boundary of Noise Zone A approximates a  
    projected yearly averaged, 24-hour day/night average noise level(YDNL)  
    contour of 75 Ldfl.


   b. ZONE B: That area commencing at the boundary indicated on the Noise  
    Zone Map as the outer boundary of Noise Zone A and extending outward  
    there from to the boundary indicated on the Noise Zone Map as “C”.  The  
    outer boundary of Noise Zone B approximates a projected yearly averaged,  
    24-hour day/night average noise level(YDNL) contour of 70 Ldn.


   c. ZONE C: That area commencing at the outer boundary indicated on the  
    Noise Zone Map as the outer boundary of Noise Zone B and extending  
    outward there from to the furthermost boundary indicated on the Noise Zone  
    Map.  The outer boundary of Noise Zone C approximates a projected yearly  
    averaged, 24-hour day/night average noise level (YDNL) contour of 65 Ldn.


 {AIRPORTS w/o NOISE IMPACT STUDIES)


  1. AIRPORT NOISE IMPACT ZONE There is hereby created and established an  
   overlay land use noise zone for [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY].  The zone is  
   shown on the Airport Noise Impacted Zone attached to this ordinance and made 
   a part hereof as Appendix [2].  The noise impact zone was created by outlining  
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   an area [beneath the standard VFR traffic pattern and buffer airspace  
   established in FAA Order 7400.2C AND/OR measuring one-half the length of  
   the longest runway on either side of and at the end of each runway] which  
   underlies the majority of recurring flight paths aircraft will use operating at  
   [AIRPORT(S)	NAME].  This zone shall be considered to have an existing and  
   projected yearly averaged, 24-hour day/night average noise level (YDNL)  
   impact of [70 Ldn to 75 Ldn] for land use purposes.


  2. LEGAL DESCRIPTION OF NOISE ZONE BOUNDARIES


   a. Zone A applies to an area encompassing a projected yearly averaged,  
    24-hour day/night average noise level (YDNL) impact of 75 Ldn and above  
    [Example:		entirely	within	the	-NAME	AIRPORT	BOUNDARY-	in	-	
	 	 	 	 NAME	COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY- Florida, and surrounding Runways  
    [n/n], [n/n]] and [n/nj at various depths.]


   b. Zone B applies to an area encompassing a projected yearly averaged,  
    24-hour day/night average noise level (YDNL) impact of 70 Ldn to 75 Ldn  
    surrounding the [AIRPORT	NAME] in [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY],  
    more particularly described as follows: [As appropriate or necessity for  
    legal sufficiency]


   c. Zone C applies to an area encompassing a projected yearly averaged,  
    24-hour day/night average noise level (YDNL) impact of 65 Ldn to 70 Ldn  
    surrounding the [AIRPORT	NAME] in [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY],  
    more particularly described as follows: [As appropriate or necessary for  
    legal sufficiency]


  [OR]


   [For airports without noise impact studies: That area surrounding the   
  AIRPORT NAME(S) Runways [n/n], [n/n] and [n/n] in [JURISDICTION], etc., as  
  appropriate or necessary for legal sufficiency


  3. PERMITTED AND RESTRICTED ACTIVITIES All land uses shall be  
   permitted in the several noise zones as provided in the Aviation Compatible  
   Land Use Chart attached to this Ordinance and made a part hereof as Appendix  
   [3].  Those activities and land uses not specifically listed in the Chart are  
   permitted or restricted in the appropriate zones based on their similarity to noise 
   tolerance and compatibility with normal airport operations as exhibited by the  
   activities and land uses which are listed in the Chart at Appendix [3].


  4. NOISE IMPACT ZONE SOUND LEVEL REDUCTION REQUIREMENTS    
   These provisions shall apply to the construction, alteration, moving, repair,  
   replacement and use of any use of any building or occupied permanent structure  
   within [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY] located within any noise impacted zone  
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   defined in this Ordinance. Additions, alterations, repairs, and changes of use or  
   occupancy in all buildings and structures shall comply with these provisions.


   a. APPLICATION


    (1) EXISTING BUILDINGS - General buildings or structures to which  
     additions, alteration, or repairs are made shall comply with all the  
     requirements of this Ordinance except as specifically provided below:


     (a) When additions, alterations, or repairs within any three year period  
      exceed 50 percent of the value of an existing building or structure,  
      such buildings or structures shall be made to conform to the  
      requirements of this Ordinance.


     (b) Alterations or repairs not exceeding 50 percent of the value of an  
      existing building or structure and which are nonstructural may be  
      made with the same materials of which the building or structure is  
      constructed.


     (c) Not more than 50 percent of the roof covering of any building or  
      structure shall be replaced in any three year period unless the next  
      roof covering is made to conform to the requirements of this  
      Ordinance.


     (d) Buildings in existence at the time of the passage of this Ordinance  
      may have their existing use or occupancy continued if such use or  
      occupancy was legal at the time of passage provided such continued  
      use does not jeopardize life or health.


    (2) MOVED BUILDINGS - Buildings or structures moved into or within  
     [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY] shall comply with applicable provisions  
     of this regulation.


    (3) NEW BUILDINGS - Newly constructed buildings or structures shall  
     comply with the applicable provisions of this regulation before  
     permanent occupancy is permitted.


   b. DESIGN REQUIREMENTS - The Noise Level Reduction (NLR)  
    requirements of the Aviation Compatible Land Use Chart at Appendix [3]  
    may be achieved by any suitable combination of building design, choice of  
    building materials and construction techniques in accordance with  
    established architectural and acoustical principles.  The reduction  
    requirements shall apply to all occupied rooms having one or more exterior  
    walls or ceilings, when furnished in accordance with the intended final  
    usage of the room.  Recommended Construction Methods and Materials  
    Lists for NLR are shown at Appendix [4] of this ordinance.
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   c. VALIDATION - Calculations to validate if sound level reduction meets  
    requirements of this regulation may use the assumed Outside Noise  
    Spectrum Graph shown in Appendix [5] attached to and made part of this  
    regulation.  Calculations shall take into account the area of exposed room  
    surfaces, the sound transmission loss characteristics of exposed room  
    surfaces, and the amount of sound absorption in the room.  For rooms in  
    residential structures, it can be assumed that the ratio of the sound  
    absorption in each room to the room floor area is as follows:


     Octave Frequency Sound absorption
            Band, Hz     Floor Area
                    63           0.30
                125           0.50
                250           0.75
                  500 and higher             1.00


   In the calculations, allowance shall be made for a decrement of at least two  
   decibels for sound leaks and flanking sound transmission paths.


 C. PUBLIC SAFETY AND WELFARE


  1. AIRCRAFT OVER FLIGHT AND ACCIDENT POTENTIAL ZONES


   a. ZONE DEFINITION: There are hereby created and established certain  
    zones underlying those recurring, fixed flight paths for aircraft taking off  
    and landing at [AIRPORT(S)	NAME]. Of necessity, aircraft must  
    routinely operate at low altitude and climb from or descend to the runway  
    along these paths.  The potential site of an aircraft accident, should one  
    occur, is statistically most significant in these zones thus the risk of injury  
    to people or damage to property on the ground that could result from such  
    an accident is greatest.


    (1) CIVIL AIRPORTS’ AIRCRAFT OVER FLIGHT ZONES: The  
     PRIMARY ZONE, APPROACH ZONE (limited to the inner 10,000  
     feet) and the adjoining TRANSITIONAL ZONES, described in  
     paragraphs [A, 1., a., A, 1., b and A, 1., d.] above and shown on the  
     Airport Height and Safety Zones attached at Appendix [1].


    (2) MILITARY AIRFIELD(S), ACCIDENT POTENTIAL ZONES(APZs)  
     APZ(s) [A, B, and C] described in the [NAME(S)] Air Installation  
     Compatible Use Zoning(AICUZ) Study and shown on the Airport  
     Height and Safety Zones attached at Appendix [1].


   [Minimum requirements of Ch 333, FS, ss 333.03, (3).]
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    (1) CIVIL AIRPORTS The PRIMARY ZONE and the APPROACH ZONE  
     extending outward until the zone height reaches 50 feet above the  
     runway end height described in paragraphs [A, 1., a. and A, 1., b.] above  
     and shown on the Airport Height and Safety Zones attached at Appendix  
     [1].


    (2) MILITARY AIRFIELDS The PRIMARY ZONE and the CLEAR ZONE  
     described in paragraphs [A, 2., a. and A, 2., b.] above and shown on the  
     Airport Height and Safety Zones attached at Appendix [1].


   b. PERMITTED AND RESTRICTED ACTIVITIES All land uses shall be  
    permitted in the several zones as provided in the Aviation Compatible Land  
    Use Chart attached to this Ordinance at Appendix [3]. Activities and land  
    uses not specifically listed are permitted or restricted based on their  
    similarity for potential injury to people, risk to the public health and/or  
    increased property damage should such activity or use be subjected to an  
    aircraft accident as is exhibited by those activities and land uses listed in the  
    Chart at Appendix [3].


  2. IN-FLIGHT VISUAL OR ELECTRONIC INTERFERENCE
   
   Not withstanding any other provisions of this Ordinance, no use may be made of  
  land or water within any zone established by this Ordinance in such manner as to  
  interfere with the operation of an airborne aircraft. The following special  
  requirements shall apply to each permitted use:


   a. All lights and illumination used in conjunction with streets, parking, signs  
    or uses of land and structures shall be arranged and operated in such manner  
    that is not misleading to or obscure pilots vision during critical take-off or  
    landing stages of flight or be otherwise dangerous to aircraft occupants or  
    flight operations at an airport covered in this Ordinance.


   b. No use of high energy beam devices is permitted where the energy  
    transmission is not fully contained within a building or some type of  
    absorbing or masking vessel.


   c. No operations from any type shall produce smoke, glare or other visual 
    obscuration within [3] statute miles of any usable runway at an airport  
    covered in this Ordinance.


   d. No operations from any type shall produce electronic interference with  
    navigation signals or radio communication between aircraft, the airport, or  
    an air traffic control facility.
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  3. AIRCRAFT BIRD STRIKE HAZARD


   Waste disposal and other facilities which store, handle or process organic or any  
  other material that foster or harbor the growth of insects, rodents, amphibians or  
  other organisms will result in significant bird population increases above the normal   
  background.  These type facility operations increase the potential for aircraft bird  
  strike resulting in damage to aircraft and injury to occupants.  These uses are  
  incompatible if located within the vicinity of any airport described in this  
  Ordinance through the application of the following criteria:


   a. Facilities located within 10,000 feet of any runway used or planned to be  
    used by turbine powered aircraft.


   b. Facilities located within 5,000 feet of any runway used only by  
    conventional piston engine powered aircraft.


   c. Any facility located so that it places the runways and/or approach and  
    departure patterns of an airport between bird feeding, water or roosting  
    areas.


   d. Facilities outside the above perimeters but still within the lateral limits of  
    any of  the zones described in Paragraphs [A., 1. and 2.] above will be  
    reviewed on a case-by-case basis.


 D. DETERMINATION OF BOUNDARIES


  In determining the location of boundaries for land use compatibility established  
 by Paragraphs [A., B., and C.] above and depicted on the map[s] accompanying and  
 made a part of these regulations, the following rules shall apply:


  1. Where boundaries are shown to follow streets or alleys, the centerline of such  
   streets or alleys, as they exist at the time of adoption of these regulations shall  
   be the zone boundary; or


  2. Where boundaries are shown to enter or cross platted blocks, property lines of  
   lots as they exist at the time of adoption of these regulations shall be the zone  
   boundary; or


  3. Notwithstanding the above, where boundaries are shown on any platted lot  
   provisions of the more restricted zones shall apply; or


  4. Where boundaries are shown on unsubdivided property less than 10 acres in  
   area, provisions of the more restricted zone shall apply; or


  5. Where boundaries are shown on unsubdivided property ten (10) or more acres  
   in area, the location shall be determined by the scale shown on the map unless  
   dimensions are given on the map.
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 E. INDEPENDENT JUSTIFICATION


  The purpose of the overlay zoning adopted through this Ordinance is to provide  
 airspace protection and land use compatible with continuation of normal and routine  
 operation of those airports covered without endangering the public health, safety and  
 welfare.  Each of the three zoning aspects requires independent justification in order to  
 promote the public interest in health, safety and general welfare.  No structure or  
 use may be permitted in any zone unless it conforms to the specific height, noise impact 
 sensitivity and public safety limitations at its site as set forth in Paragraphs [A., B. and  
 C.] of this section.


 F. NONCONFORMING USES


  1. The requirements prescribed by this Ordinance shall not be construed to  
   necessitate the removal, lowering, alteration or other changes of any existing  
   structure or tree not conforming to the requirements as of the effective date  
   of this Ordinance.  Nothing in this Ordinance shall be construed to require  
   the sound conditioning or other changes or alteration of any preexisting  
   structure not conforming to requirements of this Ordinance as of its effective  
   date or to otherwise interfere with the continuance of any such preexisting  
   nonconforming use.


  2. Nothing herein contained shall require any change in the construction or  
   alteration which was begun prior to the effective date of this Ordinance, and is  
   diligently pursued and completed within two (2) years thereof.


  3. Before any nonconforming structure or tree may be replaced, substantially  
   altered or repaired, rebuilt or allowed to grow higher or to be replanted, a permit 
   must be secured from the Zoning Administrator.


  4. No permit shall be granted that would allow the establishment or creation of  
   an obstruction hazardous to aircraft operations or permit a nonconforming  
   structure or tree or nonconforming use to be made or become higher or become  
   a greater obstruction to air navigation than it was as of the effective date of this  
   regulation.


  5. Whenever the Zoning Administrator determines that a nonconforming use or  
   nonconforming structure or tree has been abandoned or that the cost of repair,  
   reconstruction or restoration exceeds the value of the structure or tree, no  
   permit shall be granted that would allow said structure or tree to be repaired,  
   reconstructed, restored or replanted except by a conforming structure or tree.


  6. The cost of removing or lowering any tree not conforming to the requirements  
   of this Ordinance shall be borne by the proprietor of the airport affected by the  
   nonconforming tree.
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 G. FUTURE USES


  No change shall be made in the use of land, and no structure shall be altered or  
 otherwise established in any zone created by this Ordinance except in conformance  
 with the requirements of this section.


III ADMINISTRATIVE PROCESSES 
 
 A. ADMINISTRATION AND ENFORCEMENT


  It shall be the duty of the Zoning Administrator to administer and enforce the  
 requirements prescribed herein within the territorial limits over which [COUNTY/	
	 MUNICIPALITY] has jurisdiction through the permitting process. Permits shall be  
 requested by use of the [APPLICATION	FORM	TITLE	OR	NUMBER] attached at  
 Appendix [6]. Temporary or conditional permits pending completion of review,  
 comment or approval by any other local, state or federal agency shall not be issued.  In  
 the event that the Zoning Administrator finds any violation of the requirements  
 contained herein, the Zoning Administrator shall give notice to the person responsible  
 for such violation in writing. Such notice shall indicate the nature of the violation and  
 the necessary action to correct or abate the violation.  A copy of said notice shall be sent  
 to the Board of Adjustment.  The Zoning Administrator shall order discontinuance of  
 any work being done; or shall take any or all other action necessary to correct violations  
 and obtain compliance with all the provisions of this Ordinance.


  1. PERMITS


  a. HEIGHT ZONES - No building or structure, located within the lateral boundaries of  
   the Airport Height and Safety Zones shown in Appendix [1] of this Ordinance, may  
   be constructed, erected, moved to or repaired, altered or modified resulting in an  
   increase in height, unless a building permit has been issued by the Zoning  
   Administrator.  No permit shall be issued unless the Federal Aviation  
   Administration has reviewed the proposed construction or alteration and issued a  
   written Determination of the proposal’s effect on navigable airspace where such  
   prior notification under Title 14, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 77 is required.


   Notification is required for any temporary or permanent building or structure,  
   whose height is proposed to exceed:


   (1) 200 feet above ground level at its site; OR,


   (2) A slope increasing one (1) foot vertically for every one hundred (100) feet  
    horizontally for a distance of 20,000 feet from the nearest point of the  
    nearest runway at any airport covered by this Ordinance.


  b. NOISE ZONES - No building or structure, for which a NLR 25, NLR 30, or NLR  
   35 is required by the Aviation Compatible Land Use Chart at Appendix [3] of this  
   Ordinance may be constructed, altered, moved to, demolished, or repaired unless a  
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   building permit has been issued by the Zoning Administrator.  No permit shall be  
   issued unless construction plans and specifications for the building or structure  
   reflect methods and materials either as recommended in Appendix [4] of this  
   Ordinance or an acceptable alternative source and the combination of design,  
   materials and methods will result in a sound level reduction for the applicable  
   room(s) at least as great as the NLR value specified in Appendix [3] for the  
   particular usage involved.


   (1) APPROVAL OF METHODS OF CONSTRUCTION


    (a) The Zoning Administrator may approve any method of construction  
     provided for in the Recommended Construction Methods and Materials  
     Lists attached to this Ordinance at Appendix [4]; that the proposed  
     design is satisfactory and that it complies with the NLR requirements of  
     the  Aviation Compatible Land Use Chart at Appendix [3].


    (b) The Zoning Administrator may require certified professional  
     documentation or other appropriate data be submitted as evidence or  
     proof to substantiate any claims made as to the sound level reduction  
     performance of submitted construction methods.


   (2) VERIFICATION AND ENFORCEMENT


    (a) The Zoning Administrator may, prior to granting final approval of the  
     finished building construction, require, at the expense of the owner, field  
     tests by a Qualified Acoustical Consultant to verify the sound level  
     reduction (SLR) of  the building.


    (b) For the purpose of standardization, to vary the noise level reduction  
     requirements the verification field test may use the aircraft noise  
     prevailing outside the building and will employ the following  
     procedures:


     i Using the noise signal generated by an individual aircraft operation  
      (fly-over event), outside and inside noise levels may be measured  
      simultaneously.  The difference between the maximum noise levels  
      outside and inside the room for the fly-over event should be taken as  
      the measured SLR for the flyover event, provided that the maximum  
      inside noise level exceeds, by at least seven decibels, the background  
      noise level of the absence of the flyover.


     ii The SLR should be determined for at least four flyover events for  
      each room tested.  The resulting SLR value assigned to the room  
      would be the arithmetic average of the individual flyover event SLR  
      values.
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     iii For occupied rooms in residential structures, the inside noise level  
      should be measured with a single microphone four feet above the  
      floor near the center of the room.


     iv For other residential structures, the inside noise level should be  
      measured with a single microphone five feet above the floor, either  
      near the center of the room, or eight feet into the room from the  
      exterior wall most directly exposed to the aircraft noise at  
      whichever distance from the exposed wall is smaller.  The outside  
      noise level should be measured at an unobstructed location  
      approximately five feet above the elevation of the floor of the room  
      under test and eight feet away from the most directly exposed  
      exterior wall near its center.


     v For structures in which several rooms are to be evaluated the tests  
      need only be conducted in those rooms whose exterior walls are  
      most directly exposed to the aircraft noise source.  If noise level  
      reduction requirements are met for these rooms, the tests need not  
      be repeated for rooms of similar construction which are less directly  
      exposed to the flyover event.


     vi For structures where a number of rooms receive nearly equal  
      exposure to aircraft noise, tests need only be conducted in two of  
      the near-identical rooms.


     vii For residential units, tests in two rooms are usually sufficient. One  
      of the rooms tested must be the bedroom most directly exposed to  
      aircraft noise.  The other room tested may be either the living room,  
      dining room or family room, whichever is most directly exposed to  
      the aircraft noise source.


     viiiWhen an unfurnished room or a room furnished less than normal  
      is tested, the adjusted sound level reduction shall be computed by  
      adding ten times the logarithm to the base ten of the ratio of the  
      floor area of the room to the sound absorption in the unfurnished  
      room.  Such correction however shall not exceed two decibels.  The 
      adjusted sound level reduction value shall be used in determining  
      compliance with the NLR requirements.  If the sound level  
      reduction is measured in a furnished room, no adjustment in the  
      sound level reduction shall be made.


     ix The inside and outside sound levels may be observed directly by  
      simultaneous readings of two sound level meters.  Alternatively, inside  
      and outside may be recorded simultaneously on magnetic tape with  
      SLR determined by analysis of the recorded signals.  For either  
      method, each measuring system used must satisfy the requirements for  
      a Type 2 sound level meter according to ANSI SI.4-197 and be   
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      operated in the manner designated by ANSI S1.13-197 (or latest  
      revisions thereof).  Additionally, each system used must be calibrated  
      prior to and following the flyover events so their indications are within  
      one decibel, for the same sound level using suitable calibration  
      procedures as specified by the system’s manufacturer.


  c. AIRCRAFT OVER FLIGHT AND ACCIDENT POTENTIAL ZONES - Within the  
   lateral boundaries of any Aircraft Over flight or Accident Potential Zone shown in  
   Appendix [1] of this Ordinance, no building, structure, vehicle or vessel may be  
   moved to, parked, moored, constructed, repaired, altered or modified, either  
   permanently or temporarily, unless a building permit has been issued by the Zoning  
   Administrator.  No permit shall be issued unless the building, structure, vehicle or  
   vessel conforms with requirements for land use within that safety zone as shown in  
   Appendix [3].


 2.  CONDITIONS


 a. HEIGHT ZONES


  OBSTRUCTION MARKING AND LIGHTING - Any permit or variance granted  
 shall as a specific condition, require the owner to mark and light the structure to  
 indicate to aircraft pilots the presence of an obstruction to air navigation.  Such marking  
 and lighting shall conform to the specific standards established by Rule Chapter 14- 
 60, Florida Department of Transportation and Federal Aviation Administration Advisory 
 Circular 70/7460-1, as amended, attached at Appendix [7].


 b.  AIRPORT NOISE ZONES


  NOTIFICATION OF POTENTIAL NOISE IMPACT - This notification condition shall  
 apply to property within the various Airport Noise Impacted Zones shown in Appendix [2]  
 including all residential development or non-residential development which could be  
 adversely affected by airport generated noise.


  (1) NOISE ZONE A - No residential development shall be allowed within Noise Zone A.


  (2) NOISE ZONES B and C - Constructive knowledge shall be made available to all  
   purchasers of residential property as provided for in Chapter 475.25,(1),(b), Florida  
   Statutes; Chapter 498.O37,(1), Florida Statutes; and Public Law 96-163 (49 USC  
   2107).


   (a) Public notice through the use of maps, depicting noise impacted areas shall  
    be available at the [COUNTY/ MUNICIPALITY NAME] Planning and  
    Zoning Department.


   (b) A listing of all residential property within noise impacted areas annotated  
    as to Noise Zone, shall be made available.  The listing will be compiled  
    by the [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY NAME] Tax Assessor from public  
    records and shall be updated at least once each year.  The listing will be used 
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    by title companies, real estate agencies and individuals to determine the  
    Notice required to be given to prospective purchasers of residential  
    property.


   (c) A Disclosure Statement as shown Appendix [8] shall be completed for the  
    sale of all residential property located in Noise Zones B and C and shall be  
    filed with the property deed.


  (3) When the residential occupant(s) or end user of an affected property is not  
   the purchaser, the purchaser must convey the notification condition to these  
   parties. Such notification must be in writing, must be acknowledged by  
   signature of the party(s) and must be accomplished prior to the party occupying  
   or executing a lease, rental contract or any type legally binding obligation to  
   occupy the property. A copy of the occupant(s)’s acknowledgement shall be  
   filed with the property deed.


 c. AIRCRAFT OVER FLIGHT/ACCIDENT POTENTIAL ZONES


  NOTIFICATION:  This notification condition shall apply to all property within the  
 various Aircraft Over flight and Accident Potential Zones shown in Appendix [1] including  
 any new development or use.


  (1) Constructive knowledge shall be made available to all purchasers and users of  
   property as provided for in Chapter 475.25,(1),(b), Florida Statutes; Chapter  
   498.O37,(1), Florida Statutes; and Public Law 96-163 (49 USC 2107).


  (2) Constructive knowledge shall be accomplished in manner and form prescribed  
   in Paragraph A., 2., b., (2), above


   (a) When the end user of any affected property is not the purchaser, the  
    purchaser must convey the notification condition to the user.  Such  
    notification must be in writing, must be acknowledged by user signature  
    and must be accomplished prior to the user occupying or making any   
    type legally binding obligation to occupy the property.  A copy of the user’s  
    acknowledgement shall be filed with the property deed.


   (b) When the affected property also lies partially or entirely within any Airport  
    Noise Impact Zone shown in Appendix [2], notification shall include  
    specific reference to both aircraft over flight/accident potential and airport  
    noise impact.


 B. BOARD OF ADJUSTMENT


  1. The [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY] Zoning Board of Adjustment shall have  
   and will exercise the following power on matters relating to areas within their  
   territorial limit of authority:
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   a. To hear and decide appeals from any order, requirement, decision, or  
    determination made by the Zoning Administrator in the enforcement of this  
    Ordinance;


   b. To hear and decide any special exception to the terms of this Ordinance  
    upon which such Board of Adjustment may be required to pass;


   c. To hear and decide specific variances to requirements, conditions or  
    limitations in this Ordinance.


  2. The Board of Adjustment shall adopt rules for its governance in harmony with  
   the provisions of this Ordinance. Meetings of the Board of Adjustment shall  
   be held at the call of the chairman and at such other times as the Board of  
   Adjustment may determine.  The Chairman, or in his absence the acting  
   Chairman, may administer oaths and compel the attendance of witnesses.  All  
   hearings of the Board of Adjustment shall be public.  The Board of Adjustment  
   shall keep minutes of its proceedings showing the vote, indicating such fact,  
   and shall keep records of its examinations, and other official actions, all of  
   which shall immediately be filed in the office of the [County or City] Clerk.


  3. The concurring vote of a majority of the members of the Board of Adjustment  
   shall be sufficient to reverse any order, requirement, decision, or determination of  
   the Zoning Administrator, or to decide in favor of the applicant on any matter upon  
   which it is required to pass under this Ordinance, or to effect variation of this  
   Ordinance.


 C. VARIANCES


  1. Any person desiring to erect or increase the height of any structure or use his  
   property not in accordance with the requirements of this Ordinance, may apply  
   to the Board of Adjustment for a variance from such requirement.


   a. At the time of filing, the applicant shall forward a copy of his application  
    for variance by certified mail return receipt requested, to the Florida  
    Department of Transportation, Aviation Office, M.S. 46, 605 Suwannee  
    Street, Tallahassee, Florida 32399-0450.


   b. The department shall have 45 days from receipt of the application to provide  
    comments to the applicant and the Board of Adjustment after which time  
    that right is waived.


   c. The Board of Adjustment may proceed with consideration of an application  
    only upon receipt of Department of Transportation comments or the waiver  
    of that right as demonstrated by the applicant’s filing a copy of a return  
    receipt showing the 45 days have elapsed.
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   d. No application for a variance may be considered unless the applicant shows  
    evidence the requirement for Notice of Construction or Alteration under Title   
    14, Code of Federal Regulations, Part 77 has been complied with.


   e. No application for a variance to the requirements of this regulation may be  
    considered by the Board of Adjustment unless a copy of the application has  
    been furnished to the [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY NAME] Zoning  
    Administrator and the [AIRPORT	NAME(S) MANAGER-DIRECTOR		
	 	 	 	 TITLE].


  2. A variance may be granted by the Board of Adjustment where, owing to 
   conditions peculiar to the property and not the result of the actions of the    
   applicant, a literal enforcement of this Ordinance would result in unnecessary   
   and undue hardship, and would prevent the substantial enjoyment of property   
   rights as shared by nearby properties which do conform to this Ordinance.  In   
   granting any variance, the Board of Adjustment may prescribe appropriate   
   conditions, requirements and safeguards in conformity with this Ordinance and   
   the intent hereof including avigation easements if deemed necessary.


 D. APPEALS


  1. Any person aggrieved, or any taxpayer affected, by any decision of the Zoning   
   Administrator made in the administration and enforcement of this Ordinance,   
   may appeal to the Board of Adjustment.


  2. All appeals hereunder must be made within a reasonable time as provided by  
   the rules of the Board of Adjustment, by filing with the Zoning Administrator a  
   notice of appeal specifying the grounds thereof.  The Zoning Administrator shall   
   forthwith transmit to the Board of Adjustment, all the papers constituting the   
   record upon which the action appealed was taken.


  3. An appeal shall stay all proceedings in furtherance of the action appealed unless   
   the Zoning Administrator certifies to the Board of Adjustment, after the notice of   
   appeal has been filed, that by reason of the facts stated in the certificate, a stay  
   would cause imminent peril to life or property.  In such case, proceedings    
   shall not be stayed except by order of the Board of Adjustment on notice to the   
   Zoning Administrator and after due cause is shown.


  4. The Board of Adjustment shall fix a reasonable time for hearing appeals,  
   give public notice and due notice to the interested parties and render a decision  
   within a reasonable time. During the hearing, any party may appear in person, by  
   agent or by attorney.


  5. The Board of Adjustment may, in conformity with the provisions of this  
   Ordinance, reverse or affirm, in whole or in part, or modify the order,  
   requirement, decision or determination, as may be appropriate under the  
   circumstances.
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 E. JUDICIAL REVIEW


  Any person aggrieved, or any taxpayer affected by any decision of the Board of  
 Adjustment, may appeal to the Circuit Court as provided in _____________________.


 F. PENALTIES


  Each violation of this Ordinance or of any regulation, order or ruling promulgated  
 herein shall constitute a misdemeanor of the second degree and be punishable by a fine  
 of not more than ____ dollars or imprisonment for not more than ____ days or both; and  
 each day a violation continues to exist shall constitute a separate offense.


 G. CONFLICTING REGULATIONS


  Where there exists a conflict between any of the requirements or limitations  
 prescribed in this Ordinance and any other requirements, regulations or zoning  
 applicable to the same area, whether the conflict be with respect to the height of  
 structures or trees; the use of land; or any other matter, the more stringent limitation or  
 requirement shall govern and prevail.  The variance to or waiver of any such more  
 stringent limitation or requirement shall not constitute automatic variance or waiver of  
 the less stringent limitations or requirements of this Ordinance.


 H. SEVERABILITY


  If any of the provisions of this Ordinance or the application thereof to any person or  
 circumstances is held invalid, such invalidity shall not affect other provisions or  
 applications of the Ordinance which can be given effect without the invalid provisions  
 or application, and to this end the provisions of this Ordinance are declared to be  
 severable.


 I. EFFECTIVE DATE


  This Ordinance shall take effect on adoption by the [COUNTY/MUNICIPALITY		
	 COMMISSION] and acknowledgement from ____________ of the State of _________   
 that it has been filed and does hereby repeal all Ordinances or provisions thereof in  
 conflict herewith.


 PASSED AND ADOPTED in regular session this the
 
 _____________day of  _________, 20__
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		a.   The Office of Economic Adjustment 3 (OEA) administers a Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) program and supports the DoD Land Use Inter-Service Group (LUIWG).4 The purpose of OEA is to encourage cooperative land use planning between military installations and

		b.   DoD AICUZ Programs:  There are additional DoD programs expressly focused on encroachment issues as they may affect military operations.  The programs include the Navy’s and Air Force’s Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) program,5 the Army’

		c.   DoD Conservation Partnering Initiative:  In 2002, Congress authorized an additional program aimed at environmental and conservation-related activities.  The program is based on the military services’ acquiring less than fee simple interest in private 

		2.   The Doctrine of Preemption:  In a very general sense, the doctrine of preemption holds that Congress has the power to override State laws in any area where Congress has constitutional authority to act.  The basis of the preemption doctrine is article 









		INTRODUCTION

		A.  Laying the Foundation

		1.	Land Use Compatibility and Military Installations:  Promoting compatible development near military installations is the purpose of this Practical Guide.  Local comprehensive land use planning and complementing land use regulations are the strategies ava

		2.	The Land Use Plan as the Primary Planning Tool:  A comprehensive/general plan (also known in some jurisdictions as simply the plan), once adopted by a planning commission and approved by the local legislative body, becomes the framework and guideposts f

		3.	Land Use Regulations:  Even though local government plans and land use regulations are administered under separate legislative processes, they are mutually interdependent and complementary.  The plan’s goals and objectives cannot be realized outside a r

		4.	Encroachment Is Not One-Sided:  Just as the military has publicly stated that the encroachment of incompatible civilian land use activities near a military installation can threaten mission capabilities; so also have neighboring community leaders and re

		a.	The Military’s Side:  At one time, military bases, except for ports, were located in out-of- the-way places both for security reasons and so that troops had room to train and to maneuver.  Commerce, industry, and human settlements quickly followed, choo

		b.	The Community’s Side:  For many years, the military and the civilian communities harmoniously shared the same geographic space.  However, as the military grew, modernized, and expanded, it took on louder and more dangerous missions.  Aircraft became noi









		B.  The Land Use Planning Framework

		1.	The Framework:  The compatible land use planning framework as presented here represents a road map that local governments may follow in support of compatible land use planning and management near military installations.  The goal is to maximize the econ

		a.  Organize:  The first steps in establishing a working collaborative relationship between the local jurisdiction and the military installation command are to: 

		b.  Plan:  Begin a joint compatibility planning and discovery processes by:

		c.   Implement:  This is the most difficult stage in the process.  A joint compatible land use study/plan by itself will not resolve civilian or military encroachment issues.  The recommendations put forward in the plan/study need to be formalized and acce

		d.   Monitor Results:  For any encroachment plan to succeed, continuous monitoring and collaboration between the military command and the surrounding communities is important for no other reason than to deal with changing circumstances, issues, and objecti

		2.   The Land Use Planning Construct:  The wise application of planning principles and practices is the key to implementing a smart growth strategy and promoting compatible land use in a consistent and balanced manner.  Parts II through IV of this Practica

		3.	This Toolkit: The Toolkit is organized around six land use planning and regulatory subject areas.  Each subject area is introduced by a table outlining the planning tools that are discussed subsequently:













		C.  Compatible Land Use Planning

		Case Study – Ellsworth AFB, South Dakota 

		4.  State Mandates and Funding Shortfalls:  Recent legislation in States such as Arizona and California now requires local governments to develop or update comprehensive/general plans to address the sustainability of military installations.  State-mandated

		5.  Local Government Programs:  Local governments have authority from their parent State not only to plan but also to be creative in applying planning principles and practices as they go.  As noted previously, the keystone to creative land use planning is 

		a.  The Local Comprehensive/General Plan:  The plan represents the community’s comprehensive guide to the physical, social, and economic development of the entire jurisdiction or a designated sub-geographic area thereof (i.e., Central Business District, Ne

		b.	Military Influence Planning District (MIPD) Element — A New Planning Model







		1)	The Army Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB) Program:15  This local Army commander’s outreach program is designed to avoid or limit civilian encroachment and provide for long-term range sustainability for Army installations and test and training ranges.  It fo

		2)	The Navy’s Encroachment Partnering (EP) Program: The Navy is particularly susceptible to a broad range of encroachment issues since many of its installations are located in ecologically important and high-growth urban areas.  The objective of the Navy’s

		3)	The Marine Corps is authorized to acquire real property restrictive easements.  The Marine Corps exercises this authority by participating in Conservation Forums led by states or nongovernmental organizations.  These forums are open to all interested Fe

		4)	The Air Force’s primary tool for addressing land use compatibility at air bases and areas outside its installation boundaries is the AICUZ program, which is enhanced by the JLUS program.  Another more recent tool that can be useful on a case-by-case bas

		2.	State Government Programs:  The power to regulate the use of land is constitutionally reserved to the States.  States, for the most part, delegate this authority to local governments either through enabling legislation or through statute.  Part III disc

		3.	New State Legislative and Planning Initiatives:  This Practical Guide presents three new strategies whereby State governments may play a leading role in promoting compatible land use activity in the vicinity of military installations and in the process 





		a.	Regions of Military Influence (RMI) as a State Planning Element:  An RMI is a new three-dimensional planning model that looks beyond the immediate environs of the home military base and the surrounding jurisdictions.  It recognizes the connectivity betw

		b.	Areas of Critical State Concern: This is the adaptation of an old idea to a new application.25  Several States have enacted statutory provisions intended to protect areas of statewide importance.  These special areas often are referred to as “Areas of C

		c.	State Capital Expenditures:  States can influence the timing, location, and staging of local community development by annual allocation of capital expenditures in public infrastructure, including State highways and mass transit development; the location





		1.	The Department of Defense (DoD) Planning Programs:  The DoD mission is national defense.  The prevention of civilian encroachment near military installations and test and training ranges is a national defense priority.  The missions of State and local g

		D.  Land Use Regulations

		1.	The Local Zoning Code – The Tools:  Zoning ordinances prescribe standards and specifications to guide legislative bodies and zoning boards of appeal in the legitimate exercise of the police powers (zoning authority) conferred by the State.  



		Case Study – Horsham Township, PA, JLUS 

		d.	Aircraft Accident Potential Zones:  At either end of a military airfield runway are designated clear zones (CZs) and an APZ.  The APZ is further subdivided into the APZ-I and APZ-II. 

		1) 	The CZ:  The CZ is the area of highest aircraft accident potential.  It is located at the immediate ends of an airfield runway.  Typically, it is in the shape of a trapezoidal “approach” fan beginning at the end of a runway and extending outward from t

		2)	APZ-I: This is the area immediately beyond CZ-1 whose dimensions roughly equate to a rectangular box 3,000 feet wide by 5,000 feet long.  The APZ-I is less hazardous than the CZ, but it can pose a sufficient level of potential danger to the public healt

		3)	APZ-II: This is a tertiary rectangular area approximately 3,000 feet wide by 7,000 feet long and extending beyond APZ-1.  There is a lesser degree of hazard from aircraft accident than in APZ 1.  Nevertheless, it still poses a sufficient level of potent



		e.	Beyond the APZs — Live Ordnance Aircraft Arrival and Departure Corridors:46  When considering the issue of departing aircraft loaded with live ordnance (bombs and rockets), the State of Arizona devised an extended restricted use area that went beyond th

		f.	Noise Zones (NZs):  Many jurisdictions recognize the potential impact of sound on human health and the environment.  For example, in Montgomery County, Maryland, the acceptable range of average noise levels is between 60 and 65 dB DNL/Ldn.  In Aurora, C

		g.   Notional Maximum Mission Contour (MMC):  The MMC conceptually is a defined projected noise impact area developed by the local jurisdiction after consultation with the military.  It is developed based on information presented in an AICUZ study and conf

		h.	Planned Unit Development (PUD) Ordinance:  A PUD is a flexible zoning technique intended to encourage attractive new communities that offer a mix of housing unit types and densities and a variety of supporting land use activity.  Application of a PUD no

		i.	Mixed-Use or Multiple-Use Planned Development:  In a number of communities on a grander scale, local planning and zoning authorities permit special development processes similar to a PUD. 

		j.	Agricultural Zoning:  This is the lowest density and use zone generally available to a local community under the “Standard State Zoning Enabling Act.”  

		k.	Transfer of Development Rights (TDR):  This is a local government managed planning and development-rights transfer program.  It most often is associated with agricultural, historic, and open space preservation.  Communities located on the urban-rural fr







		a.	Euclidian Zoning:  What is Euclidian zoning?  It is the oldest type of zoning. New York City was the first jurisdiction to enact zoning as a means of regulating land use, building heights, building bulk, and access to air and natural sunlight.  

		b.	Piecemeal or Parcel-Specific Rezoning:  This is occasioned by a straightforward request of a property owner to rezone property, most often from a lower zoning classification to a higher by correct zoning classification.  Generally, the higher the zoning

		c. 	Comprehensive Zoning Map Amendment:  The idea of a comprehensive zoning map amendment serving as an encroachment prevention tool was introduced in Part II.  It can be one of the strongest tools available to local government to synchronize the plan’s la

		d.	Comprehensive Downzoning:  Downzoning involves more than one property if properly and legally implemented in accordance with the general plan and established procedures.  Most often this will be sustained by the courts.  Generally, courts are hesitant t

		2.	Flexible or Performance-Based Zoning:  Land developers seeking to be creative often turn to flexible or performance-based zoning, assuming the local jurisdiction has incorporated flexible zoning requirements in its planning and zoning code.  An objectiv



		a.	Floating Zones:  These techniques are enormously important tools.  A floating zone can allow flexibility in the design of a development project.  This flexibility generally takes the form of relaxed building site placement and height  requirements, allo

		b.	Overlay Zones:  Overlay zones most often cover multiple properties but do not change the underlying designated zoning classification.  They do amend the underlying zoning use standards or requirements.  Unlike floating zones, which are identified in a g

		c.	Military Influence Overlay District: This mapped zoning overlay district is based on the designation of an MIPD for purposes of conducting careful and deliberate compatible land use study in relationship to emerging development patterns and operational 







		E.  Land Subdivision Regulations 

		1.	Local Subdivision Regulations:  In nearly all cases, the local planning commission is the subdivision approving authority.  Appeals to a planning commission decision may be made either to the local legislative body or to the circuit court, depending on 



		2.	Conditions of Subdivision Approval:  Many local governments require as conditions of approval the identification, set-aside, and/or dedication for public purpose basic features common to a typical development.  These include:

		a.	Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance (APFO) — basis of subdivision application review.  It reviews the adqequacy of such items as:

		b.	Environmental Safeguards — development restricted areas based on public health, safety, and general welfare.  These include items and areas such as:

		c.	Exactions and Impact Fees — necessary set aside for subdivision to function properly, for example:

		d.	Dedications — for public need and necessity.  These can be required as conditions for subdivision approval, requiring set-asides for:

		3.	Developer Agreement:  This is an agreement between the subdividing authority (most often a planning commission) and the applicant seeking authority to subdivide the subject property into recordable lots for the purpose of development.  Development agree

		4.	Capital Improvements Program (CIP):  Common among local governments is the CIP.  This is both a fiscal and planning document used to complement the local government’s comprehensive plan and annual operating budget.  Normally a CIP covers a 6-year period

		5.	Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance (APFO):  As mentioned above in relation to the requirements for obtaining a building permit for a subdivision, these ordinances may be a requirement of a local government.  In jurisdictions with an AFPO, a condition 

		6.	Cluster Development:  Cluster development is less a floating zone and more an optional method of development or a variance.  It can be permitted under zoning and implemented through the subdivision regulations of a local jurisdiction.  Cluster developme

		7.	Special Environmental Conditions:  Special environmental considerations have become accepted as part of the subdivision development process and are justified under the delegated police powers to protect the public health, safety, and general welfare.  E





		a.	Floodplain Regulation Zone (FPZ):  Building in the floodplain of streams and rivers is considered unsafe and generally is prohibited, except for roads or other transportation facilities that must be constructed across floodplains. 

		b.	Steep Slopes and Unstable Geology:  Most local governments recognize the inherent problems associated with developing property on steep or unstable slopes.  In addition, where the geology cannot support urban or suburban development, local subdivision r

		c.	High-Noise Impact Zones:  In the interest of protecting public health and safety, a subdivision regulation may prohibit the subdividing of property into building lots for residential purposes if the property is located within a designated AICUZ high noi

		d.	Aircraft Accident Potential Zones (APZs):  Public health and safety establishes a threshold beyond which it is not prudent to encourage residential development in areas prone to accident.  The police powers can prohibit the subdivision of parcels or tra







		F.  Building and Structural Height Codes  

		1.	Building Code:  The local governing body is responsible for implementation and enforcement of the building codes.  The codes set requirements to ensure that a structure is safe and habitable.  These requirements include specifying acceptable building ma



		2.	Indoor Sound Level Reduction: Building code sound level reduction (SLR) requirements may be achieved by any suitable combination of building designs, choice of building materials, and execution of construction details in accordance with established arch

		3.	Structural Height Limitations:  Building codes prescribe the basic requirements to regulate construction of structures.  The local governing body under the police powers may adopt stricter land development regulations to ensure that a structure is safe 



		G.   Development Review Process  

		1.	Local Development Review:  This review is a very important part of the local government’s development process.  The formal technical staff review of an application will result in recommendations to the local planning commission or, city/county governmen

		a.	Mandatory Referrals of zoning and Development Applications:  In several states (Arizona, California, Florida, Georgia, and Washington are examples), the local planning commission or zoning review board is required to formally notify other government age

		b.	Military Participation on Local Planning Commission:  The State of Florida passed legislation62 assigning a military installation representative a seat as an ex-officio, nonvoting member on a local government land planning or zoning board.  The represen





		H.  Local Administrative Actions  

		1.	Caveats to Administrative Action:  The practitioner should be aware there are certain due process issues and legal doctrines of which planners must be aware.  These include a prescription against ex parte communications and the legal doctrines of vestin

		a.	Ex Parte Communications:  In the case of a quasi-judicial action, a deciding board of appeals or local legislative body is bound by the rule of ex parte communications.  This means decision makers cannot talk to one party about the merits of a pending c

		b.	Vesting and Estoppel:  The doctrines of vesting and estoppel are fundamental to the local zoning and development process. 63   Once a right to develop property is “vested,” subsequent governmental actions to thwart such development may be judged a “taki

		2.	Geographic Information System (GIS):  A GIS is a computer-based system capable of capturing, storing, analyzing, and displaying geographic information; that is, multifaceted data absent specific locations and the relationship among differing sets of inf

		3.  Real Property Transaction Strategies:  The following tools can be used by planners and others to purchase or encumber all or a portion of property rights on property that might create an encroachment issue for military installations.



		a.	Securing Property Rights:  Ownership of property includes possession of a series of rights to the property.  The State or the general public always retains certain basic rights to all real property.  These rights include police powers, right of taxation

		4.	Easements:  Easements are permanent set-asides of land, with the title to the easement held by the easement purchaser until sold or released.  The original property owner retains property rights to the unsold bundle of rights.  Easements work well withi











		a.	Avigation Easements:  Avigation (air navigation) easements may be donated by a property owner or purchased by an entity desiring a right to fly unencumbered over property below the 500-foot AGL floor established for rural areas and 1,000 feet AGL floor 

		b.	Conservation Easements:  The focus of this subsection is conservation easements and buffers of all types.  Typically, they are based on specific arrangements made between the property owner and a second or third party of interest.  Consideration may inv

		c.	Open Space Preservation:  An objective of comprehensive/general plans is to identify open space intended to break the monotony of urban development, provide green space for buffering conservation and protection of unique natural resource areas, and cont

		5.	Less than Fee Simple Acquisition:

		a.	Covenants, Easements, and Other Deed Restrictions:  Certain rights to property may be purchased by other than a governmental entity.  This may be referred to as “less than fee simple” purchase.  Normally this is a matter between a willing seller and a w

		b.	Purchase of Development Rights (PDR):  Title to real property involves a bundle of rights that may be acquired by a purchaser.  The difference is that only one or more targeted right(s) is purchased rather than the entire bundle of property rights.  Dev

		c.	Land Swaps/Transfers:  The swapping of like-valued parcels of land can be an effective means of preventing encroachment pressures.  The transfer or exchange of property rights may involve no consideration other than the inherent value of the respective 

		d.	Property Tax Incentives:  State and local governments, in setting property tax rates and collection requirements, may provide property tax incentives to achieve a valued public benefit.  

		6.	Fee Simple Acquisition:  The acquisition in fee of property within a designated transitional or buffer area near a military installation is the most expensive option available to government.  The issue is that not all land use surrounding a military ins
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		Case Study:  Escambia County, Florida

		c.  Three Strategic Planning Elements:  

		1) 	Military Influence Planning District (MIPD):

		2)   Military Influence Overlay (Zoning) District (MIOD):  Complementing the MIPD is the MIOD.  It is a mapped zoning district shown on the official adopted zoning map of a political subdivision.  It should conform to the city or county comprehensive or ge

		3)   Military Influence Disclosure District (MIDD):  This is the third tool in the MIPD construct.  Real estate disclosure permits prospective purchasers of property the opportunity to make informed decisions regarding the purchase or lease of property.

		6.	Development Moratoria and Relevant Case Law:  This tool, though somewhat controversial, allows local legislative bodies to declare a legal “time-out” from the processing of development applications pending completion of a study by the local governing bo



		1)	Relevant Case Law:  The Supreme Court ruled in the case of Tahoe-Sierra Preservation Council, Inc., et al. v Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, et al. that temporary banning of land development on private property does not automatically result in compensat

		2)	The Escambia County Board of County Commissioners, Florida, in February 2001, imposed a development moratorium within noise and accident potential zones surrounding NAS Pensacola.41   This was in response to concerns raised by the Navy regarding urban d

		3)	The City of Tucson, Arizona, adopted an interim regulation on October 28, 2002, that limited development in the “southeast paddle area” through November 2004.42  The city action effectively limited most development in the paddle area while the JLUS proc

		7.	Local Government’s Challenge:  The responsibility to manage growth of incompatible development, civilian encroachment, and urban sprawl normally is delegated by State constitution and statute to local government.  The premise of effective “local governm
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		C.  Organization of This Guide

		PART II

		Local Government Role and Authority in Community Land Use Planning and Encroachment Prevention





		B.  The Audience for This Guide

		A.  Overview of the Guide and the Encroachment Issue

		Introduction

		H.  Beyond Zoning

		PART III

		The Role of States in Community Land Use Planning and Encroachment Prevention





		F.  The Local Zoning Ordinance  

		E.  The Local Comprehensive/General Plan  

		1.  The Plan:  In the typical situation, a local planning commission adopts a local  comprehensive general plan.  It then recommends the plan for approval by the local governing body.  Thus, an adopted plan does not have the force or effect of law, but a l

		2.  State-Mandated Comprehensive Plan:  Mandatory comprehensive planning statutes usually specify the elements required to be contained in such plans.  Traditional elements include land use; transportation; housing; park, recreation, and open space; public

		3.  Local Comprehensive Plan Elements:  There are seven elements typically found in comprehensive plans that have a bearing on the issue of encroachment:  statement of purpose, process, goals, and objectives; land use and zoning characteristics and pattern

		a.   Statement of Purpose, Process, Goals, and Objectives:   Comprehensive planning is based on an open, publicly engaged process of consensus building that seeks balance among competing interests given limited resources.  It is purpose directed and goal o

		b.   Land Use and Zoning Elements:  Ever since the publication of the Standard City Planning Enabling Act of 1928, governmental land use and zoning elements have been the mainstay of the comprehensive plan.  These elements examine existing land use pattern

		c.   Housing Element:  This plan policy element is concerned with achieving a balanced and affordable housing supply responsive to all income levels and needs.   

		d.   Transportation Element: This plan policy element identifies existing and proposed area-wide transportation systems management and improvement needs and programs to support the movement of goods and people, including the alignment of public streets and

		e.   Economic Development Element:  Fundamentally, this is an economic base and market analysis conducted by a jurisdiction to determine market strengths, weakness, opportunities, and threats (SWOT).  It deals with the lifeblood of the community — how the 

		f.	Park, Recreation, and Open Space (PROS) Element:  No plan would be complete without this element.  It ties together the physical features to make a community of balanced, identifiable neighborhoods.  It provides viable green amenities, passive and activ

		g.	Public Facilities and Services Element:  Supporting comprehensive planning and economic development are the publicly funded services such as utilities, water and sewer service, streets and highways, public parks and recreation areas, public safety (poli

		h.	Other Comprehensive Planning Elements:  Although not required by some States, a myriad of other community issues may be addressed in comprehensive/general plans, such as areas of critical concern that are important to the sustainability of a local commu

		1)   Areas of Critical State (and Local Government) Concern:  Several States have existing statutory language focused on geographic areas that may be of significance to the jurisdiction and of statewide importance (see Appendix 1.2).   

		2)   Growth Policy Element:  A typical growth policy element of a comprehensive plan attempts to define, under a single set of guiding principles and policies, linkages between the type of development desired by a community and the timing or staging of tha

		3)   Military Influence Planning District (MIPD) Element: A new concept, presented for the first time in this Guide, explores the idea of local government recognizing the importance of the military presence in the community and establishing through the loc











		D.  Local Government and Land Use Matters

		1.  Local Governments and Delegated Police Powers to Regulate Land Use:  The authority of local government to undertake and enforce planning and zoning is derived from three sources: the State constitution, State enabling statutes, and/or county or municip

		a.   The Police Powers:  Most local governments possess sufficient powers to manage growth.  Fundamental to the planning process are the “police powers” of a government to legislate and regulate, among other things, land use.  These powers are primarily re

		b.   Land Use Planning Is the Legal Basis for Zoning:  The U.S. Supreme Court has accorded local government constitutional validity when it comes to land use decision making.14   This validity is based on the notion that a duly adopted and approved compreh

		c.   Private Land – A Commodity or Resource?  In many State and local governments, public officials are finding themselves at the center of a planning and regulatory predicament.  As land becomes scarce, regulatory systems become more complex and the poten

		2.   Community Planning, Zoning, and Subdivision Regulations Are Tools:  These  tools of local government15 are designed to regulate the use of property in a fair and reasonable manner to protect the public health, safety, and welfare while ensuring proper











		C.  Local Authorities

		1. The Office of the City/County Clerk:  The city/county clerk is the keeper of all official records associated with the legislative and executive functions of the city/county council, including ordinances and resolutions adopted by the council.  The clerk

		2.  The Office of the City/County Attorney:  The city/county attorney is among the most important council-appointed positions in local government.  The city/county attorney advises the council on all legal, personnel, and contractual matters of local goverHe or she also represents the city/county on all legal and procedural questions, interprets city/county codes and ordinances, and ensures that all administrative matters are conducted in accordance with the city/county charter, laws, rules, and procedures 

		3.  The Planning Director and the Professional Planning Staff:  In larger cities and counties, a professional planning staff provides support to the city council, planning commission, board of appeals, and other city/county established advisory boards (e.g

		4. The Local Planning Commission or Zoning and Planning Board:  Like cities and counties, planning agencies vary in form and authority from municipality to municipality, region to region, and State to State.  However, a local planning commission or plannin

		5.  Zoning Board of Appeals:  The zoning board of appeals is a quasi-judicial body of appointed lay people who sit in judgment over applications requesting, for example, a variance from the strict interpretation of the local zoning ordinance or an appeal o

		6.  City/County Engineer and Permit Office:  This is another important administrative function of local government.  Every jurisdiction has a professional engineer who serves as the city/county engineer, public works director, and so on.  The individual an













		B.  Forms of Local Governments and Local Planning Authorities

		1.  Mayor-Council Form:  The office of the mayor may be primarily ceremonial or both ceremonial in stature and executive in responsibility.  In weak mayoral forms of government, the mayor’s office is seen as representing the elected city or county council,

		2.  Commission Form:  The commission form is often referred to as the “plural executive” form of government (it is commonly found in counties).  It is the oldest and most traditional county organizational structure.  However, it may also exist with home ru

		3.  Council/City Manager Form:  The office of the city/county manager is most often found in a council-manager form of government where there is an elected city/county council and an appointed professional city/county manager who serves at the pleasure of 

		4.  Charter Form:   The charter form of government may provide for any governmental structure, including council/city manager form of government.  Counties that have adopted charter forms of government may have a separately elected county executive who, mu









		A.  Military and Outreach

		G.  The Adopted Official Zoning Map

		1.  Parcel Specific Zoning Map Amendment:  Application for a parcel-specific zoning map amendment is filed by the owner of record or a duly designated representative of the owner, in accordance with criteria and procedures specified in the local zoning cod

		2.  Comprehensive Zoning Map Amendment: As the term implies, a comprehensive zoning map amendment is based on an inclusive approach that applies different zoning classification to an area of multiple properties or a subarea of multiple properties based on 

		3.  Conditional or Special Zoning Use Permits:  In some jurisdictions, a “special zoning use permit” may be required as a condition for issuance of a building permit.  This is a way of triggering a more site-specific plan review of a development proposal. 

		4.  Special Exceptions:  Virtually all local zoning ordinances identify some uses as a special exception to the rigid application of standards specified in the zoning ordinance for a given zoning classification.  A special exception is a use allowed in a g

		5.  Variances:  A zoning board of appeals may hear and grant variances to the strict application of zoning standards (e.g., side yard setback and building height).  The zoning ordinance can specify the basis for a variance.  Variances are normally based on











		INTRODUCTION

		A.  State Planning Authority

		B.  State Planning Law 

		1.  The Urban Growth Management Movement of the 1990s: 7  Smart growth and “Green” initiatives of the last 20 years have grown from State growth management programs that recognized the link between State goals and local land use plans.  Typically, there ar

			Arizona’s Growing Smarter Act of 199810 clarifies and strengthens planning elements of county and municipal general plans by adding four new elements:  open space, growth areas, environmental planning, and cost of development.  In 2000, the legislature pa

			Georgia’s Coordinated Planning Act of 198911 requires all cities and counties to adopt and implement a comprehensive plan if they wish to be eligible for State economic development funds or to enact impact fees.  The legislation also creates regional deve

			Maryland’s Smart Growth Areas Act of 199712 focuses on attacking suburban sprawl.  It follows on the Economic Growth, Resource Protection, and Planning Act of 1992 that emphasized concentrated development in “suitable” areas and the protection of sensitiv

			Washington’s Growth Management Program (1995 Growth Management Act)14 specified three aims:  (a) to guide local governments in preparing and implementing comprehensive plans; (b) to integrate environmental regulation with growth management; and (c) to pur

		Florida’s Comprehensive Plan:  In 1985, the Florida legislature adopted the State Comprehensive Plan, which provided a long-term planning vision.  Noting that urban sprawl was expending the State’s lands and resources at an alarming rate and needed to be c

		2.  Regional Planning:  The prevailing thinking of the professional planner’s support for regional planning is that it is “superior” to local, grassroots planning — especially in areas involving multiple jurisdictions.  Examples include the Minneapolis-St.

		 3.  Councils of Governments and Metropolitan Planning Organizations:  In every State, there are councils of governments (COGs) and/or metropolitan planning organizations (MPOs) that focus on regional planning issues.  MPOs have a strong interest in applyi

		4.  Uniformity Among Local Governments:  In urban regions with multiple cities and counties, even States, different planning authorities, laws, processes, and procedures can create an uneven playing field.  This lack of uniformity can spur developers and l













		C.  State Legislation — Case Studies

		1.  Case Study – The State of Arizona:  The State of Arizona is a leader in protecting the operating mission of military air bases, ranges, and auxiliary airfields.  Ten Arizona cities commissioned an independent study in 2002 of the direct, indirect, and 

		2.	Case Study — The State of California:  In FY 2004, DoD directly expended more than $43.3 billion in personnel, contracts, and grants to California, making it the largest recipient of DoD expenditures of all States in the Union.  The DoD presence is sign

		3.	Case Study – The State of Florida:  Like Arizona and California, Florida is a leader in recognizing the importance of the military presence in the State and in taking steps to create a balance between community development and the military’s need to tra

		4.	Case Study – The State of South Carolina:  The importance of DoD installations is measured in terms of DoD direct expenditures in the State.  In 2004, DoD expenditures amounted to $4.9 billion in personnel, contractors, and grant expenditures.  In Octob









		Conclusion

		PART IV

		Federal Government’s Role in Community Land Use Planning and Civilian Development Near Military Installations





		Introduction

		A.  The Federal Government’s Role

		D.  The Federal Courts and Individual Property Rights

		1.	Procedural Safeguards and Relevant Case Law:

		a.	Private Property Rights:  It has been frequently stated that our laws ensuring rights of private property ownership are an important liberty and a major source of creating wealth in the United States. 46  A landowner is said to own a “bundle” of rights 

		b.	Condemnation:  Under the eminent domain powers, the Federal Government may condemn private property for public use with the subsequent payment of fair compensation.  This power is also available to State and local governments as well as special district

		c.    Inverse Condemnation:  When a statute, regulation, ordinance, or decision of a governmental authority restricts to some degree one of the traditional rights of a property owner and there is no compensation to the landowner by the governing authority,



		PART V



		The Toolkit





		C. Relevant Federal and State Case Law  

		1.   In De-Tom Enterprises, Inc. v. United States,36 the court held that the Air Force was not liable in a takings suit to a private landowner simply because the Air Force had appeared at hearings before a local zoning board to oppose the property owner’s 

		2.   In Blue v. United States, 38 a landowner living adjacent to Pensacola Naval Air Station, Florida, based a fifth amendment takings claim on the Navy’s participation in a local zoning process.  The Navy had proposed changes to the county zoning map base

		3.   In Landowners v. Wichita Falls, Texas, and the United States, 42 the Supreme Court let stand a lower federal appeals court’s upholding of a district court’s unpublished decision involving a challenge to the application of the Wichita Falls zoning ordi







		B.  Selected Federal Legislation 9

		1.	Federal Aviation Law:

		a.	Federal Aviation Act: 10  This 1958 act regulates air commerce and declares the sovereignty of the United States over air space.  The act states, “The United States of America is declared to possess and exercise complete and exclusive National sovereign

			The 500-Foot Rule:  In the Federal Aviation Act, Congress recognized and declared that every citizen of the United States has “a public right of freedom of transit in air commerce through the navigable air space of the United States.”15  This provision ha

		 b.  Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act:  The Aviation Safety and Noise Abatement Act of 1979 24 requires the Secretary of Transportation to establish a single system of measuring noise from the operations of airports and to identify land uses that ar

		2.	Other Federal Laws That May Affect Land Use:



		a.	National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA):30  The National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 requires Federal agencies to file an environmental assessment (EA) and, perhaps, an environmental impact statement (EIS) for “major” Federal actions that have an 

		b. 	Coastal Zone Management Act:31  The Coastal Zone Management Reauthorization Act of 1985 was passed to preserve, protect, develop, and, where possible, to restore or enhance the resources of the Nation’s coastal zone.  The act directly applies to approx

		c.	DoD Conservation Partnering Initiative:  In 2003, Congress amended Title 10 U.S.C. § 2684a and § 2692a (P.L. 107-314) to add authority to DoD to partner with other Federal agencies, States, local governments, and conservation-based NGOs to set aside lan









		1.   DoD Programs:  This discussion is focused on DoD military installations located in the 50 United States and its territories (Commonwealths of Guam and Puerto Rico).  The encroachment of incompatible civilian land use activities too near an installatio

		a.   The Office of Economic Adjustment 3 (OEA) administers a Joint Land Use Study (JLUS) program and supports the DoD Land Use Inter-Service Group (LUIWG).4 The purpose of OEA is to encourage cooperative land use planning between military installations and

		b.   DoD AICUZ Programs:  There are additional DoD programs expressly focused on encroachment issues as they may affect military operations.  The programs include the Navy’s and Air Force’s Air Installations Compatible Use Zones (AICUZ) program,5 the Army’

		c.   DoD Conservation Partnering Initiative:  In 2002, Congress authorized an additional program aimed at environmental and conservation-related activities.  The program is based on the military services’ acquiring less than fee simple interest in private 

		2.   The Doctrine of Preemption:  In a very general sense, the doctrine of preemption holds that Congress has the power to override State laws in any area where Congress has constitutional authority to act.  The basis of the preemption doctrine is article 









		INTRODUCTION

		A.  Laying the Foundation

		1.	Land Use Compatibility and Military Installations:  Promoting compatible development near military installations is the purpose of this Practical Guide.  Local comprehensive land use planning and complementing land use regulations are the strategies ava

		2.	The Land Use Plan as the Primary Planning Tool:  A comprehensive/general plan (also known in some jurisdictions as simply the plan), once adopted by a planning commission and approved by the local legislative body, becomes the framework and guideposts f

		3.	Land Use Regulations:  Even though local government plans and land use regulations are administered under separate legislative processes, they are mutually interdependent and complementary.  The plan’s goals and objectives cannot be realized outside a r

		4.	Encroachment Is Not One-Sided:  Just as the military has publicly stated that the encroachment of incompatible civilian land use activities near a military installation can threaten mission capabilities; so also have neighboring community leaders and re

		a.	The Military’s Side:  At one time, military bases, except for ports, were located in out-of- the-way places both for security reasons and so that troops had room to train and to maneuver.  Commerce, industry, and human settlements quickly followed, choo

		b.	The Community’s Side:  For many years, the military and the civilian communities harmoniously shared the same geographic space.  However, as the military grew, modernized, and expanded, it took on louder and more dangerous missions.  Aircraft became noi









		B.  The Land Use Planning Framework

		1.	The Framework:  The compatible land use planning framework as presented here represents a road map that local governments may follow in support of compatible land use planning and management near military installations.  The goal is to maximize the econ

		a.  Organize:  The first steps in establishing a working collaborative relationship between the local jurisdiction and the military installation command are to: 

		b.  Plan:  Begin a joint compatibility planning and discovery processes by:

		c.   Implement:  This is the most difficult stage in the process.  A joint compatible land use study/plan by itself will not resolve civilian or military encroachment issues.  The recommendations put forward in the plan/study need to be formalized and acce

		d.   Monitor Results:  For any encroachment plan to succeed, continuous monitoring and collaboration between the military command and the surrounding communities is important for no other reason than to deal with changing circumstances, issues, and objecti

		2.   The Land Use Planning Construct:  The wise application of planning principles and practices is the key to implementing a smart growth strategy and promoting compatible land use in a consistent and balanced manner.  Parts II through IV of this Practica

		3.	This Toolkit: The Toolkit is organized around six land use planning and regulatory subject areas.  Each subject area is introduced by a table outlining the planning tools that are discussed subsequently:













		C.  Compatible Land Use Planning

		Case Study – Ellsworth AFB, South Dakota 

		4.  State Mandates and Funding Shortfalls:  Recent legislation in States such as Arizona and California now requires local governments to develop or update comprehensive/general plans to address the sustainability of military installations.  State-mandated

		5.  Local Government Programs:  Local governments have authority from their parent State not only to plan but also to be creative in applying planning principles and practices as they go.  As noted previously, the keystone to creative land use planning is 

		a.  The Local Comprehensive/General Plan:  The plan represents the community’s comprehensive guide to the physical, social, and economic development of the entire jurisdiction or a designated sub-geographic area thereof (i.e., Central Business District, Ne

		b.	Military Influence Planning District (MIPD) Element — A New Planning Model







		1)	The Army Compatible Use Buffer (ACUB) Program:15  This local Army commander’s outreach program is designed to avoid or limit civilian encroachment and provide for long-term range sustainability for Army installations and test and training ranges.  It fo

		2)	The Navy’s Encroachment Partnering (EP) Program: The Navy is particularly susceptible to a broad range of encroachment issues since many of its installations are located in ecologically important and high-growth urban areas.  The objective of the Navy’s

		3)	The Marine Corps is authorized to acquire real property restrictive easements.  The Marine Corps exercises this authority by participating in Conservation Forums led by states or nongovernmental organizations.  These forums are open to all interested Fe

		4)	The Air Force’s primary tool for addressing land use compatibility at air bases and areas outside its installation boundaries is the AICUZ program, which is enhanced by the JLUS program.  Another more recent tool that can be useful on a case-by-case bas

		2.	State Government Programs:  The power to regulate the use of land is constitutionally reserved to the States.  States, for the most part, delegate this authority to local governments either through enabling legislation or through statute.  Part III disc

		3.	New State Legislative and Planning Initiatives:  This Practical Guide presents three new strategies whereby State governments may play a leading role in promoting compatible land use activity in the vicinity of military installations and in the process 





		a.	Regions of Military Influence (RMI) as a State Planning Element:  An RMI is a new three-dimensional planning model that looks beyond the immediate environs of the home military base and the surrounding jurisdictions.  It recognizes the connectivity betw

		b.	Areas of Critical State Concern: This is the adaptation of an old idea to a new application.25  Several States have enacted statutory provisions intended to protect areas of statewide importance.  These special areas often are referred to as “Areas of C

		c.	State Capital Expenditures:  States can influence the timing, location, and staging of local community development by annual allocation of capital expenditures in public infrastructure, including State highways and mass transit development; the location





		1.	The Department of Defense (DoD) Planning Programs:  The DoD mission is national defense.  The prevention of civilian encroachment near military installations and test and training ranges is a national defense priority.  The missions of State and local g

		D.  Land Use Regulations

		1.	The Local Zoning Code – The Tools:  Zoning ordinances prescribe standards and specifications to guide legislative bodies and zoning boards of appeal in the legitimate exercise of the police powers (zoning authority) conferred by the State.  



		Case Study – Horsham Township, PA, JLUS 

		d.	Aircraft Accident Potential Zones:  At either end of a military airfield runway are designated clear zones (CZs) and an APZ.  The APZ is further subdivided into the APZ-I and APZ-II. 

		1) 	The CZ:  The CZ is the area of highest aircraft accident potential.  It is located at the immediate ends of an airfield runway.  Typically, it is in the shape of a trapezoidal “approach” fan beginning at the end of a runway and extending outward from t

		2)	APZ-I: This is the area immediately beyond CZ-1 whose dimensions roughly equate to a rectangular box 3,000 feet wide by 5,000 feet long.  The APZ-I is less hazardous than the CZ, but it can pose a sufficient level of potential danger to the public healt

		3)	APZ-II: This is a tertiary rectangular area approximately 3,000 feet wide by 7,000 feet long and extending beyond APZ-1.  There is a lesser degree of hazard from aircraft accident than in APZ 1.  Nevertheless, it still poses a sufficient level of potent



		e.	Beyond the APZs — Live Ordnance Aircraft Arrival and Departure Corridors:46  When considering the issue of departing aircraft loaded with live ordnance (bombs and rockets), the State of Arizona devised an extended restricted use area that went beyond th

		f.	Noise Zones (NZs):  Many jurisdictions recognize the potential impact of sound on human health and the environment.  For example, in Montgomery County, Maryland, the acceptable range of average noise levels is between 60 and 65 dB DNL/Ldn.  In Aurora, C

		g.   Notional Maximum Mission Contour (MMC):  The MMC conceptually is a defined projected noise impact area developed by the local jurisdiction after consultation with the military.  It is developed based on information presented in an AICUZ study and conf

		h.	Planned Unit Development (PUD) Ordinance:  A PUD is a flexible zoning technique intended to encourage attractive new communities that offer a mix of housing unit types and densities and a variety of supporting land use activity.  Application of a PUD no

		i.	Mixed-Use or Multiple-Use Planned Development:  In a number of communities on a grander scale, local planning and zoning authorities permit special development processes similar to a PUD. 

		j.	Agricultural Zoning:  This is the lowest density and use zone generally available to a local community under the “Standard State Zoning Enabling Act.”  

		k.	Transfer of Development Rights (TDR):  This is a local government managed planning and development-rights transfer program.  It most often is associated with agricultural, historic, and open space preservation.  Communities located on the urban-rural fr







		a.	Euclidian Zoning:  What is Euclidian zoning?  It is the oldest type of zoning. New York City was the first jurisdiction to enact zoning as a means of regulating land use, building heights, building bulk, and access to air and natural sunlight.  

		b.	Piecemeal or Parcel-Specific Rezoning:  This is occasioned by a straightforward request of a property owner to rezone property, most often from a lower zoning classification to a higher by correct zoning classification.  Generally, the higher the zoning

		c. 	Comprehensive Zoning Map Amendment:  The idea of a comprehensive zoning map amendment serving as an encroachment prevention tool was introduced in Part II.  It can be one of the strongest tools available to local government to synchronize the plan’s la

		d.	Comprehensive Downzoning:  Downzoning involves more than one property if properly and legally implemented in accordance with the general plan and established procedures.  Most often this will be sustained by the courts.  Generally, courts are hesitant t

		2.	Flexible or Performance-Based Zoning:  Land developers seeking to be creative often turn to flexible or performance-based zoning, assuming the local jurisdiction has incorporated flexible zoning requirements in its planning and zoning code.  An objectiv



		a.	Floating Zones:  These techniques are enormously important tools.  A floating zone can allow flexibility in the design of a development project.  This flexibility generally takes the form of relaxed building site placement and height  requirements, allo

		b.	Overlay Zones:  Overlay zones most often cover multiple properties but do not change the underlying designated zoning classification.  They do amend the underlying zoning use standards or requirements.  Unlike floating zones, which are identified in a g

		c.	Military Influence Overlay District: This mapped zoning overlay district is based on the designation of an MIPD for purposes of conducting careful and deliberate compatible land use study in relationship to emerging development patterns and operational 







		E.  Land Subdivision Regulations 

		1.	Local Subdivision Regulations:  In nearly all cases, the local planning commission is the subdivision approving authority.  Appeals to a planning commission decision may be made either to the local legislative body or to the circuit court, depending on 



		2.	Conditions of Subdivision Approval:  Many local governments require as conditions of approval the identification, set-aside, and/or dedication for public purpose basic features common to a typical development.  These include:

		a.	Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance (APFO) — basis of subdivision application review.  It reviews the adqequacy of such items as:

		b.	Environmental Safeguards — development restricted areas based on public health, safety, and general welfare.  These include items and areas such as:

		c.	Exactions and Impact Fees — necessary set aside for subdivision to function properly, for example:

		d.	Dedications — for public need and necessity.  These can be required as conditions for subdivision approval, requiring set-asides for:

		3.	Developer Agreement:  This is an agreement between the subdividing authority (most often a planning commission) and the applicant seeking authority to subdivide the subject property into recordable lots for the purpose of development.  Development agree

		4.	Capital Improvements Program (CIP):  Common among local governments is the CIP.  This is both a fiscal and planning document used to complement the local government’s comprehensive plan and annual operating budget.  Normally a CIP covers a 6-year period

		5.	Adequate Public Facilities Ordinance (APFO):  As mentioned above in relation to the requirements for obtaining a building permit for a subdivision, these ordinances may be a requirement of a local government.  In jurisdictions with an AFPO, a condition 

		6.	Cluster Development:  Cluster development is less a floating zone and more an optional method of development or a variance.  It can be permitted under zoning and implemented through the subdivision regulations of a local jurisdiction.  Cluster developme

		7.	Special Environmental Conditions:  Special environmental considerations have become accepted as part of the subdivision development process and are justified under the delegated police powers to protect the public health, safety, and general welfare.  E





		a.	Floodplain Regulation Zone (FPZ):  Building in the floodplain of streams and rivers is considered unsafe and generally is prohibited, except for roads or other transportation facilities that must be constructed across floodplains. 

		b.	Steep Slopes and Unstable Geology:  Most local governments recognize the inherent problems associated with developing property on steep or unstable slopes.  In addition, where the geology cannot support urban or suburban development, local subdivision r

		c.	High-Noise Impact Zones:  In the interest of protecting public health and safety, a subdivision regulation may prohibit the subdividing of property into building lots for residential purposes if the property is located within a designated AICUZ high noi

		d.	Aircraft Accident Potential Zones (APZs):  Public health and safety establishes a threshold beyond which it is not prudent to encourage residential development in areas prone to accident.  The police powers can prohibit the subdivision of parcels or tra







		F.  Building and Structural Height Codes  

		1.	Building Code:  The local governing body is responsible for implementation and enforcement of the building codes.  The codes set requirements to ensure that a structure is safe and habitable.  These requirements include specifying acceptable building ma



		2.	Indoor Sound Level Reduction: Building code sound level reduction (SLR) requirements may be achieved by any suitable combination of building designs, choice of building materials, and execution of construction details in accordance with established arch

		3.	Structural Height Limitations:  Building codes prescribe the basic requirements to regulate construction of structures.  The local governing body under the police powers may adopt stricter land development regulations to ensure that a structure is safe 



		G.   Development Review Process  

		1.	Local Development Review:  This review is a very important part of the local government’s development process.  The formal technical staff review of an application will result in recommendations to the local planning commission or, city/county governmen

		a.	Mandatory Referrals of zoning and Development Applications:  In several states (Arizona, California, Florida, Georgia, and Washington are examples), the local planning commission or zoning review board is required to formally notify other government age

		b.	Military Participation on Local Planning Commission:  The State of Florida passed legislation62 assigning a military installation representative a seat as an ex-officio, nonvoting member on a local government land planning or zoning board.  The represen





		H.  Local Administrative Actions  

		1.	Caveats to Administrative Action:  The practitioner should be aware there are certain due process issues and legal doctrines of which planners must be aware.  These include a prescription against ex parte communications and the legal doctrines of vestin

		a.	Ex Parte Communications:  In the case of a quasi-judicial action, a deciding board of appeals or local legislative body is bound by the rule of ex parte communications.  This means decision makers cannot talk to one party about the merits of a pending c

		b.	Vesting and Estoppel:  The doctrines of vesting and estoppel are fundamental to the local zoning and development process. 63   Once a right to develop property is “vested,” subsequent governmental actions to thwart such development may be judged a “taki

		2.	Geographic Information System (GIS):  A GIS is a computer-based system capable of capturing, storing, analyzing, and displaying geographic information; that is, multifaceted data absent specific locations and the relationship among differing sets of inf

		3.  Real Property Transaction Strategies:  The following tools can be used by planners and others to purchase or encumber all or a portion of property rights on property that might create an encroachment issue for military installations.



		a.	Securing Property Rights:  Ownership of property includes possession of a series of rights to the property.  The State or the general public always retains certain basic rights to all real property.  These rights include police powers, right of taxation

		4.	Easements:  Easements are permanent set-asides of land, with the title to the easement held by the easement purchaser until sold or released.  The original property owner retains property rights to the unsold bundle of rights.  Easements work well withi











		a.	Avigation Easements:  Avigation (air navigation) easements may be donated by a property owner or purchased by an entity desiring a right to fly unencumbered over property below the 500-foot AGL floor established for rural areas and 1,000 feet AGL floor 

		b.	Conservation Easements:  The focus of this subsection is conservation easements and buffers of all types.  Typically, they are based on specific arrangements made between the property owner and a second or third party of interest.  Consideration may inv

		c.	Open Space Preservation:  An objective of comprehensive/general plans is to identify open space intended to break the monotony of urban development, provide green space for buffering conservation and protection of unique natural resource areas, and cont

		5.	Less than Fee Simple Acquisition:

		a.	Covenants, Easements, and Other Deed Restrictions:  Certain rights to property may be purchased by other than a governmental entity.  This may be referred to as “less than fee simple” purchase.  Normally this is a matter between a willing seller and a w

		b.	Purchase of Development Rights (PDR):  Title to real property involves a bundle of rights that may be acquired by a purchaser.  The difference is that only one or more targeted right(s) is purchased rather than the entire bundle of property rights.  Dev

		c.	Land Swaps/Transfers:  The swapping of like-valued parcels of land can be an effective means of preventing encroachment pressures.  The transfer or exchange of property rights may involve no consideration other than the inherent value of the respective 

		d.	Property Tax Incentives:  State and local governments, in setting property tax rates and collection requirements, may provide property tax incentives to achieve a valued public benefit.  

		6.	Fee Simple Acquisition:  The acquisition in fee of property within a designated transitional or buffer area near a military installation is the most expensive option available to government.  The issue is that not all land use surrounding a military ins
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		Case Study:  Escambia County, Florida

		c.  Three Strategic Planning Elements:  

		1) 	Military Influence Planning District (MIPD):

		2)   Military Influence Overlay (Zoning) District (MIOD):  Complementing the MIPD is the MIOD.  It is a mapped zoning district shown on the official adopted zoning map of a political subdivision.  It should conform to the city or county comprehensive or ge

		3)   Military Influence Disclosure District (MIDD):  This is the third tool in the MIPD construct.  Real estate disclosure permits prospective purchasers of property the opportunity to make informed decisions regarding the purchase or lease of property.

		6.	Development Moratoria and Relevant Case Law:  This tool, though somewhat controversial, allows local legislative bodies to declare a legal “time-out” from the processing of development applications pending completion of a study by the local governing bo



		1)	Relevant Case Law:  The Supreme Court ruled in the case of Tahoe-Sierra Preservation Council, Inc., et al. v Tahoe Regional Planning Agency, et al. that temporary banning of land development on private property does not automatically result in compensat

		2)	The Escambia County Board of County Commissioners, Florida, in February 2001, imposed a development moratorium within noise and accident potential zones surrounding NAS Pensacola.41   This was in response to concerns raised by the Navy regarding urban d

		3)	The City of Tucson, Arizona, adopted an interim regulation on October 28, 2002, that limited development in the “southeast paddle area” through November 2004.42  The city action effectively limited most development in the paddle area while the JLUS proc

		7.	Local Government’s Challenge:  The responsibility to manage growth of incompatible development, civilian encroachment, and urban sprawl normally is delegated by State constitution and statute to local government.  The premise of effective “local governm
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 The Office of Economic Adjustment was created to assist communities affected by 
DoD actions, including base realignments and closures or “BRAC.”  The changes created 
by BRAC affect many communities that have warmly embraced nearby military installations
for many years.  As the primary resource for communities in need, OEA takes great care
to work with these communities, with the respect that they have earned to help them to
capably respond to BRAC actions.  OEA assistance is tailored, as no two communities 
are alike and the local response is never routine.


 Our experience demonstrates that economic recovery does not occur without decisive 
and effective local leadership, and a genuine partnership between the Military Departments
and the affected communities.  To assist you in gaining perspective OEA prepared this 
publication which contains practical advice for local and State officials responding to the
community changes caused by BRAC.  I encourage you to become acquainted with the
actions, roles, and responsibilities identified that have enabled communities before you
to successfully respond to a base closure or realignment.


 As BRAC implementation proceeds, OEA will issue several additional technical
resources to assist communities, including publications on organizing and planning for 
base redevelopment.  Please visit our website at www.oea.gov to obtain more information
about community adjustment.


  Patrick J. O’Brien
  Director
  Office of Economic Adjustment
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Introduction
The.Base.Realignment.and.Closure.(BRAC).process.allows.the.Department.of.Defense.
(DoD).to.transform.its.infrastructure.to.meet.the.future.needs.of.the.military ..As.a.result.
of.this.process,.some.communities.experience.an.increase.in.military.activity.and.associated.
community.growth,.while.others.are.faced.with.a.significant.base.closure.and.associated.
economic.distress .


An.increase.in.military.activity.may.challenge.a.community’s.capacity.to.absorb.an.influx.
of.personnel.and.may.place.excessive.demands.on.some.off-base.community.services.and.
facilities ..Experience.suggests.that.off-base.housing.scarcity.and.school.overcrowding.are.
areas.of.shared.community.and.military.concern ..The.community.and.the.military.alike.
must.strive.to.maintain.and.improve.the.quality.of.life.for.local.residents,.including.the.new.
military.personnel.and.their.dependents .


In.the.case.of.downsizing,.civilian.reuse.of.a.former.military.installation.may.be.one.of.the.
greatest.challenges.a.community.will.face ..Communities.have.capably.responded.to.this.
challenge.over.the.most.recent.rounds.of.base.closure,.from.1988.through.1995 ..In.fact,.
for.the.more.than.70.local.redevelopment.efforts.that.report.on.their.progress.annually,.
redevelopment.activity.through.October.31,.2004,.has.resulted.in.the.creation.of.110,000.
jobs,.or.85.percent.of.the.130,000.civilian.jobs.lost.as.a.result.of.the.BRAC.actions .


Redevelopment.also.can.be.the.single.most.important.opportunity.for.a.community.to.
overcome.the.impacts.of.a.realignment.or.closure.while.building.upon.community.strengths.
and.vision ..Each.community.response.is.unique.and.reflects.the.effects.on.local.businesses,.
workers,.and.other.community.components ..Redevelopment.creates.an.opportunity.for.
the.community.to.achieve.multiple.goals ..For.instance,.a.community.might.diversify.its.
economy.by.creating.new.businesses.and.jobs,.expanding.the.tax.base,.and.satisfying.a.range.
of.community.needs.for.new.public.facilities .


Although.the.geographic.and.economic.circumstances.surrounding.redevelopment.vary.from.
place.to.place,.the.task.of.organizing.and.planning.civilian.redevelopment.and.developing.
community.adjustment.plans.requires.substantial.effort.at.the.local.level ..Communities.
are.faced.with.a.range.of.choices.in.terms.of.organization,.planning.processes,.property.
conveyance.mechanisms,.and.other.elements.of.redevelopment .


Responding to Change:  Communities & BRAC.provides.information.on.community.
adjustment.activities.relevant.to.both.closing.and.growing.installations ..This.information.is.
intended.to.provide.practical.advice.for.local.and.State.officials.and.the.general.public ..The.
key.to.understanding.the.community.adjustment.process.is.to.remember.the.following.three.
concepts:.organize,.plan,.and.implement .


Additional.information.is.available.on.the.Office.of.Economic.Adjustment.(OEA).website.at.
www.oea.gov ...Communities.should.also.review.information.on.www .defenselink .mil/brac,.
the.primary.DoD.BRAC.2005.website .



http://www.oea.gov
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Section �.  
 Local Impacts, Local Response:  The Role of  
 Community Leaders


Economic.adjustment.begins.and.succeeds.
with.community.leaders ..Effective.decision.
making.rests.with.those.most.affected—those.
who.have.the.greatest.stake.in.the.economy ..
Whether.the.local.installation.is.slated.for.
closure.or.growth,.community.leaders.must.
assume.many.responsibilities:


•. Awareness..Determine.the.strengths.and.
. weaknesses.of.the.local,.regional,.and.State...
. economies ..Ask.how.businesses.in.the..
. community..depend.on.the.activity.at.the..
. base.and.whether.a.large.portion.of.the..
. housing.market.depends.on.rental.or..
. mortgage.payments.made.by.base.person-.
. nel ..For.growing.installations,.consider.the..
. availability.of.quality.housing,.schools,..
. and.employment.for.military.dependents ...
. What.are.the.opportunities.for.economic..
. growth?


•. Leadership..Become.the.catalyst.for.the.community.adjustment.effort ..Any.
adjustment.effort.depends.on.the.ability.to.build.alliances.and.partnerships.across.the.
entire.community.spectrum,.including.workers.and.businesses,.civic.leaders,.and.local.
interest.groups,.and.with.various.technical.and.financial.sources ..Communicate.with.
the.community.to.define.a.vision.for.the.future .


•. Direction..Learn.about.the.issues.so.that.clear.direction.can.be.given.on.such.key.
issues.as.worker.retraining.and.off-base.economic.adjustment.initiatives ..Help.is.
available.from.peers.who.have.been.through.similar.base.realignment.and.closure.
experiences .


•. Investment..Engage.the.commitment.of.local.and.regional.political.and.financial.
resources.to.support.the.overall.adjustment.effort ..Initial.investments.in.new.
businesses.are.critical.and.spur.community.commitment.to.accept.and.resolve.
challenges ..Create.an.entrepreneurial.environment.in.the.community—from.the.
policies.of.city.hall.to.new.programs.to.encourage.innovation .


Many.BRAC.actions.have.a.negligible.or.minimal.effect.on.the.economy.of.the.surrounding.
community ..These.actions.usually.affect.few.people.and.involve.relatively.few.buildings.on.
small.parcels.of.land ..In.those.cases,.the.impacts.are.readily.absorbed.by.existing.community.
capacities ..In.other.situations,.the.ability.to.absorb.the.impacts.of.a.closure.is.beyond.the.
existing.capacity.of.the.community,.and.a.coordinated.program.across.Federal,.State,.and.
local.levels.is.required.to.respond.to.the.community’s.needs ..At.other.locations,.such.as.


•. Discusses.possible.impacts.on.
the.local.community:.housing,..
schools,.businesses,.and.
workers .


•. Provides.advice.on.effective.
response.from.local.leaders .


•. Applies.community.adjustment.
concepts.to.communities.with..
growing.installations .


•. Describes.assistance.available.
from.States,.Federal.agencies,..
nongovernment.organizations,.
and.the.private.sector .
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BRAC.realignments.to.gaining.installations,.the.impact.on.the.community.may.be.generally.
positive .


Local.response.typically.focuses.on.three.areas:.the.community,.local.businesses,.and.workers ..
They.are.interrelated.and.commonly.addressed.concurrently.in.an.adjustment.program ..
Community.leaders.have.specific.roles.and.responsibilities.in.each.of.these.areas;.they.are.
addressed.below .


The Community


Military.installations.are.often.an.important.part.of.the.local.community,.and.when.an.
installation.closure.is.announced,.communities.may.feel.let.down,.disappointed,.or.even.
betrayed ..Beyond.hard.feelings,.community.institutions.may.be.affected.by.the.closure .


For.growing.installations,.the.influx.of.new.personnel.may.strain.community.facilities,.
depending.on.the.timing.of.personnel.actions.and.the.relative.increase.in.population ..On.the.
other.hand,.many.communities.can.accommodate.growth.through.existing.excess.capacity.
and.capability.for.expansion ..Communities.can.prepare.for.growth.by.forming.a.partnership.
with.the.military.installation.to.share.information.and.expectations,.creating.the.foundation.
for.undertaking.growth.management.activities .


Whether.the.local.installation.is.closing.or.growing,.housing.and.schools.in.the.local.
community.are.likely.to.be.affected .


•. Housing..Some.communities.experience.a.slowdown.in.local.housing.sales.the.
moment.a.closure.is.announced,.while.sales.in.others.continue.unaffected ..The.
drawdown.of.personnel.may.affect.local.renters.and.homeowners ..The.Service.Human.
Resources.Office.should.be.able.to.provide.a.residential.profile.of.the.base.population ..
On.the.basis.of.this.profile,.lenders,.property.owners,.and.community.leaders.can.
anticipate.vulnerabilities.and.work.with.the.local.redevelopment.organization.to.
identify.sources.of.assistance .


Personnel.who.are.transferring.with.military.functions.may.find.it.difficult.to.sell.
their.homes.in.a.slow.market,.or.they.may.experience.devaluation.because.of.the.base.
closure ..Assistance.for.these.housing.issues.is.available.through.the.DoD.Homeowners.
Assistance.Program .


For.growing.installations,.some.communities.may.not.have.adequate.housing.for.in-
coming.personnel ..Community.leaders.should.assess.the.housing.market.and.plan.to.
provide.additional.housing.in.the.community .


•. Schools..If.the.population.of.a.local.school.district.is.composed.of.a.large.number.of.
military.families.who.live.on.the.base,.the.district.may.be.entitled.to.Federal.Impact.
Aid.to.Schools ..Base.closure.may.affect.the.Federal.compensation.to.the.district.for.
providing.education.to.military.dependants,.while.installation.growth.may.qualify.
school.districts.for.additional.aid ..Find.out.how.much.impact.aid.assistance.is.being.
given.to.the.local.school.districts.and.determine.whether.base.closure.will.significantly.
reduce.the.student.population.or.installation.growth.will.significantly.increase.it .
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Local Businesses


Local.businesses—those.that.directly.serve.the.installation.by.providing.contract.services.and.
those.that.provide.services.to.the.workers.on.the.installation—will.likely.be.affected.by.base.
closure ..Local.businesses.may.also.be.affected.by.arriving.personnel.at.growing.installations ..
Local.officials.can.take.a.number.of.steps.to.provide.assistance.to.affected.businesses:


•. Understand vulnerable businesses and their needs..The.local.base.contracting.
office.can.help.identify.local.businesses.that.may.be.affected.by.the.closure ..Beyond.
businesses.that.directly.contract.with.the.base,.the.retail.sector.(such.as.car.dealerships,.
restaurants,.and.other.service.industries).may.be.affected.by.the.closure ..Are.these.
businesses.ready.or.willing.to.make.the.transition.to.new.markets?.What.will.they.
need.to.do.so,.and.how.can.the.local.government.help?


•. Anticipate additional services.not.currently.available.in.the.community.that.may.be.
required.by.growing.installations .


•. Know your economic development tool kit,.particularly.any.business.development.
tools.and.resources.that.may.be.of.assistance,.including.access.to.Federal.and.State.
resources .


•. Provide access to data on current.on-base.consumption.in.the.local.economy ..This.
will.be.useful.to.local.businesses.in.preparing.for.the.closure .


•. Educate local businesses about opportunities,.including.foreign.markets,.
technology.transfer,.manufacturing.networks,.initiatives.to.increase.competitiveness,.
access.to.new.markets,.and.new.product.development .


•. Maintain an ongoing dialog with businesses.


•. Link the efforts of all organizations in the community that assist business,.
including.the.Chamber.of.Commerce.and.service.organizations .


Workers


Base.closures.and.realignments.affect.individual.workers.and.overall.employment.conditions.
in.communities.where.a.significant.number.of.workers.are.directly.affected.by.a.BRAC.
decision .


When.bases.are.slated.for.new.personnel,.military.commanders.and.human.resources.staffs.
are.responsible.for.managing.the.inflow.of.personnel.and.staffing.positions ..Employment.
opportunities.emerge.for.local.workers,.and.the.local.workforce.also.expands,.because.family.
members.of.realigned.workers.often.become.local.job.seekers ..A.close.partnership.between.
the.base.and.the.community.helps.both.take.advantage.of.an.expanding.job.market .


Closing.an.installation.and.separating.a.large.number.of.employees.creates.a.stressful.
situation.for.the.workers.and.the.potential.for.disruption.in.the.local.economy ..Defense.
workers,.through.the.Service.Human.Resources.Office,.can.access.a.variety.of.priority.
placement,.referral,.and.retirement.programs.designed.to.minimize.involuntary.separations .
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A.complementary.program.is.sponsored.by.the.Employment.and.Training.Administration.in.
the.U .S ..Department.of.Labor ..Reemployment.and.retraining.services.are.available.under.the.
Workforce.Investment.Act.through.the.various.State.employment.agencies.and.supported.at.
the.sub-state.level.by.individual.Workforce.Investment.Boards.(WIBs) .


Community.leaders.should.take.steps.to.manage.worker.and.labor.market.adjustments:


•. Understand.the.concerns.and.needs.of.at-risk.workers .


•. Learn.which.Federal.and.State.resources.are.available.for.worker.adjustment.and.how.
those.in.need.can.access.them .


•. Involve.members.of.the.local.WIBs.in.the.local.adjustment.activities ..The.dislocated.
workforce.can.be.a.long-term.resource.for.base.redevelopment .


•. Create.demand-driven.opportunities.for.affected.workers.so.their.skills.match.new.
business.opportunities .


•. Facilitate.a.spirit.of.dialog.among.all.concerned.groups,.including.the.workforce,.
unions,.educators,.transition-assistance.providers,.economic.developers,.and.
businesses .


When.on-base.dislocations.are.likely.to.be.large,.the.experience.from.previous.BRAC.rounds.
highlights.the.importance.of.a.broad,.locally.crafted.partnership.for.worker.transition.and.
economic.redevelopment ..The.aim.is.to.work.collaboratively.to.achieve.common.goals.while.
avoiding.the.unnecessary.costs.of.duplicating.efforts .


You’re Not Alone: Assistance from State Officials


States.can.be.helpful.in.a.number.of.ways.to.communities.affected.by.BRAC:


•. Provide policy direction and help mobilize local efforts.


•. Encourage local jurisdictions to work together..Where.multiple.jurisdictions.
surround.a.military.installation,.disputes.among.jurisdictions.over.who.should.be.
involved.in.redevelopment.planning.and.community.adjustment.activities.can.have.
a.negative.impact.on.community.recovery ..States.can.help.organize.and.identify.
membership.for.the.local.redevelopment.organization.and,.where.necessary,.help.
resolve.local.disagreements .


•. Help develop economic adjustment potential at the local level.


•. Provide technical and financial assistance.to.community.programs.on.base.
redevelopment.and.adjustment.activities ..States.can.facilitate.community,.business,.
and.worker.access.to.Federal.and.State.resources ..For.example,.a.State.might.provide.a.
portion.of.the.local.match.required.for.Federal.grants .


•. Send a representative from the State to serve as a resource.to.the.local.adjustment.
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organization ..The.State.representative.can.help.the.community.identify.and.secure.
State.grants,.loans,.and.other.financial.incentives;.help.the.community.understand.
State.and.Federal.regulatory.processes;.and.share.information.across.a.network.of.
other.communities.in.the.State.that.are.or.have.been.affected.by.BRAC .


•. Provide new authority when needed,.such.as.giving.jurisdictions.the.authority.
to.make.land.use.planning.and.zoning.decisions.if.they.do.not.currently.have.such.
authority .


•. Coordinate regulatory reviews and provide temporary regulatory relief.


•. Conduct outreach campaigns.to.communities,.businesses,.and.workers.to.raise.
awareness.of.the.issues,.focus.on.local.and.regional.concerns.and.needs,.and.identify.
the.types.of.assistance.that.are.available .


•. Link communities regionally.to.address.common.base.redevelopment.or.growth.
management.issues .


•. Provide policy guidance and funding to encourage local communities to 
accommodate growth.in.a.way.that.benefits.both.the.community.and.the.
installation.and.provides.for.compatible.land.use.surrounding.the.installation ..
States.can.encourage.local.governments.to.upgrade.or.enhance.infrastructure.
around.the.base,.such.as.transportation.access;.affordable.housing,.schools,.and.
libraries.for.the.incoming.military.personnel.and.their.families;.and.fiber.optic.and.
telecommunication.networks,.such.as.Internet.service.for.rural.areas .


Resources from Federal Officials


The.Federal.role.supplements.and.supports.local.decision.making ..A.community.will.
encounter.the.following.Department.of.Defense.resources.during.economic.adjustment.
efforts:


•. The installation.officials.responsible.for.closing.and.conveying.the.facility.are.an.
important.source.of.the.information.needed.to.begin.community.redevelopment.
planning ..For.installations.that.will.receive.additional.personnel.and.mission.growth,.
the.installation.officials.responsible.for.preparing.to.receive.personnel.and.mission.are.
key.partners.in.the.community’s.preparation.for.growth ..Community.adjustment.to.
closure,.realignment,.or.growth.is.more.effective.when.the.community.leaders.develop.
a.strong.relationship.with.the.installation.officials.through.mutually.supportive.
partnerships ..These.partnerships.involve.sharing.information,.providing.access.to.
facilities.and.resources,.and.seeking.solutions.that.benefit.all.involved.parties .


•. The.Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA),.through.its.Project.Manager,.
provides.comprehensive.assistance.to.support.community.organization,.planning,.
and.transitional.activities ..For.most.communities,.OEA.provides.the.first.assistance ..
Project.Managers.are.available.to.provide.technical.assistance.and.advice.on.the.
redevelopment.planning.process;.they.may.travel.to.the.community.to.provide.such.
assistance.when.needed.to.adjust.to.significant.BRAC.actions ..In.such.cases,.the.
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Project.Manager.will.work.with.the.community.to.structure.its.Local.Redevelopment.
Authority.(LRA).or.growth.management.organization,.develop.feasible.financial.
assistance.applications,.and.coordinate.resources.among.other.Federal.agencies .


•. The Military Department.is.responsible.for.property.conveyance.to.new.owners.and.
will.consult.closely.with.the.community-based.LRA.that.develops.a.plan.for.future.
uses.of.surplus.installation.property ..A.Base.Transition.Coordinator.will.be.designated.
for.closing.installations .


Beyond.the.Department.of.Defense,.other.Federal.agencies.have.significant.expertise.and.
experience.in.assisting.communities ...For.example,.the.President’s.Economic.Adjustment.
Committee.(EAC).offers.Federal.agency.resources ..OEA.serves.as.the.staff.of.the.EAC .


Other Resources


In.addition.to.government.agencies.and.nongovernment.public.interest.groups,.the.private.
sector.can.provide.significant.community.adjustment.resources ..Private.sector.partners.can.
supplement.locally.available.expertise,.provide.valuable.specialized.knowledge.on.utilities.
and.other.infrastructure.and.development.conditions,.and.provide.information.on.private.
financing.and.insurance.tools.for.redevelopment.activities ..Carefully.crafted.and.executed.
partnerships.between.local.redevelopment.or.community.growth.management.organizations.
and.private.sector.entities.allow.each.participant.in.the.adjustment.process.to.focus.on.its.
strengths.to.achieve.a.successful.community.transition .


The.amount.and.type.of.interest.from.the.private.sector.is.largely.dictated.by.local.
circumstances.and.will.likely.produce.unique.public-private.partnerships ..Circumstances.
in.each.community.will.dictate.the.willingness.of.the.private.sector.to.engage.in.the.
community.adjustment.and.redevelopment.process.or.the.community.growth.management.
process ..Economic.and.market.conditions,.geographic.location,.physical.and.environmental.
conditions.of.the.installation,.and.many.other.factors.will.greatly.influence.private.sector.
involvement.in.base.redevelopment.at.closing.bases.or.growth.management.at.bases.receiving.
additional.personnel .
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Section 2.  
 Organize: Where to Begin


Successful.transition.requires.strong,.effective.
local.leadership;.it.requires.that.local.officials—
both.elected.representatives.and.non-elected.
leaders—take.charge.of.the.process ..The.effects.
of.base.realignment,.closure,.or.growth.are.
felt.most.strongly.at.the.local.level;.thus,.the.
response.from.the.local.community.is.most.
important .


Organizing for Closure


The.key.to.successful.economic.and.
community.transition.after.closure.is.to.be.
proactive ..Communities.that.can.redirect.
their.energy.away.from.fighting.closure.and.
harness.that.energy.for.transitioning.to.civilian.
redevelopment.of.the.base.will.be.more.
successful.in.the.long.run .


The.process.of.organizing.is.the.community’s.
first.priority.after.the.“date.of.approval”..
for.BRAC.actions.which.occurred.on.
November.9,.2005 ...The.affected.community.
will.need.to.work.closely.with.OEA.and.the.


appropriate.Military.Department ..This.consultation.will.involve.addressing.overall.closure-
related.issues.and.creating.a.local.decision-making.process.to.advance.the.community’s.
economic.recovery.strategies .


During.the.first.6.months.following.the.date.of.approval,.property.not.needed.by.the.
Department.of.Defense.or.other.Federal.agencies.is.identified.and.a.notice.of.surplus.
property.available.for.redevelopment.is.published ..Also.in.this.time.period,.an.LRA.is.
structured.and.recognized.by.DoD.through.OEA.and.begins.comprehensive.redevelopment.
planning.for.the.base .


Local Redevelopment Authorities


The.BRAC.statute.states.that.the.LRA.is.responsible.for.preparing.the.redevelopment.plan.
or.for.directing.the.implementation.of.the.plan ..Before.any.action.may.be.taken.for.the.
disposal.of.any.surplus.real.property.or.facility.located.at.a.military.installation.that.is.to.be.
closed.or.realigned,.the.Secretary.of.Defense.consults.with.the.Governor.of.the.State.and.the.
heads.of.the.local.governments ..This.responsibility.is.delegated.to.the.Military.Departments ..
The.purpose.of.this.consultation.is.to.consider.any.plan.for.the.use.of.the.property.by.the.
concerned.local.communities ..The.consultation.is.typically.through.the.LRA .


•. Describes.the.formation.of.
the.Local.Redevelopment.
Authority—a.broad-based.
organization.that.represents.
all.affected.jurisdictions.and.
stakeholders—to.manage.
the.community.adjustment.
and.redevelopment.planning.
process .


•. Discusses.the.characteristics.
of.successful.LRA.structure:.
representative,.manageable,..
and.effective .


•. Explains.the.LRA.recognition.
process,.working.with.the.
OEA.Project.Manager .


•. Addresses.the.process.of.
organizing.for.installation.
growth .
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Community.officials.are.requested.to.designate.a.planning.LRA.promptly.and.formally ..The.
LRA.works.on.behalf.of.community.officials.to.conduct.outreach.to.homeless-assistance.
providers.and.eligible.recipients.of.public.benefit.property.transfers,.to.determine.their.
interest.in.surplus.property ..While.the.LRA.can.be.established.in.a.variety.of.ways,.it.often.
begins.as.a.broadly.inclusive.group.comprising.political.and.economic.stakeholders.identified.
before.the.date.of.approval .


The.LRA.is.expected.to.provide.leadership.and.build.consensus.for.base.redevelopment ..
The.Secretary.of.Defense,.through.the.OEA,.will.recognize.only.one.LRA.for.a.contiguous.
installation.that.is.closed.or.realigned ..If.there.are.multiple.affected.installations.in.a.
jurisdiction,.the.same.LRA.could.address.all.BRAC.actions ..This.LRA.should.have.broad-
based.membership,.including,.but.not.limited.to,.the.jurisdictions.in.which.the.installation.
lies.and.those.with.zoning.or.other.development.control.authority.over.the.surplus.property ..
The.LRA.is.the.single.entity.responsible.for.developing.the.redevelopment.plan.with.respect.
to.the.installation.and.potentially.for.directing.implementation.of.the.plan ..The.LRA.also.is.
the.single.community.point.of.contact.for.all.matters.relating.to.the.closure.or.realignment .


The.following.diagram.shows.a.sample.structure.that.an.LRA.could.use.to.address.its.
consulting.and.planning.responsibilities .
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Community.officials.should.consider.three.basic.characteristics.of.a.successful.LRA.or.
community.growth.management.organization:.representative,.manageable,.and.effective .


Representative


•. Represent the affected area and its demographics..Ensure.that.all.affected.
jurisdictions.and.stakeholders.are.represented .


•. Include private as well as public sector representatives..Network.and.establish.
partnerships ..A.closure.or.realignment.requires.that.all.possible.resources.be.marshaled.
from.within.the.community .


•. Be public..Keep.the.public.informed.and.solicit.input.during.all.phases.of.
community.adjustment ..This.input.not.only.ensures.that.the.LRA.or.growth.
management.organization.continues.to.focus.on.the.interests.of.its.stakeholders,.but.
also.offers.State.and.Federal.officials.effective.access.to.the.community .


Manageable


•. Be flexible. Base.closures.and.realignments.are.dynamic.events ..The.LRA.or.growth.
management.organization.must.be.responsive.to.new.information,.issues,.and.
responsibilities.as.it.proceeds.with.the.initial.planning.effort .


•. Strive for a manageable number of members for an executive board or council..
Groups.of.no.more.than.seven.to.nine.are.most.effective.for.team.dynamics,.with.an.
uneven.number.of.members.to.prevent.tie.votes ..The.executive.unit.should.have.an.
equitable.representation.of.political,.economic,.and.other.community.interests,.as.it.
provides.oversight.and.leadership ..Most.members.will.be.donating.their.time,.so.an.
LRA.or.growth.management.organization.should.minimize.its.demands.on.members’.
time .


•. Aim to create a comprehensive committee structure.to.draw.on.local.resources.
and.broaden.stakeholder.involvement ..While.the.executive.council.oversees.the.
actions.of.the.community.effort,.committees.perform.the.detailed.work.in.specific.
program.areas,.such.as.housing.and.homeless.needs,.worker.adjustment,.community.
and.business.development,.infrastructure.and.environment,.personal.property,.base.
redevelopment,.and.economic.development .


Effective


•. Take advantage of existing resources..Numerous.organizations.may.already.
be.working.to.promote.the.community ..Whether.they.are.focused.on.regional.
development.or.quasi-public.advocacy,.their.efforts.should.be.built.upon.rather.than.
replicated.or.conflicted.with.by.those.of.the.LRA .
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•. Clearly define the responsibilities of the LRA or growth management 
organization..Is.the.LRA.focused.solely.on.planning.for.redevelopment.of.the.
installation.and.related.adjustment.efforts?.Is.the.growth.management.organization.
solely.focused.on.preparing.for.the.community.response.to.installation.growth?.Are.
there.other.agenda.items.that.could.distract.from.the.primary.redevelopment.planning.
activity?.Remember,.the.Federal.Government.is.looking.for.a.single.focal.point.at.the.
community.level.to.deal.with.all.issues.pertaining.to.community.adjustment .


The.planning.LRA.should.focus.its.efforts.on.crafting.the.base.redevelopment.plan ..
During.the.base.closure.process,.it.is.not.uncommon.for.one.entity.to.be.formed.as.
the.LRA.for.redevelopment.planning.purposes,.while.another.entity.is.designated.
to.implement.all.or.portions.of.the.plan ..Not.all.communities.choose.to.create.an.
“implementation.LRA .”.A.community.may.instead.opt.to.have.the.private.sector.
implement.all.or.some.of.the.redevelopment.plan ..Implementation.responsibilities.
(including.restructuring.or.dissolving.the.“planning.LRA”.when.necessary).should.
await.completion.of.the.redevelopment.plan.and.a.financial.feasibility.analysis.of.alter-
native.scenarios.for.redevelopment .


•. Identify and enhance capacity..Varying.degrees.of.expertise.are.needed.to.discuss.
closure.or.growth.management.issues.and.to.formulate.a.base.redevelopment.or.
community.growth.management.plan ..What.kind.of.staff.expertise.will.be.needed?.
Are.there.existing.staff.with.capacity.for.the.task?.Will.consultants.be.needed?.
Remember.the.considerable.resources.and.expertise.available.at.no.cost.from.the.
various.State.offices,.the.OEA.Project.Manager,.and.other.Federal.agencies ..Invite.
these.personnel.to.attend.LRA.or.community.growth.management.meetings.and.
participate.in.discussion.and.at.work.sessions.with.members.of.the.organization .


•. Provide political and financial resources to support the organization as the 
community’s response vehicle..The.LRA.or.community.growth.management.
organization.should.be.designated.as.the.one.community.voice.in.response.to.the.
closure,.realignment,.or.growth ..The.community.thereby.has.a.single,.unified.response.
to.the.BRAC.action.that.can.seek.or.identify.funding.sources .


The.time.it.takes.for.an.LRA.or.community.growth.management.organization.to.be.fully.
functional.depends.on.the.community ..Local.issues,.financial.resources,.acceptance.of.the.
closure.decision,.community.leadership,.and.local.capabilities.all.affect.the.time.it.takes.for.
the.organization.to.become.functional .


Communities.have.varied.authorities.and.processes.for.land.use.planning.and.development.
controls ..Some.locales.do.not.have.zoning.authority,.and.some.installations.are.located.in.
unincorporated.areas.that.lack.zoning.authority ..Other.communities.have.substantial.power.
to.control.development.within.their.bounds ..The.ability.of.the.community.to.plan.and.
regulate.property.use.will.affect.the.redevelopment.of.the.installation .
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LRA Recognition


The.process.of.bringing.together.diverse.interests.locally.and.working.toward.agreement.on.
base.redevelopment.is.challenging ..Another.major.statutory.requirement.of.a.planning.LRA.
is.to.conduct.an.outreach.process.to.homeless.providers.in.the.area.and.to.eligible.recipients.
of.property.for.certain.public.benefit.uses,.in.consultation.with.Federal.sponsoring.agencies ..
The.LRA.should.have.the.complete.support.of.local.jurisdictions.and.interest.groups,.which.
should.speak.with.one.voice.through.the.LRA .


An.assigned.OEA.Project.Manager.will.work.closely.with.community.leaders.to.structure.the.
LRA.and.request.recognition.by.OEA ..Information.about.the.recognition.will.be.published.
locally.and.in.the.Federal Register.so.that.DoD,.Federal.agencies,.State.officials,.and.local.
residents.are.informed .


A Word on Organizing for Growth


Communities.announced.as.receiving.locations.in.the.BRAC.process.can.respond.by.
gaining.an.understanding.of.likely.effects.and.establishing.a.cooperative.partnership.with.
the.local.installation ..In.some.cases,.it.will.be.clear.that.growth.in.the.community.can.be.
readily.accommodated ..If.this.is.not.the.case,.it.is.important.to.create.a.community.growth.
management.plan ..


The.community.should.form.an.organization.to.assess.the.likely.impacts,.plan.for.
the.community’s.response,.and.implement.any.necessary.activities ..Business.leaders,.
representatives.from.the.school.district,.community.facility.and.service.providers,.
neighborhood.organizations,.and.elected.officials.can.be.brought.together.to.establish.such.
an.organization.and.formulate.a.community.adjustment.strategy ..Because.there.is.no.surplus.
property.available.for.reuse,.there.is.no.requirement.to.recognize.a.local.growth.organization.
and.no.statutory.need.for.outreach.to.homeless.providers .


The.community’s.role.in.responding.to.installation.growth.is.to.provide.leadership,.
disseminate.information.to.the.public,.identify.potential.issues.and.opportunities,.develop.
an.adjustment.strategy.and.plan,.and.implement.the.plan.using.local,.State,.and.Federal.
resources .
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Section 3.  
 Outreach: The Foundation of Redevelopment Planning


Following.the.initial.organization.process.and.
after.a.notice.of.surplus.property.has.been.
provided,.the.LRA.undertakes.significant.
outreach.efforts.and.begins.the.initial.
redevelopment.planning.process ..Outreach.
and.solicitation.of.interest.must.begin.within.
1.month.of.the.surplus.notice.and.follow.
either.a.3-.or.6-month.schedule,.depending.
on.local.needs ..The.LRA.undertakes.outreach.
to.representatives.of.the.homeless.and.solicits.
notices.of.interest.(NOIs).in.base.property.from.
eligible.public.benefit.recipients.to.assist.the.


local.planning.effort ..The.LRA.structures.the.outreach.program,.sets.the.dates.for.receiving.
NOIs,.establishes.proposal.contents,.and.publicizes.the.information.locally.in.a.newspaper.of.
general.circulation .


Reuse Planning Process
If.the.community.is.organized,.the.
formal.redevelopment.planning.
phase.can.begin.immediately.
following.the.date.of.approval.of..
the.base.realignment.or.closure ..
Some.communities.completed.
conceptual.base.redevelopment.
plans.before.the.date.of.approval.
with.help.from.OEA.planning.
assistance.and.are.ready.for.more.
detailed.planning.as.soon.as.
the.Military.Departments.have.
determined.DoD.and.other..
Federal.agency.needs.for.portions..
of.the.property .


The.conceptual.land.use.plan.can.
serve.as.a.starting.point.for.the.
outreach.screening.and.formal.
planning.process,.but.it.is.not.a.
substitute.for.the.formal.planning.
and.outreach.prescribed.by.law ...
The.diagram.to.the.right.shows.
some.of.the.principal.activities.and.
milestones.associated.with.the.base.
redevelopment.process .


•. Discusses.the.early.stages.of.
redevelopment.planning.and.
outreach,.including.homeless.
outreach.and.solicitation.of.
interest.in.surplus.property .


•. Describes.outreach.to.all.
interested.members.of.the.
community .







Responding to Change:  Communities & BRAC


Office of Economic Adjustment��


Homeless Outreach
By.law,.the.redevelopment.planning.process.must.include.the.identification.of.homeless.
needs.and.must.reflect.a.balance.with.local.community.and.economic.development.needs ..
LRAs.must.establish.links.to.local.homeless-assistance.providers ..The.LRA.is.required.to.
provide.information.on.surplus.property.within.30.days.of.the.notice.of.surplus.property.and.
conduct.outreach.to.all.jurisdictions.that.comprise.the.LRA,.except.statewide,.if.the.State.is.
an.LRA.member ..Homeless.service.providers.interested.in.receiving.surplus.property.must.
submit.an.NOI.during.the.outreach.period .


Outreach to Other Stakeholders


Other.stakeholders.in.the.community.will.likely.be.interested.in.participating.in.the.
redevelopment.planning.process.and.may.express.interest.in.acquiring.property.through.
public.benefit.conveyance.or.other.methods ..School.districts,.colleges.and.universities,.
airport.authorities,.wildlife.and.conservation.groups,.alternative.transportation.organizations,.
historic.preservation.societies,.business.groups.and.entrepreneurs,.and.various.other.
stakeholders.may.wish.to.participate.in.the.planning.process ..The.public.should.be.informed.
and.given.an.opportunity.to.participate.at.all.stages.of.the.process .


Outreach for Growth


Diverse.groups.in.the.community.will.likely.have.an.interest.in.personnel.growth.at.existing.
installations ..Such.groups.include.local.and.State.governments,.Chambers.of.Commerce,.
business.leadership,.the.local.school.board,.utility.providers,.community.organizations,.and.
the.general.public ..Outreach.to.seek.the.involvement.of.these.diverse.groups.will.ensure.that.
all.interested.parties.have.an.opportunity.to.participate.in.community.growth.management.
planning ..However,.there.is.no.statutory.requirement.for.conducting.such.outreach .
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Section 4.  
 Plan: Preparing for the Future


Following.the.organizational.phase.(the.first.6.
months.after.the.date.of.approval).and.the.initial.
outreach.phase.(the.next.3.to.6.months),.the.
heart.of.the.LRA’s.planning.process.takes.place.
in.the.second.year.after.the.date.of.approval ..
Having.considered.the.NOIs.received,.the.
LRA.prepares.a.redevelopment.plan,.taking.
into.account.a.broad.range.of.installation.and.
community.factors ..For.example,.environmental.
factors.include.condition.of.the.installation’s.
property;.cleanup.activities;.air.emission.credits;.
natural.resource.concerns,.such.as.threatened.
and.endangered.species.and.habitat;.and.cultural.


and.historical.requirements ..In.addition,.the.timeframe.for.feasible.private.sector.job.creation.
on.the.former.installation.is.a.major.factor.for.community.consideration .


The.redevelopment.plan.identifies.the.LRA’s.overall.redevelopment.strategy.for.the.base ..
Under.the.BRAC.law,.the.LRA.and.the.community.must.ensure.that.the.plan.adequately.
balances.local.community.and.economic.development.needs.with.those.of.the.homeless ..This.
must.be.an.open,.public,.and.transparent.process .


The.significance.of.the.redevelopment.plan.is.that.the.Military.Departments.dispose.of.
buildings.and.property.in.accordance.with.a.record.of.decision.or.other.decision.document.
that.they.prepare.in.accordance.with.the.National.Environmental.Policy.Act.of.1969.(42.
U .S .C ..4321.et.seq .) ..In.preparing.the.decision.document,.the.Military.Departments.give.
substantial.deference.to.the.redevelopment.plan.submitted.by.the.LRA.for.the.installation .


Each.community.approaches.aspects.of.the.planning.process.differently,.depending.on.its.
base.redevelopment.or.installation.growth.context ..Many.of.the.same.basic.processes.apply.
to.the.response.for.both.base.closure.and.growth.at.receiving.installations ..The.following.
concepts.provide.general.guidance.on.the.base.redevelopment.planning.process,.including.
strategic,.feasibility,.and.operational.planning .


Strategic Planning


•. Goals..The.first.step.is.to.determine.the.community.goals.that.will.guide.the.planning.
process ..These.goals.will.serve.as.the.foundation.of.the.overall.adjustment.strategy ..
For.base.closures,.the.LRA.defines.the.goals ..For.installation.growth,.the.community.
growth.management.organization.identifies.the.planning.goals ..This.strategy.
encourages.private.sector.confidence.and.promotes.renewed.business.investment .


•. Describes.key.elements.of.
the.redevelopment.planning.
process,.including.strategic,.
feasibility,.and.operational.
planning .


•. Addresses.community.
planning.in.response.to.
installation.growth.where.
appropriate .
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For.base.closures,.the.primary.community.goal.is.often.job.creation ..Other.goals.may.
include.expanding.the.tax.base,.diversifying.the.local.economy,.maintaining.a.level.of.
environmental.quality,.meeting.affordable.housing.needs,.and.creating.a.redevelop-
ment.theme ..Community.goals.should.always.be.evaluated.in.light.of.their.economic.
feasibility .


For.growth,.community.goals.may.include.providing.for.seamless.integration.of.new.
personnel.into.the.community,.ensuring.the.availability.of.adequate.housing,.prevent-
ing.or.addressing.school.overcrowding,.and.ensuring.the.provision.of.adequate.com-
munity.facilities .


•. Objectives..In.setting.the.community’s.goals,.a.multitude.of.objectives.may.be.
identified,.such.as.civilian.job.replacement,.public.use.of.portions.of.the.site,.effective.
and.efficient.use.of.land.and.facilities,.phased.development.to.meet.short-term.goals.
without.precluding.longer-term.goals,.expanded.site.access.(roads,.rail,.and.water),.
quality.redevelopment.appearance,.compatibility.with.existing.and.planned.offsite.
development,.image.change.from.military.to.civilian,.and.reasonable.public.cost .


•. Identification of needs..For.base.closure.communities,.through.its.outreach.efforts,.
the.LRA.solicits.and.considers.the.needs.of.State.and.local.entities,.including.both.
public.and.private.sector.interests.(e .g .,.affected.tribal.governments,.recreation.and.
conservation.interests,.development.consortia,.education.and.health.care.institutions,.
and.government.units),.as.well.as.homeless.providers ..The.needs.of.Federal.agencies,.
as.identified.before.the.surplus.property.determination,.should.also.be.recognized.and.
provided.for.in.the.redevelopment.plan .


For.installation.growth.communities,.potential.considerations.include.infrastructure.
capacity.and.condition,.land.use.planning.elements,.local.transportation.capabilities,.
local.education.capacity,.and.housing.availability.and.quality .


•. Local strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats..Considerable.baseline.data.
must.be.developed.to.evaluate.feasible.redevelopment.alternatives.for.the.base.and.the.
surrounding.area.or.to.respond.to.personnel.growth.at.an.existing.installation ..This.
analysis.may.lead.the.LRA.or.community.growth.organization.beyond.its.original.
intent;.for.example,.identifying.a.unique.competitive.element.of.the.property,.a.new.
marketing.approach.to.installation.buildings,.or.other.major.assets.and.response.
opportunities .


•. Beyond the known..Potential.public.and.private.opportunities.should.be.explored.
with.imagination.within.the.bounds.of.economic.feasibility ..Types.of.uses.include.
aviation,.commerce,.industry,.education,.health,.recreation,.incarceration,.housing,.
and.public.administration ..Facility.surveys.and.market.analysis.will.reveal.which.uses.
are.feasible ..The.LRA’s.responsibility.is.to.follow.through.on.opportunities.that.offer.
potential .


•. Consensus on a concept..The.LRA.should.take.into.consideration.the.initial.
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identified.needs.and.the.goals.and.objectives.of.the.community ..Often,.this.consensus.
is.the.basis.for.preliminary.LRA.consultation.with.interested.property.users .


Feasibility Planning


•. Civilian reuse..A.range.of.economically.and.environmentally.feasible.land.use.
alternatives.should.be.developed.and.evaluated ..Commonly,.this.process.includes.
market.studies.and.facility.surveys.to.gauge.an.alternative’s.feasibility ..The.community.
land.use.alternatives.should.consider.the.military.use.of.the.property.before.closure ..
If.one.of.the.major.objectives.is.to.minimize.public.redevelopment.costs,.a.balance.of.
public.benefit.acquisition.and.private.sector.redevelopment.is.a.wise.goal .


Public.or.nonprofit.uses.of.portions.of.the.base.for.aviation,.education,.recreation,.
wildlife.conservation,.seaports,.and.health.purposes.(including.homeless.use).gener-
ally.involve.no.cost.for.property.acquisition ..However,.there.will.be.public.costs.to.
redevelop.and.operate.the.facilities.for.public.uses,.with.few.or.no.tax.revenues.gener-
ated ..Also,.public.benefit.uses.have.“strings”.attached ..The.property.must.continue.to.
be.used.for.these.public.purposes,.potentially.constraining.long-range.development.
flexibility .


•. Balanced plan..The.LRA.must.specifically.consider.the.needs.of.the.homeless.as.
well.as.local.community.and.economic.development.requirements ..While.the.needs.
of.the.homeless.may.be.addressed.off-base.as.well.as.on,.the.LRA.must.document.
all.homeless.interests.and.the.outreach.process.leading.to.accommodation ..The.final.
redevelopment.plan.must.demonstrate.how.it.has.balanced.community.and.economic.
development.needs.with.the.needs.of.the.homeless .


•. Community growth management plan..Communities.responding.to.mission.
expansion.and.growth.at.installations.should.consider.the.feasibility.and.necessity.of.
planning.activities ..For.instance,.if.the.arrival.of.newly.assigned.personnel.will.occur.
in.a.phased.manner.over.the.course.of.8.to.10.years,.the.community.may.already.be.
equipped.to.absorb.the.influx.of.personnel.without.additional.planning.activities ..On.
the.other.hand,.if.a.large.influx.of.personnel.is.expected.within.1.to.2.years,.a.more.
significant.response.may.be.required .


Operational Planning


•. Blueprint for implementation..After.consensus.on.redevelopment.uses.and.
configuration.or.community.growth.management.activities.is.achieved,.specific.
guidance.is.needed.to.implement.the.plan ..What.will.be.the.structure.of.any.follow-
on.entity.tasked.with.putting.the.installation.into.civilian.use.or.following.through.on.
growth.management.plans?.Are.subsidies.required.for.the.effort?.If.so,.what.will.be.the.
source?.How.will.various.uses.be.integrated.and.supported.through.delivery.of.public.
services?.What.are.the.schedules.for.site.improvements.or.construction.of.community.
facilities?.How.will.funding.be.secured.to.finance.economic.development?.What.
roles.will.the.private.and.public.sectors.play.in.redevelopment.of.the.installation.or.
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implementation.of.the.growth.management.plan?.This.is.the.“action”.component.of.
the.plan.and.becomes.the.basis.for.implementing.the.plan ..When.completed,.the.base.
redevelopment.plan.should.identify.the.redevelopment.configuration.with.the.greatest.
comparative.advantage.for.the.community.and.address.the.feasibility.of.an.entirely,.or.
mostly,.private.sector.implementation.approach,.one.that.maximizes.public.benefits.
while.minimizing.public.costs .


•. Site-specific work..The.LRA.submits.its.redevelopment.plan.to.the.Department.of.
Housing.and.Urban.Development.(HUD).as.part.of.a.homeless.assistance.submission.
that.shows.how.the.LRA.has.addressed.the.community’s.homeless.needs ..HUD.
reviews.the.submission.to.determine.whether.the.LRA.has.adequately.balanced.local.
community.and.economic.development.needs.with.the.needs.of.the.homeless ..The.
redevelopment.plan.is.also.an.important.element.for.compliance.with.the.National.
Environmental.Policy.Act.with.respect.to.property.disposal.decisions.by.the.Military.
Departments .


After.the.HUD.review.and.determination,.and.as.Military.Department.disposal.inten-
tions.emerge,.the.LRA.or.other.implementing.entity.can.focus.on.the.details.of.site.
layout,.phased.redevelopment,.design.controls,.and.property.management.consider-
ations ..Local.comprehensive.plans.and.zoning.or.other.development.controls.must.be.
updated.and.adapted.to.reflect.the.redevelopment.plan ..These.actions.must.occur.as.
far.in.advance.of.property.disposal.as.possible,.particularly.for.the.portions.of.the.base.
that.will.be.purchased.by.the.private.sector .


The.planning.process.can.be.time-consuming,.subject.to.tremendous.public.scrutiny,.
and.diverted.for.any.number.of.reasons ..A.wide.variety.of.Federal,.State,.and.local.in-
terests—in.both.the.public.and.private.sectors—influence.the.redevelopment.process.
and.its.outcome ..The.LRA.or.community.growth.management.organization.must.
do.everything.it.can.to.keep.the.planning.process.on.track.and.move.the.community.
dialog.toward.a.consensus ..The.following.is.a.general.diagram.of.the.redevelopment.
planning.process.for.available.property .
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Section 5.  
 Property Disposal and Redevelopment Plan  
 Implementation


Redevelopment Plan Approval and 
Adoption


Communities.often.ask.these.questions:.Now.that.
our.redevelopment.plan.is.completed,.do.we.have.
to.submit.it.to.OEA.for.approval?.How.do.we.go.
about.getting.the.plan.approved?.Does.anyone.else.
have.to.approve.the.plan?


The.redevelopment.plan.prepared.by.the.LRA.
belongs.to.the.community.and.does.not.require.approval.by.OEA ..Usually,.it.does.need.to.
be.approved.by.the.local.jurisdictions.involved,.as.any.community.planning.activity.would.
be ..Typically,.the.local.jurisdiction.or.jurisdictions.with.planning.and.development.control.
authority.over.the.property.will.adopt.the.completed.redevelopment.plan.through.their.
approval.and.adoption.processes .


Disposal Decision Making


During.the.Federal.disposal.decision.phase,.any.competing.requests.for.the.property.are.
resolved ..Once.disposal.decisions.are.made,.final.disposal.actions.in.accordance.with.the.
Military.Department.disposal.plan.are.initiated.for.each.parcel.to.be.transferred .


Property.disposal.decisions.may.include.decisions.on.applications.for.particular.types.of.
property.conveyance.(see.“Decision.Implementation.and.Redevelopment”.following),.or.
these.decisions.may.be.deferred.until.applications.are.submitted.and.approved ..For.example,.
the.LRA.may.apply.for.an.economic.development.conveyance ...Applications.are.also.
required.for.most.discounted.conveyances.of.property.for.public.purposes;.for.example,.the.
Department.of.Education.must.review.and.approve.an.education.application.prior.to.an.
education.public.benefit.conveyance ..In.preparing.the.record.of.decision.or.other.decision.
document,.the.Secretary.of.the.Military.Department.gives.substantial.deference.to.the.
redevelopment.plan .


Decision Implementation and Redevelopment


After.final.disposal.decisions.are.issued,.the.redevelopment.process.enters.the.implementation.
phase ..This.phase.includes.conveyance.of.installation.property ..There.are.a.number.of.
ways.for.surplus.base.property.to.be.transferred.and.placed.into.civilian.use,.including.the.
following:


•. Public benefit conveyances for.such.public.purposes.as.airports,.education,.health,.
churches,.historic.monuments,.ports,.parks.and.recreation,.and.wildlife.conservation ..


•. Addresses.property.disposal.
options.and.the.disposal.
implementation.process .


•. Describes.the.
implementation.of.the.
redevelopment.plan .
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Generally,.a.Federal.agency.with.specific.expertise.in.a.conveyance.category.(e .g .,.the.
National.Park.Service.for.park.and.recreation.conveyances).serves.as.a.sponsoring.or.
approving.agency ..Approved.recipients.may.receive.these.conveyances.at.a.substantial.
discount.(up.to.100.percent.of.fair.market.value).following.consultation.with.the.
appropriate.Federal.agency .


•. Homeless assistance conveyances,.in.accordance.with.HUD’s.acceptance.of.the.
LRA’s.homeless.submission.and.redevelopment.plan.to.meet.local.homeless.needs,.at.
no.cost,.directly.to.a.homeless.provider.or.to.the.LRA .


•. Negotiated sales.to.public.bodies.for.public.purposes.at.fair.market.value .


•. Advertised public sales.to.the.party.that.submits.the.highest.responsible.bid .


•. Economic development conveyances.to.an.LRA.for.job.creation.purposes .


Redevelopment Plan Implementation


Implementation.of.the.base.redevelopment.plan.requires.the.LRA.to.carefully.consider.
the.near-.and.long-term.prospects.for.users,.the.availability.of.funding.for.maintenance.
and.improvements.on.the.base,.and.the.conveyance.methods.that.will.be.used.to.turn.the.
property.over.to.its.ultimate.owners .


For.those.most.affected.by.the.closure.or.realignment.action—workers,.local.businesses,.
property.owners,.and.school.administrators—planning.and.organization.are.important ..
However,.a.key.element.of.a.base.redevelopment.effort.is.how.quickly.the.former.military.
assets.can.be.put.back.to.productive.economic.use.so.that.the.area’s.economy.recovers ..
Frustration.can.quickly.overwhelm.enthusiasm.and.ambition.if.the.base.redevelopment.
activity.fails.to.meet.local.expectations.or.the.community.remains.economically.unstable .


When.base.redevelopment.is.undertaken.in.accordance.with.the.redevelopment.plan,.
actions.are.based.on.public.deliberations.over.redevelopment.alternatives.and.reflect.a.local.
consensus .


Each.community.tailors.implementation.to.its.own.circumstances ..The.goal.is.to.achieve.
sustained.redevelopment.or.reach.a.point.where.activity.on.the.former.base.stabilizes,.
yielding.enough.revenue.to.cover.the.community’s.redevelopment.costs ..In.some.cases,.
achieving.this.goal.may.take.a.long.time .


The Transformation


In.the.case.of.significant.closures,.the.Federal.Government.provides.technical.and.financial.
resources.to.address.most.of.the.community’s.organizing.and.planning.needs ..What.happens.
as.the.adjustment.effort.enters.the.implementation.phase?.How.does.a.community.shift.from.
dependence.on.Federal.resources.to.reliance.on.State,.local,.and.private.sector.resources?
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The.process.of.transformation.should.be.at.least.partially.prescribed.in.the.redevelopment.
plan ..The.following.questions.are.commonly.raised.in.this.process:


•. Are there immediate prospects for the base?.In.the.course.of.the.planning.effort,.
potential.tenants.generally.come.forward.who.are.ready.to.begin.activity.on.unused.
or.underused.portions.of.the.facility.before.a.disposal.decision.is.signed ..The.LRA.can.
take.advantage.of.such.prospects.through.interim.leases,.subleasing.property.to.parties.
who.are.also.likely.occupants.or.recipients.when.the.property.is.eventually.disposed.
of ..Consultation.with.the.Military.Department.concerned.is.needed.to.determine.the.
consistency.of.these.uses.with.the.community’s.redevelopment.plan.and.the.possible.
effects.of.the.subleases.on.disposal.actions .


•. Are there alternative funding sources to support a community presence in the 
implementation process?.Base.redevelopment.may.take.several.years.or.more.to.
stabilize,.and.it.may.be.even.longer.before.a.cash.flow.is.established.to.offset.public.
operating.expenses ..How.can.development.agreements.with.private.sector.developers.
finance.public.sector.costs?.Are.alternative.sources.of.funding.available?.Is.the.State.
partnering.with.local.efforts?.The.Federal.Government.will.eventually.phase.out.its.
organizational.support;.organizations.must.become.self-sufficient.to.survive .


•. How will utilities be provided?.The.facilities.will.need.water,.sewer.service,.heat.and.
air.conditioning,.and.electrical.service ..At.some.installations,.utility.systems.have.been.
privatized.and.are.owned.and.managed.by.public.or.private.utility.providers ..Where.
privatization.has.not.occurred,.are.local.utility.providers.exploring.the.acquisition.of.
existing.systems?.Is.there.any.opportunity.for.the.community.to.assume.or.participate.
in.the.provision.of.such.services?.Funds.are.generally.not.available.to.run.utility.
systems.after.a.base.is.officially.closed ..Likewise,.improvements.or.upgrades.to.on-base.
utility.systems.are.not.normally.made ..Early.transfer.and.provisions.for.improvements.
and.upgrades.should.be.explored,.even.while.the.military.is.still.using.the.utility.
system.before.operational.base.closure .


•. Will there be public acquisitions of property?.In.accordance.with.the.
redevelopment.plan,.are.any.public-purpose.conveyances.being.undertaken?.(For.
examples,.see.the.following.table).If.so,.have.the.applications.been.made.to.the.Federal.
sponsoring.agencies?.Is.the.applicant.required.to.have.organizational.or.funding.
support?.Do.the.prospective.recipients.have.the.legal.authority.to.acquire.and.operate.
the.property?.Any.sponsoring.or.approving.Federal.agency.must.be.notified.of.the.
community’s.plans .
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Implementation of Growth Management Plans


Once.community.plans.and.strategies.for.managing.installation.growth.have.been.
completed,.the.affected.jurisdictions.undertake.implementation.of.those.plans ..The.urgency.
and.scale.of.the.required.response.depends.on.the.scale.and.timing.of.the.planned.and.
approved.growth ..Communities.can.call.on.local,.State,.and.Federal.resources.to.help.
implement.their.growth.management.plans;.for.example,.the.State.may.offer.transportation.
and.infrastructure.funding ..Through.a.strong.partnership.between.the.local.community.and.
the.military.installation,.significant.growth.can.be.managed.effectively.and.adverse.effects.can.
be.minimized.or.avoided .


 Public Airport
  Air Cargo Facility
  Commercial Passenger Terminal
  Aviation Services


 Public Park/Recreation
  Public Golf Course
  Athletic Facilities
  Nature Trail
  Park, Park Expansion, or Park Access


Examples of Public-Purpose Conveyances


 Education
  Primary and Secondary Schools
  Vocational-Technical School
  Community College


 Public Health
  Hospital/Infirmary
  Emergency Clinic
  Health and Nutrition Education
  Water or Sewer Utilities
  Sanitary Landfill


 Power Transmission Lines
  Electric Lines and Easements
  Gas Lines and Easements


 Federal-Aid or Public Highways
  Access Ramps to Interstates
  Widening of State Routes


 Correctional Facility
  State Prison
  County Jail
  Corrections-related Activities


 Port Facility
  Inter-modal Transportation Facility
  Cargo Terminal


 Wildlife Conservation
  State-sponsored Game Preserve
  State-sponsored Bird Sanctuary
  State-sponsored Wildlife Refuge
  State-sponsored Fishery


 Historic Monument
  Museum
  World War II Historic Park
  Other Parks of Historic Interest
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Putting It All Together
For.communities.to.overcome.the.challenges.posed.by.base.realignments.and.closures,.many.
disparate.groups.must.come.together.to.build.consensus.on.a.vision.for.the.future.of.the.
community ..Effective.partnerships.among.the.local.community,.military.installation.officials,.
State.and.Federal.assistance.programs,.regulatory.agencies,.and.other.interested.parties.must.
be.built.to.ensure.success .


Successful.community.adjustment—whether.the.redevelopment.of.closed.military.bases.or.
the.efficient.movement.of.military.and.civilian.personnel.to.receiving.installations—benefits.
both.the.local.community.and.the.ultimate.mission.of.the.Department.of.Defense,.which.is.
to.protect.and.defend.the.United.States .


Responding.to.base.closure.can.be.one.of.the.most.difficult.challenges.faced.by.a.community ..
Preparing.for.mission.expansion.and.installation.growth.can.also.pose.a.challenge,.as.well.as.
an.opportunity,.for.a.community ..The.process.is.complex.and.time-consuming,.but.through.
comprehensive.community.organization,.careful.adjustment.and.redevelopment.planning,.
and.patient.and.enduring.implementation,.communities.can.come.together.to.successfully.
transition.from.dependence.on.the.military.to.self-reliance.or.accomodate.growth .


For more information, visit the OEA website at www.oea.gov.



http://www.oea.gov
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CHANGES AT MILITARY BASES 


A Community Planning Challenge 
 


Office of Economic Adjustment 
Department of Defense 


 
This Bulletin gives an overview of the second criti-
cal base closure adjustment phase--planning for 
the civilian use of a former military base. 
 
A closed military base is often the single greatest 
economic development asset to befall a commu-
nity.  Suddenly a major airfield, port facility, or 
commercial and industrial space becomes avail-
able, with built-in support infrastructure.  Base 
land and buildings also offer an opportunity to 
satisfy unmet requirements for affordable housing, 
community facilities, and services.  Most major 
bases have a variety of housing units, recreation, 
health care, and education facilities that could be 
used to establish or expand these services in the 
area affected by base closure.  In short, a closing 
military base presents a menu of opportunities 
from which to select that can have a major 
positive effect on the future of the community 
surrounding the closing base. 
 
The planning challenge is to assess the redevel-
opment potential offered by the base, in the con-
text of ongoing local development (community and 
economic) efforts, and to integrate the base prop-
erty and facilities with the surrounding community.  
This is often an immense task that must be under-
taken in a short time frame. 
 
For example, Pease Air Force Base (AFB) was 
announced for closure in December 1988.  The 
base actually closed in March 1991.  Pease AFB 
comprised about 4,300 acres of land adjacent to a 
national estuarine reserve.  Half the base was in 
the City of Portsmouth and the other half in the 
Town of Newington.  One half of Newington's land 
area is within the base, as is one fifth of Ports-
mouth's.  The 11,300 foot runway is the longest in 
the Northeast offering an unparalleled transporta-
tion opportunity previously unavailable in the 
state.  A comprehensive planning process had to 
be launched so a base redevelopment plan would 
be ready before Pease closed to direct the 
development of new job producing activities. 
 


The Pease closure was considered accelerated, 
although subsequent base closures have trimmed 
the time to 18 months from announcement to clo-
sure at some bases.  The Base Closure Commu-
nity Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance 
Act of 1994 further truncated the planning period, 
while empowering local economic adjustment 
organizations (LRA's) to outreach to and negotiate 
decisions with homeless providers as well as with 
potential recipients of Federal public benefit prop-
erty conveyance programs.  This outreach and 
negotiation period begins approximately 13 
months after the Secretary announces his recom-
mendations for closures in May 2005.  Community 
organizations will need to have a preliminary 
reuse plan by summer 2006 as a framework for 
redevelopment decisions. 
 
The planning process is complex, as the canvas 
is not clean; the specialized security access, utility 
and infrastructure requirements, and layout de-
signed for military use must be modified for 
civilian use.  Often the infrastructure is old, access 
is limited (for security), and there is no 
parcelization of the property.  Utilities follow the 
shortest path, roadways may not meet 
commercial and industrial standards, and of 
course, there is only one meter--at the main gate. 
 
The planning challenge demands a rigorous ap-
proach that starts with overall community goals 
and ends in the implementation of a plan broadly 
conceived, finely honed and supported by con-
sensus as shown on the following diagram. 
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GOAL FORMULATION 
 
Each base must be treated individually, with each 
community focusing on certain aspects of the 
planning process, depending on the redevelop-
ment context.  The first step entails the determi-
nation of overall goals and objectives to guide the 
planning process.  These should emanate from 
the economic adjustment organization established 
during the organization phase of the adjustment 
process.  The goals are a part of the overall eco-
nomic recovery strategy developed by the organi-
zation.  This strategy helps restore private sector 
confidence and promotes renewed business in-
vestment. 
 
Usually a major goal is job creation.  Others might 
include economic feasibility of redevelopment, tax 
base expansion, diversification of the local econ-
omy, maintenance of a certain environmental 
quality, meeting affordable housing needs, or to 
create a certain redevelopment theme. 
 
OBJECTIVES 
 
The planning process also needs more specific 
site development objectives to guide planning.  
These usually include: 
 
• Civilian job replacement 
• Public use of portions of the site 
• Highest and best use of land and facilities 
• Phased development to meet short-term goals, 


but not preclude longer range goals 
• Expanded site access (roads, rail and water) 
• Quality appearance 
• Compatibility with existing and planned off-site 


development 
• Image change from military to civilian 
• Reasonable public cost 
 
ANALYSIS 
 
Once the guiding goals and objectives have been 
adopted, considerable baseline data collection 
and contextual analysis needs to be completed 
that will allow the rational development and 
evaluation of feasible reuse alternatives.  
Engineering drawings and information on the 
base operations and environmental conditions are 
crucial information.  This is available from the 
military department.  Unique buildings, physical 


features, or other major assets may provide a 
marketing theme. 
 
Redevelopment might fit neatly into an existing 
economic development strategy for the area, 
however, it is more likely that the base and its 
buildings bring a new competitive element to the 
area, a new marketing angle.  This requires a 
fresh look at area development assets, analysis of 
feasible business opportunities, and a revision of 
the area economic development strategy.  The 
competitive niche must be identified. 
 
A base like Pease may have extensive runway 
and ramp space, a strategic location, proximity to 
a major deep water port and interstate highway 
systems, collectively making it feasible as an in-
ternational transportation hub and trade center, 
linked to expanding international markets.  Exten-
sive military training facilities at another may sug-
gest that the local strategy should include mar-
keting the base as a major business or industry 
training center.  And sometimes a particular build-
ing or group of buildings can become the center-
piece for new development.  Each base has some 
unique facilities or capacities that can expand 
local economic development horizons.  In all 
places it is critical that community leaders have 
vision when they plan for base redevelopment. 
 
USES 
 
The redevelopment experience of communities 
that successfully converted former military bases 
to productive civilian uses shows common 
threads. 
 
• Industrial and office parks are located on more 


than 75% of these bases 
• Educational institutions are on 60% 
• Public airports are located on 40% 
• Public recreation facilities are on 30% 
• Health related activities are on 20% 
 
Potential public and private uses are as broad as 
local imagination, practicality, and economic fea-
sibility permit.  Typical categories include:  avia-
tion, commerce, industry, education, health, rec-
reation, prisons, housing, and public administra-
tion.  Facility surveys and market analysis will re-
veal which uses are possible.  Public input 
through the subcommittee structure of the 
economic adjustment organization will also help to 
identify potential public and private uses.
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ALTERNATIVES 
 
A range of feasible, alternative concepts should 
be developed and evaluated, using the goals and 
objectives as a measuring stick.  Based on market 
potential and community needs, numerous con-
cepts should be evaluated, each focusing on a 
development theme.  These concepts are then 
reviewed in the context of community goals and 
objectives and ranked for more detailed evalu-
ation.  A preferred redevelopment concept can 
then be selected.  Throughout the development 
and analysis of alternatives, public participation is 
essential to help arrive at a consensus on the de-
velopment concept. 
 
An important ingredient to this part of the planning 
process is knowledge of the land acquisition 
choices.  If one of the major objectives is to mini-
mize public costs, a balance of public benefit (no 
cost) acquisition and private sector 
redevelopment is a wise pursuit.  Public or 
nonprofit use of portions of the base for aviation, 
education, recreation, wildlife conservation, 
seaports, and health purposes (including 
homeless use) are generally at no cost.  However, 
there will be public costs to redevelop and operate 
the facilities for public uses, with little or no tax 
revenues generated.  Also, public benefit 
acquisitions have "strings attached."  They must 
continue to be used for these public purposes, 
constraining long-range development flexibility. 
 
DETAILED PLANNING 
 
After a consensus is reached on the overall rede-
velopment plan, and the Federal disposal agent 
(usually a Military Department) agrees with the 
acquisition proposals to implement the plan, work 
can begin on the details of site layout, parceliza-
tion, phased redevelopment, design controls, and 
property management considerations.  It will be 
important to establish the "new civilian look" for 
the base early in the conversion process.  This 
may include the creation of a new entrance, 
demolition of obsolete buildings, and landscaping 
to achieve the desired image.  Local comprehen-
sive plans and zoning must be updated and 
adopted to reflect the base reuse plan.  It is im-
perative that these decisions be made before the 
disposal of property by the Federal Government, 


particularly those portions of the base that will be 
purchased by the private sector. 
 
WHO PLANS? 
 
The planning task can be accomplished using ex-
isting local planning staff or a collaboration of 
state and local entities involved in planning and 
economic development.  Augmentation of staff re-
sources may be required.  More often consultants 
are hired, as the magnitude of the task is beyond 
normal staff capacities.  In either case, the eco-
nomic adjustment organization should set the pol-
icy framework and be used to arrive at a consen-
sus throughout the process. 
 
HELP 
 
Most base reuse planning is accomplished with a 
combination of Federal, state and local resources.  
Technical and financial assistance are available 
from the Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) to 
undertake planning activities (Community 
Planning Assistance Program).  Certain statutory 
requirements must be met to qualify.  OEA can be 
reached at (703) 604-6020 or visit www.oea.gov. 
 
How to manuals are available from the OEA to 
help structure an appropriate planning program:  
"Base Redevelopment Planning for BRAC Sites”" 
and "Economic Transition at BRAC Sites."  
Additional guidance is available to members of 
Association of Defense Communities (ADC), 
formerly NAID, a network of former military base 
owners and operators, and consultants which 
sponsors annual conferences on planning, rede-
velopment and management issues.  ADC can be 
reached on (202) 822-5256 or visit the Web site at 
www.defensecommunities.org . 
 
 


 
The reuse of former Defense facilities 
and land offers an unprecedented 
opportunity to change course and 
influence future community land use 
and development. 
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MILITARY BASE REUSE PLANNING 


(Basic Generic Scope) 
 
 I Area Socioeconomic Setting 
 
 II Community Vision or Redevelopment Strategy for Base 
 
 III Base Land & Facilities Overview 
 
 IV Base Redevelopment Potential (Market/Community Needs) 
 
 V Alternative Reuse Assessments 
 
 VI Recommended Base Reuse Plan 
 
 VII Base Reuse Plan Implementation Strategy 
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Managing Community Growth 
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Base Realignments and Closures 
(BRAC) and the Department of Defense 
(DoD) transformation initiatives are 
causing the relocation of military, 
civilian, and contractor personnel.  Such 
relocations can place significant 
demands on the infrastructure, facilities 
and services of a receiving community. 
 


In addition to potential adverse impacts on the 
host community infrastructure and facilities, 
the quality of life for residents and relocating 
DoD personnel and their dependents may be 
affected.  For example, a receiving 
community with insufficient off-base housing 
or public education facilities may have 
difficulty accommodating the increases 
resulting from relocating DoD personnel. 
 
Managing Growth 
 
An effective and proven approach to address 
significant growth at a nearby military 
installation is for the affected community to 
undertake growth management in partnership 
with the installation.  Managing military-
induced growth at the community level often 
consists of organization, planning and 
implementation components. 
 
Some communities are in an advanced state of 
preparation with growth management plans, 
both supported by the community and 
coordinated with the size and timing of 
installation increases.  These communities 
have already moved through the organization 
and planning phases and are prepared to 
implement growth management actions.  For 
those communities, this Technical Bulletin 


may serve as a helpful checklist for 
monitoring growth. 
 
Organization 
 
Local officials should organize to respond to 
the anticipated growth by establishing an 
initial “ad hoc” organization comprised of 
public and private community leaders.  The 
organization may form working committees 
to address issues like housing availability, 
utilities, services and public education.  This 
organization can make initial assessments of 
important community issues that need to be 
addressed in a more comprehensive context.  
Important to the success of a growth 
management partnership is the inclusion of all 
relevant interests and stakeholders (e.g., 
multiple jurisdictions; utility, education, and 
housing providers). 
 
The growth management organization 
working with the Office of Economic 
Adjustment (OEA) and the military base may: 
 
• Outline a strategic approach 
• Formulate goals and objectives 
• Identify and analyze community “gaps” 
• Develop a scope of work 
• Identify and secure staff support 
• Develop a public involvement process 
• Develop a growth management strategy to 


address the relocation schedule 
• Develop a fiscally sound capital 


improvements program 
• Manage and monitor growth 
 
Organizational Issues 
 
An important ingredient for a successful 
growth management program is community 
consensus achieved through effective 
leadership.  The participating jurisdictions 
and military installation must work together 
to orchestrate and leverage available Federal, 
State, and local resources if growth 
management is to realize positive results. 
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The organization should be formed under the 
aegis of a local or state government sponsor.  
It should be responsible for preparing and 
submitting a growth management plan to 
State and local governing bodies for adoption 
as part of a jurisdiction’s comprehensive 
growth management responsibilities.  This 
organization would also monitor and 
coordinate implementation actions. 
 
The organization will also need to coordinate 
the provision of adequate public facilities and 
services to those areas most equipped to 
accommodate expansion without over 
burdening existing residents or reducing the 
quality of life. 
 
Organizational Relationships 
 


 
 
Organizational membership would likely 
consist of appropriate State and local elected 
officials; governmental agencies and offices; 
the installation command and support 
elements; governmental and non-
governmental utility providers; local school 
boards; and DoD education and housing 
providers. 
 
In addition, business leaders; local home 
builders; the lodging industry; the real estate 
community; local economic development 
councils; chambers of commerce; community 
education leaders; affected neighborhood 
organizations; and other stakeholders should 
be considered as contributing members.  The 


size and composition of this local growth 
management organization and its advisory 
committees can vary depending on the size of 
the military growth and the local capacities 
for absorbing growth.   
 
Names for these community leadership 
groups can vary from locality to locality.  The 
purpose is to provide an opportunity for 
senior-level community and military 
interaction so that on-base information and 
plans can be integrated both before and during 
off-base growth. 
 
By focusing the complete spectrum of local 
knowledge and resources, an organization can 
achieve the growth goals and expectations of 
the receiving community while maintaining 
the quality of life.  From this effort, a lasting 
relationship, based on mutual support and a 
sharing of information, can be developed.  A 
growth management program can directly 
benefit both the jurisdiction and the 
installation growth objectives by: 
 
• Encouraging a cooperative spirit between 


the installation command and community 
officials. 


• Protecting the health, safety and quality of 
life for existing residents and the newly 
arriving DoD personnel. 


• Coordinating and integrating the local 
growth management plan with the 
installation military basing plan. 


• Identifying, leveraging and making 
available the necessary resources to 
achieve the goals within fiscal, planning, 
and time constraints. 


• Expanding public services and facilities in 
an orderly and staged manner to respond 
to the growth challenges. 


 
Four outcomes expected from a successful 
growth management effort include: 
 


FEDERAL AGENCIES 


STATE GOVERNMENT 


PRIVATE SECTOR 


 
 


MILITARY DEPARTMENT 
------------------------ 


OFFICE OF ECONOMIC 
ADJUSTMENT LOCAL 


GROWTH MANAGEMENT 
ORGANIZATION 


 STAFF 


PLANNING 
SUB-COMM 


HEALTH 
SUB-COMM  


 EDUCATION 
SUB-COMM 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


------------------------- 
Executive Council 


ECONOMIC 
DEVELOPMENT 


SUB-COMM 


HUMAN 
RESOURCES 
SUB-COMM 


PUBLIC FACILITIES
SUB-COMM 


HOUSING  
SUB-COMM 


EDUCATION
PROVIDERS 


Sources of Assistance Potential Members


LOCAL GOVERNMENTS


UTILITY PROVIDERS 
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1. A positive, workable State and local 
governmental commitment to 
accommodate the growth. 


 
2. A lasting partnership based on 


cooperation and a sharing by all 
affected interests. 


 
3. A determined consensus course of 


action, including an implementation 
strategy. 


 
4. Follow through by all stakeholders so 


growth benefits the community.  
 
An organization can change over time during 
the various phases of the military-induced 
growth:  from pre-impact analysis through 
initial planning, to managing and monitoring 
later growth stages.  It may be appropriate for 
local governments to identify and structure a 
government-based, special purpose 
organization with revenue generating 
authority, should conditions or circumstances 
warrant. 
 
Growth Management Plan 
 
Community growth management begins with 
information on a DoD decision to relocate 
personnel and their dependents to a receiving 
base.  It includes information on the amount 
of direct population growth and its important 
demographic characteristics (e.g., marital 
status, household size, and the number of 
school-age children). 
 
Other important aspects of the growth impacts 
include the number of DoD civilian and 
support-contractor jobs as well as the 
annualized number of construction jobs 
required to support the growth.   
 
In addition to information about the timing of 
the growth, other crucial variables are directly 
related to the size of the impact.  For example, 
the arriving DoD spouse and dependent labor 


force can affect the local area labor supply 
and overall population change. 
 
Planning Consensus 
 
Once reliable estimates of the size and timing 
of direct personnel growth can be made, more 
detailed local assessments can occur. 
 
While military-induced growth will affect 
each community differently, the following are 
potential elements of a growth management 
program:  land use, housing, infrastructure, 
transportation, employment and education.   
Crucial linkages among these elements need 
to be established so that the likely dispersal of 
the off-base, in-migrating population can be 
managed and absorbed without affecting the 
quality of life for existing residents.  
 
In some communities, the amount of new off-
base population may “match” the supply of 
affordable, quality housing and the local 
school system capacity.  In other situations, 
varying and limited “growth-absorbing” 
capacity among several communities means 
that managing growth will be a more complex 
and focused effort. 
 
No matter the context, community growth 
management requires a cooperative 
partnership between the military installation 
and the affected community.  The basis for 
this partnership is the recognition that military 
actions can significantly affect the off-base 
community.  Through a partnership of 
stakeholders, growth management can help a 
community adjust to the affects of that 
growth. 
 
Implementation 
 
An implementation strategy and action plan is 
part of the community growth management 
plan.  Implementation requires capital-
funding arrangements:  for transportation, 
water and sewer systems, public schools, 
health care and social service systems, as well 
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as housing and commercial developments to 
support new population demands and create 
spousal and dependent employment 
opportunities. 
 
Both local and other funding sources will 
depend on a carefully prepared growth 
management implementation strategy, 
including a responsive business plan to “carry 
out” growth activities in a sustainable manner.  
This plan should assess sources of public and 
private capital.  A community that is well 
organized with realistic plans will have the 
“clout” to attract the capital needed to make 
the required investments to support growth.  
Working together with the military, local 
leaders can manage and monitor growth for 
community-wide benefit. 
 
Potential Resources 
 
The President’s Economic Adjustment 
Committee (EAC) is a resource to help 
communities manage growth.  Through the 
EAC a Federal team can be assembled by 
OEA consisting of representatives from key 
Federal agencies that would visit the growth 
location and provide specific advice. 
 
Federal, State, local and private investment 
capital, working together to leverage the 
greatest return on investment, is part of an 
implementation strategy.  Resources will help 
communities in establishing an 
implementation framework and adjustment 
strategy that is responsive to particular fiscal, 
planning and time constraints. 
 
OEA Growth Management Assistance 
 
Where community assistance is not otherwise 
available, OEA may provide technical and 
financial assistance to support community 
growth management.  This assistance is 
designed to help a community assess its 
population absorption capacity, formulate an 
adjustment strategy, and develop and 
implement an action plan to accommodate 


off-base impacts while maintaining the 
quality of life for arriving DoD personnel, 
dependents and the affected community.   
 
Upon a request from either a Military 
Department or an affected State or local 
government entity, OEA will meet with the 
installation commander and local government 
officials to determine the scope of appropriate 
growth management assistance within OEA 
statutory authority.  To qualify for financial 
assistance, the magnitude of the DoD 
personnel increases must meet the following 
statutory thresholds: 
 
• More than 2,000 direct military, civilian 


and contractor DoD personnel (i.e., net 
additional) or, 


• More military, civilian and contractor 
personnel than the number equal to 10 
percent of the number of persons 
employed in counties or independent 
municipalities within 15 miles of the 
installation, whichever is less, and; 


• Federal, State or local community impact 
planning assistance is not otherwise 
available. 


 
Additionally, OEA must make a finding that 
the affected community will experience a 
“direct and significantly adverse 
consequence” based on the direct DoD 
impacts in light of community-specific needs 
and resources.  A grant is made to the single 
State or local governmental entity that is 
sponsoring the growth management program. 
 
For further information on DoD Community 
Growth Management Assistance, please 
contact: 


 
Office of Economic Adjustment 
400 Army Navy Drive, Suite 200 


Arlington, VA 22202-4704 
Phone:  (703) 604-6020 


http://www.oea.gov 
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The Economic Development Administration 


 
The Economic Development Administration's mission is to 
lead the federal economic development agenda by 
promoting innovation and competitiveness, preparing 
American regions for growth and success in the worldwide 
economy. 


 
The Department of Commerce’s Economic Development 
Administration (EDA) administers one of the federal 
government's most important programs for defense 
adjustment at the community level.  Since 1992, EDA has 
awarded $646 million in 385 investments in approximately 
113 counties across 38 states affected by 103 base closures.  
Additionally, EDA received roughly $274 million from the 
Department of Defense (DOD) and $8 million from 
Department of Energy (DOE) appropriations for specially 
targeted defense adjustment projects. 


 
The Defense Economic Adjustment 


Program  
 


EDA’s role in responding to communities impacted by 
military base realignments and closures is guided by 
Executive Order 12788.  Signed in January 1992, and 
updated in May of 2005, Executive Order 12788 serves 
as the coordinating mechanism for the federal 
government’s response to communities impacted by 
Base Realignments and Closures (BRAC). 
 
● Established by Executive Order 12788. 


 
● Coordinates federal economic adjustment assistance  
 necessitated by changes in DOD activities. 
 
● Establishes a Defense Economic Adjustment Program 
 and Economic Adjustment Committee (EAC). 
 
● The EAC, comprised of 22 federal departments and 
 agencies, advises, assists, supports and prepares  
 procedures for the Program and reports annually to the  
 President and Congress. 
 
● The Secretary of Defense serves as the Chair of the  
 EAC. 
 
● The Secretaries of Commerce and Labor serve as Vice  
 Chairs of the EAC. 


 
 
 


How Is BRAC 2005 Different Than 
Other Rounds? 


 
The Largest Single BRAC Round – BRAC 2005 
recommends 33 major base closures, 29 major 
realignments, and 775 minor closures or realignments. 
 
Affects Reserve and National Guard Facilities as well 
as Active Bases.    
  
Reflects Redeployment of Military to U.S. Soil – BRAC 
2005 reflects growth at some facilities for troops 
returning from abroad.  Growth issues can include 
community utility, transportation infrastructure, 
educational facilities and overall capacity. 
 
Increase in Efficiency – The Secretary of Defense is 
committed to expediting the process of base closure, 
property disposal and community economic recovery. 
 


Community Assistance 
 


Through September 30, 2004, federal agencies have 
collectively provided $1.9 billion in assistance in 
previous BRAC rounds (1988, 1991, 1993, and 1995)  
The primary agencies providing assistance include: 
 
Department of Labor: $223 million to help communities 
retrain dislocated workers.  www.dol.gov 
 
Department of Transportation: $760 million to assist with 
converting former military airfields to civilian use. 
www.faa.gov 
 
Department of Defense: $280 million to help communities 
to plan and carry out adjustment strategies, including base 
reuse.  www.oea.gov 
 
Department of Commerce: $646 million to assist 
communities’ improvements and other site activities.* 
www.eda.gov 


 
*The Economic Development Administration obligated a total of 
$963 million including oversight of Office of Economic 
Adjustment and Department of Energy investments.  
 


   
 
 
 


EDA’S Economic Adjustment Program 
 
The Economic Adjustment Program assists state and local 
interests design and implement strategies to adjust or 
bring about change to an economy.  The program focuses 
on areas that have experienced or are under threat of 
serious structural damage to the underlying economic 
base. 


  
The Economic Adjustment Program predominantly 
supports two types of investment activities: 


 
Strategic Planning - Strategy investments help organize 
and carry out a planning process resulting in a 
Comprehensive Economic Development Strategy (CEDS) 
tailored to the community's specific economic problems 
and opportunities. 
 
Project Implementation - Implementation investments 
support activities identified in an EDA-approved CEDS. 
Activities may include, but are not limited to, the creation 
of strategically targeted business development and 
financing programs such as, construction of infrastructure 
improvements, organizational development and market or 
industry research and analysis.  


 
Additional EDA Resources 


 
EDA’s Other Applicable Investment Programs: 
 


Public Works – The Public Works Program empowers 
distressed communities to revitalize, expand, and upgrade 
their physical infrastructure to attract new industry, 
encourage business expansion, diversify local economies, 
and generate or retain long-term, private sector jobs and 
investment. 


 
Trade Adjustment – EDA uses a national network of 
eleven Trade Adjustment Assistance Centers to help 
manufacturers and producers affected by increased 
imports prepare and implement strategies to guide their 
economic recovery. 
 
Technical Assistance – The Technical Assistance 
Program helps fill the knowledge and information gaps 
that may prevent leaders in the public and nonprofit 
sectors in distressed areas from making optimal decisions 
on local economic development issues.  


 
 







Success Stories 
 


Pease Air Force Base (NH):  EDA infrastructure investments 
helped create the Pease International Tradeport.  The Tradeport 
is now the host to over 155 tenants and over 6,800 jobs – all of 
which has generated over $280 million in private investment. 


 
Hunters Point Annex (CA):  EDA reuse planning investment 
and causeway construction helped generate 1,150 new civilian 
jobs.  


 
Glenview Naval Air Station (IL):  An EDA construction 
investment assisted with increase in 4,098 new civilian jobs.   


 
Williams Air Force Base (AZ):  EDA supported infrastructure 
improvements and engineering investments helped provide an 
estimated 3,704 new civilian jobs.  The base is now Williams 
Gateway Airport, an international aviation and aerospace center 
and foreign trade zone. 


 
Of the previous BRAC Rounds, 21 communities have enjoyed 
over 150% civilian jobs recovery rate; 20 of these did it with 
assistance from the Economic Development Administration. 


 
How To Get Started 


 
Strategic Planning: 
Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) 
For strategic base reuse planning assistance, contact the 
Office of Economic Adjustment, Department of Defense, at 
703-604-6020 or visit their Web site: www.oea.gov 
 
Economic Adjustment 
Strategy Development and Implementation: 
Economic Development Administration (EDA) 
For economic adjustment strategy development and 
implementation, contact the appropriate EDA Regional 
Office (listed on the following page) to obtain additional 
EDA program information, application instructions and 
forms.  EDA regulations and other information are 
available on the EDA Web site: www.eda.gov 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 


EDA Regional Contacts 
 
 


Atlanta Regional Office 
404-730-3002 


(AL, FL, GA, KY, MS, NC, SC, TN) 
 


Austin Regional Office 
512-381-8144 


(AR, LA, NM, OK, TX) 
 


Chicago Regional Office 
312-353-7706 


(IL, IN, MI, MN, OH, WI) 
 


Denver Regional Office 
303-844-4715 


(CO, IA, KS, MO, MT, NE, ND, SD, UT, WY) 
 


Philadelphia Regional Office 
215-597-4603 


(CT, DE, DC, ME, MD, MA, NH, NJ, NY, PA, PR, RI, VT, 
VA, VI, WV) 


 
Seattle Regional Office 


206-220-7660 
(AK, AZ, CA, HI, ID, NV, OR, WA, American Samoa, N. 


Marina Islands, Guam, Fed. States of Micronesia, Rep. of 
Marshall Islands, Rep. of Palau) 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
U.S. Department of Commerce 


1401 Constitution Ave, N.W. 
Washington, D.C. 20230 


www.doc.gov 
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The U.S. Department of Defense (DoD), Office of the Deputy Under
Secretary of Defense (Installations and Environment)/Environmental
Management (ODUSD(I&E)/EM) has prepared this Early Transfer
Authority (ETA) Guide to assist Military Components in the disposal of
surplus property using the provision for early transfer in the
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability
Act (CERCLA).  ETA applies to all federal property, but has proven to be
especially effective at some base closure sites where its application
facilitates accelerated property reuse by streamlining the transfer,
cleanup, and redevelopment of environmentally contaminated property.


As environmental restoration and cleanup programs progress,
opportunities to return contaminated properties to productive use are
increasing.  ETA gives DoD the opportunity to dispose of environmentally
contaminated property for the purposes of both cleanup and
redevelopment faster than traditional transfer methods.  DoD currently
has surplus property, primarily as a result of military base closures under
the base realignment and closure (BRAC) program.  Some of this
property is environmentally contaminated, and legally, DoD may not
transfer property until all necessary environmental remedial actions have
been taken.  ETA provides an exception to this requirement, authorizing
DoD to transfer the property before completing remedial actions, when
certain conditions are met.1  By executing an early transfer, DoD may
transfer the property to a redeveloper who can conduct cleanup and
redevelopment activities concurrently, saving time and money.


Although ETA is available to any federal agency seeking to transfer
federal property, it is particularly useful for property that DoD intends to
transfer under the BRAC program.  Since Congress granted this
authority in 1996, only 19 early transfers of former DoD property have
been completed.  There are several possible reasons why the Military
Components have not used ETA widely up to this point.  One primary


1 CERCLA § 120(h) sets conditions for exercising authority to grant early transfer.
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reason is that transferring contaminated property requires
understanding, allocating, and managing environmental, legal, and
financial risks.  Other factors can preclude taking advantage of ETA,
such as community adversity to and lack of understanding of the risks,
lack of support from state and local environmental regulators, lack of
understanding of the legal requirements by state and local regulators,
funding constraints, and unfamiliarity with ETA and its potential benefits.


DoD believes that community and environmental regulator concerns with
ETA stem from a lack of information regarding what ETA is, how it is
used, and how the process ensures the protection of public health,
safety, and the environment.  Because so few have been completed, the
Department believes ETA is underutilized and has prepared this guide to
foster a better understanding of ETA’s benefits and processes.


Property that makes an ideal candidate for early transfer is compatible
with the anticipated future use, has manageable environmental
contamination, is marketable, and has community interest and public
support.  The critical considerations for DoD are the legal, financial, and
environmental risks associated with transferring the property before
completing environmental remediation.  Other factors include real estate
and market forces that determine the near-term desirability of the
property for reuse and environmental contamination issues.  Regulator
and community support play a significant role in whether an early
transfer is practical or possible.  The early transfers achieved to date
have been based on building strong relationships between all parties as
they work through the site-specific circumstances and weigh the risks
and benefits of early transfer opportunities.
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1. ABOUT THIS GUIDE


This guide provides information about early transfer and associated
issues and explains how ETA can facilitate the transfer and productive
reuse of contaminated DoD property.  It provides information for Military
Component personnel and state and local environmental regulators on
how to recognize situations where early transfer may be beneficial by
examining three examples of successful early transfers.  This guide also
describes the steps necessary to complete an early transfer, explains the
early transfer process, and provides a list of resources for additional
information about ETA.


This document focuses on the requirements set by CERCLA and DoD
guidance.  The U.S. Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) (for
National Priorities List, or NPL, sites) and individual states, however, may
have their own regulations, policies, and guidance on early transfer.
Military Components should determine and follow applicable federal and
state regulations and policies.  This guide is not a substitute for or
intended to modify any implementing regulations, policies, or guidance.


While this guide is primarily intended for Military Component personnel
who manage environmental cleanup, the roles of other Military
Component personnel, including legal counsel and those who manage
real estate and other transactions, are discussed as well.  This guide
also addresses the roles of non-DoD parties who are integral to the ETA
process, including EPA, the General Services Administration (GSA),
state environmental regulators, prospective purchasers, local
government entities, Local Redevelopment Authorities (LRAs), and the
public.  Community members interested in the mechanics of early
transfers may find this useful as an informational resource.


Because property disposal authority for non-BRAC, surplus DoD real
property generally rests with GSA, GSA representatives will normally be
involved as the property disposal agent for the early transfer of non-
BRAC DoD property.  The Military Component, however, will remain
responsible for handling the environmental issues and preparing and
submitting the documentation necessary for the determination of
suitability for early transfer.
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Selected materials appended to this guide provide additional information
and supporting documentation, including statutory language, guidance
documents, a glossary, and a roster of early transfers executed to date.
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2. WHAT IS EARLY TRANSFER
AUTHORITY?


CERCLA requires that federal agencies complete all environmental
remedial action before transferring property by deed to a nonfederal
entity.  In 1996, Congress amended CERCLA to provide a mechanism by
which a state governor, or a governor and the EPA Administrator for sites
listed on the NPL, could approve a property transfer before all
environmental remediation is completed.  The law, as amended, sets the
conditions that must be met and the determinations that must be made
before such a transfer can occur.  Both DoD and EPA have issued
guidance on the implementation of this authority.  The relevant parts of
CERCLA and the federal guidance documents are provided at the end of
this guide.


When an early transfer occurs, ownership of the property moves from
DoD to another party, but DoD, per CERCLA, retains all legal liability and
responsibility for environmental remediation of contamination existing at
the time of transfer of the property.  Prior to completing the transfer, the
parties will reach an agreement as to whether DoD, the property
recipient, or a combination of both parties will finish the cleanup
post-transfer.


Property transfer using ETA has several advantages over traditional
property transfer methods.  This section describes traditional transfers
and early transfers, and explains how early transfers integrate cleanup
and redevelopment activities, increase investment in property, put
property on local tax rolls sooner, and create jobs and revenue for
the community.


Under traditional property transfers, DoD may
transfer property by deed to a nonfederal entity
after all environmental remedial action has been
taken, as required by CERCLA.  Specifically,
CERCLA requires that the federal agency
transferring property on which any hazardous
substance was stored, released, or disposed of,


WHAT IS THE
TRADITIONAL
METHOD OF
TRANSFER?
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provide a covenant in the deed that warrants that
all remedial action necessary to protect human
health and the environment with respect to any
hazardous substance remaining on the property
has been taken before the date of such transfer.2


Because CERCLA requires other covenants that
are not germane to the early transfer issue, any
reference to “the CERCLA covenant” in this
guide refers only to this covenant.  This CERCLA
covenant is not required if the transferee is
potentially responsible for causing the
contamination.


Under CERCLA, “all remedial action” has been
taken when:


Construction and installation of an approved
remedial design has been completed, and


The remedy has been demonstrated to
the Administrator of the EPA to be “operating
properly and successfully” (OPS).  A remedy
will be determined to be OPS if a remedial
action is operating as designed, and if its
operation will achieve the cleanup levels or
performance goals delineated in the decision
document.  Additionally, in order to be
successful, the remedy must be protective of
human health and the environment.  A remedy
must receive an OPS determination from EPA
in situations where the operation of the remedy
is ongoing, such as a pump-and-treat system.


2 CERCLA § 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I).  Pertinent excerpts for the statute are appended to
this guide.


“Early transfer,” as used in this guide, is the
transfer by deed of federal property by DoD to a
nonfederal entity before all remedial actions on
the property have been taken.  CERCLA requires


WHAT IS
AN EARLY
TRANSFER?
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that DoD clean up contaminated property to
protect human health and the environment
prior to transferring property by deed.  At any
one time, DoD may have a significant amount
of property to transfer, only a portion of which
has environmental contamination.  This results
in the entire property sitting unused for years
while environmental restoration is ongoing.
To overcome this problem, Congress amended
CERCLA to authorize a deferral of the CERCLA
covenant that requires all remedial actions to
be completed before federal property is
transferred.  This allows the community to
beneficially reuse property sooner and the
redeveloper to integrate cleanup and
development, saving time and money.


Either a state governor (for properties not listed
on the NPL) or the EPA Administrator3 with the
state governor’s concurrence (for sites listed on
the NPL) may defer the CERCLA covenant after
making the required findings based on DoD’s
assurances.  The specific findings and
assurances required for a deferral are discussed
in detail in Section 3 of this guide.


Upon approval to defer the covenant, DoD may
proceed with the early transfer.  After DoD
transfers the property and completes all remedial
actions, the Department provides a warranty to
the transferee that all response actions have
been completed.  The transferee must then
record the warranty with the deed to the property.


3 The EPA Administrator, through delegation of authority 14-41, delegated this authority to
the EPA Regional Administrators.
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WHAT ARE
THE BENEFITS
OF EARLY
TRANSFER?


DoD has used ETA intermittently since its
adoption in 1996.  Based on the early transfers to
date, using ETA benefits communities and DoD
both economically and environmentally.  It
integrates cleanup and redevelopment,
ensuring contamination is remediated to levels
necessary for the intended use while
simultaneously taking advantage of the inherent
cost savings by addressing remediation
requirements with planning and construction on
the property.  Using ETA also increases
opportunities for property investment and
generation of tax revenues, allows for property
reuse sooner, and removes DoD from the
business of managing property that is surplus or
designated for divestiture.


Increasing the use of ETA will give more
communities the opportunity to take advantage of
these benefits as well as increase the
benefits to DoD.  These benefits, however, will
not be realized without all involved parties
investing time and effort, understanding and
accepting a variety of risks, and trusting each
other.  The following section describes some of
the advantages of using ETA for communities
and DoD.


Integrating Cleanup and Redevelopment


In a traditional property transfer, the remedial
action and redevelopment must occur
consecutively.  ETA allows DoD to divest the
property prior to taking all remedial action.  This
makes it possible for the property recipient to
fully integrate environmental cleanup activities
with redevelopment activities.  Such integration
can dramatically increase efficiency, saving time
and money.  For example, under a traditional
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Figure 1:  Traditional vs. ETA Cleanup and Transfer
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transfer approach, DoD may remove soil
contamination by physically digging a ditch,
treating the soil, and then replacing the treated
soil.  Later, a developer may excavate the site in
order to build the foundation for a building, install
utilities, or change elevations to support
redevelopment, again removing the soil.  If these
activities were integrated, the soil could be
removed and shipped off-site for treatment or
disposal while the redevelopment is ongoing,
eliminating the unnecessary step of replacing
and again removing the soil.  By integrating
cleanup and redevelopment, three important
outcomes can be realized:


Planned reuse is aligned with
existing conditions.


Cleanup is done just once, and done
to the appropriate levels for reuse.


Property will be reused significantly faster.


Figure 1 illustrates how time is saved by
overlapping cleanup, transfer, and
redevelopment activities with an early transfer as
opposed to consecutively conducting these
activities in a traditional cleanup scenario.
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4 U.S. General Accounting Office. Military Base Closures: Progress in Completing Actions
from Prior Realignments and Closures.  GAO-02-433, April 5, 2002.


While saving time is important and has numerous
benefits, other potential benefits associated with
expediting transfer and reuse include cost
savings and achieving environmental benefits
sooner.  For example, in the excavation scenario
mentioned previously, DoD would save money by
not replacing the soil, and the redeveloper would
save money by not removing the soil.


Remediating to the Level Necessary for the
Intended Use


Integrating land use planning and site
remediation decisions early in the remedial
process and matching the remedy with the reuse
can save time and money by establishing
contaminant cleanup levels early and
remediating to cleanup levels appropriate for the
intended land use.  For example, property that is
intended to be used for industrial purposes does
not require the same cleanup levels as property
intended for residential use.  An April 2002 report
issued by the U.S. General Accounting Office
(GAO) confirmed this benefit, suggesting that
early transfers may reduce difficulties
establishing the extent of cleanup required for
transfer and minimize the conflict over the
property’s reuse.4  This means avoiding both
spending time and money remediating beyond
what is needed for reuse, and unnecessarily
limiting reuse options after remedy selection.
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Protection from Liability Defined


As part of every transfer of DoD property, the property
recipient is afforded protection from liability by a
CERCLA §120(h) covenant for environmental
contamination caused by DoD.  The federal government
is responsible for cleaning up any contamination that
can be attributed to DoD activities discovered after the
property is transferred.  For BRAC property, an
additional protection is the indemnification provided by
the National Defense Authorization Act for FY93.  DoD
indemnifies transferees and lessees of base closure
property from legal action for releases or threatened
releases of hazardous substances resulting from DoD
activities. In addition to the protections DoD provides
by law, the use of commercial environmental insurance
may provide added assurance about future liability and
assist in attracting financing and stimulating investment
in former DoD property.


Increasing Opportunities for Investment in
the Property


Property ownership opens financing
opportunities for the transferee.  One of the more
difficult tasks for a community is finding a
redeveloper and financing for the property.
Before securing the title to the property, most
developers, banks, and other investors are not
willing to take a risk and invest their time and
money on a venture that may not come to
fruition.  Whether funding comes from local bond
issues, private investors, grants, or other
sources, the recipient can more easily get loans
for cleanup and redevelopment by using the
property as collateral.  Developers are also able
to attract investors and obtain long-term
commitments from industrial or retail lessees
because they already own the property.
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Under an ETA scenario, a variety of options for
conducting and funding the cleanup are
available.  Depending on the terms of the
cleanup agreement, DoD, the transferee, or
another party may conduct or fund the cleanup;
however, DoD remains responsible for ensuring
that all necessary response actions have been
taken.  Before transfer, DoD and the transferee
must agree about which party will perform or
complete the cleanup after the transfer occurs.
Three types of agreements are possible:


DoD executes the cleanup.


Property recipient executes the cleanup.


Both DoD and the property recipient execute
cleanup activities.


WHAT ARE THE
OPTIONS FOR
EXECUTING
CLEANUP?


Reusing the Property Sooner


Early transfers put property back into productive
use sooner and benefit the local community by
creating new jobs, generating revenue, and
putting federal property back on the local tax rolls
much earlier.


Removing DoD from the Business of
Managing Property


DoD benefits from early transfers because, by
divesting the property sooner, DoD reduces
expenses associated with maintaining the
property and may even gain revenue from the
sale.  In addition, by transferring rather than
leasing the property, DoD reduces both its
landlord responsibilities and liability as a federal
property owner.
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DoD conducts all cleanup activities in full
compliance with CERCLA and the National
Contigency Plan.


DoD Executes the Cleanup


DoD may execute the cleanup and work with the
property recipient to incorporate the
redevelopment plans with the cleanup.  The
remediation at Grissom Air Force Base, Indiana,
is an example of a situation in which DoD
conducted the cleanup.  Grissom Air Force Base
was closed during the 1991 BRAC round.  The
entire Grissom installation is approximately 2,722
acres, and the portion closed under BRAC is
1,345 acres.


The Air Force negotiated the early transfer of
201 acres to the State of Indiana in June 1997.
Contamination included underground storage
tanks, a hydrant system, fire training areas,
landfills, and a fuel sludge weathering site.
During negotiations, the state regulators
 wanted the Air Force to retain the responsibility
and liability for cleanup.  The Air Force
provided assurances both verbally and in the
relevant documents that it would indeed retain
these responsibilities.


Indiana redeveloped the property into a state
correctional facility.  The remaining properties are
part of the Grissom Aeroplex complex, catering to
several businesses.  The Grissom
Redevelopment Authority continues to transform
the installation into an area that includes housing,
retail and office space, industrial facilities, green
fields, and an aviation complex.  There are over
20 businesses currently in the Grissom
Aeroplex complex.
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Property Recipient Executes the Cleanup


In some cases, the property recipient may want
to conduct the cleanup activities to better
integrate cleanup with the redevelopment.
Depending on the agreement between the
recipient and DoD, DoD may provide funding for
some or all of the cleanup activities through an
environmental services cooperative agreement
(ESCA) or other contract mechanism.  The
specifics of such an agreement are explained
later in this document.  Once the property is
conveyed, the property recipient works with the
appropriate environmental regulators to conduct
the cleanup.  The property recipient at the U.S.
Naval Fleet Industrial Supply Center (FISC)
Oakland, California, achieved regulatory closure
of the contaminated portions of the property after
transfer by addressing site remedies in the
context of its $700 million intermodal shipping
terminal construction project.


FISC Oakland was designated for closure in the
1995 BRAC round.  In June 1999, a 201-acre
portion of the property was conveyed via early
transfer.  The remaining 330 acres were
environmentally suitable for transfer and were
transferred without early transfer authority.  The
Navy and the transferee, the Port of Oakland,
entered into an ESCA wherein the Port agreed to
complete the environmental remediation and
long-term monitoring for a fixed price.  This
allowed the Port to use portions of its
redevelopment project as components of the
remediation project.  For example, the Port
dredged the ship channel and used the dredged
material and concrete paving in the container
yard to cap the environmental sites.  The Navy
and Port agreed to two limitations on the Port’s
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responsibilities for cleanup — the ESCA would
apply only during the construction period for the
Port’s redevelopment project, and the Navy
would return in the event the Port encountered
unknown conditions of “catastrophic” proportions,
including munitions or radiological materials.  The
Port agreed to be responsible for any unknown
environmental problems that could occur during
construction to eliminate the risk of costly delays
due to the need to call the Navy back for any
“noncatastrophic” cleanup.


In addition, the Port acquired insurance to cap its
environmental cleanup costs and to cover
unforeseen environmental conditions discovered
during construction.


To address the state regulators’ concerns, the
Port of Oakland and the State of California
environmental regulators, under the leadership of
California’s Department of Toxic Substance
Control, entered into a Consent Agreement.  The
Consent Agreement established the
requirements and commitments by the parties to
manage the post-conveyance cleanup, once the
property was no longer federal land.  Since then,
the Navy has issued a final CERCLA warranty.
Now the Port of Oakland is responsible for future
monitoring and reporting.  In the end, the form
and substance of the agreements proved to be a
workable framework for the parties to fulfill their
responsibilities, goals, and objectives with
minimum conflict and clear lines of responsibility.


Both DoD and the Property Recipient Execute
Cleanup Activities


DoD and the recipient may decide to execute
cleanup activites together.  For example, DoD
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and the LRA are executing cleanup activities at
Mare Island, California, where the Navy retained
responsibility for chemical, biological, and some
munitions issues, while the property recipients
undertook the routine site remediation efforts.


The Mare Island Naval Shipyard was identified
for closure during the 1993 BRAC round.  The
Mare Island early transfer process comprised two
major real estate transactions.  The Eastern
Parcel (approximately 700 acres) encompasses
the main industrial and development core of the
base, and the Western Parcel (approximately
2,800 acres) includes some developed areas as
well as dredge ponds, tidelands, marshes, and
submerged lands that revert to the State of
California under legal agreements dating back
more than 150 years.


The Navy and LRA entered into an ESCA for the
Eastern Parcel, valued at $78 million, to be
funded over three years.  The Eastern Parcel will
be remediated by the City of Vallejo’s master
developer, Lennar Mare Island, and Lennar’s
environmental contractor under a development
contract with the City of Vallejo.  The governor
approved the covenant deferral for the Eastern
Parcel in 2001, and the Navy transferred the
Eastern Parcel by deed to the LRA in 2002.


The Navy and the city agreed to a separate
ESCA, funded at $53 million over six years, to
complete the regulatory closure process on the
2,800 acres of reversionary lands that were
subject to the early transfer, as well as
remediation and regulatory closure of additional
reversionary lands that will transfer to the state
when cleanup actions are completed.  The LRA,
through a remediation contractor, is remediating
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the Western Parcel under a leasing agreement
with the state.  It will operate the dredge ponds,
providing cost-effective uplands disposal sites to
support San Francisco Bay-area dredging
projects in the near future.  As required by the
State of California, the LRA obtained
environmental insurance under each of the
ESCAs to cap its environmental cleanup costs
and to cover unforeseen environmental
conditions discovered during construction.  The
Navy retains some cleanup responsibility for
adjacent lands as well as funding responsibilities
if certain contaminants that were excluded from
the ESCAs (such as radiological or biological
materials) are encountered during the cleanups.
The governor approved the covenant deferral for
the Western Parcel and the Navy transferred this
parcel by deed to the State of California in 2002.


The professional commitments, perseverance,
technical skills, and cooperation among the Navy,
community, state and federal environmental
regulatory agencies, and other stakeholders
made the early transfer process successful for
both the Eastern and Western Parcels, even
though the complexity of the agreements
required considerably more time than originally
anticipated.  The stakeholders involved in the
process dealt with issues of residual
polychlorinated biphenyls, Resource
Conservation and Recovery Act (RCRA) permits,
asbestos, unexploded ordnance, and other
challenges, and addressed them in negotiations.
The efforts of the city council and support of the
Congressional delegation were especially helpful
in making the ETA a success.


The current redevelopment process includes
large real estate development firms and world-
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class environmental cleanup contractors working
for and with the City of Vallejo to implement the
community reuse plan.  The redevelopment has
created more than 1,000 new jobs in fields such
as custom metal fabrication, commercial paints
and coatings, commercial lumber distribution,
and elementary education.  The early transfers
made it possible to move the industrial areas
onto the local tax rolls immediately and to
accelerate private investment, economic
development, and job generation several years
earlier than would have otherwise been possible.
The beneficial effects of these precedent-setting
agreements will be felt throughout the region and
State of California.  The LRA is transforming the
historic Mare Island Shipyard into a major
commercial, retail, and recreational destination
located in the northern portion of the San
Francisco Bay at the apex of major interstate
highways and the entrance to Napa Valley.


The documents required for these agreements
are discussed more thoroughly in Sections 4,
How to Execute an Early Transfer, and 5, Tools
for Executing an Early Transfer.
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3. REQUIREMENTS FOR AN
EARLY TRANSFER


Although any federal property is eligible for early transfer, the property
must meet certain statutory requirements and be a viable candidate for
an early transfer.  An ideal candidate for early transfer is property that is
compatible with the anticipated future use, has manageable
environmental contamination, is marketable, and has community
support.  DoD and the property recipient must place proper restrictions
on the property to protect human health and the environment until all
necessary response actions have been taken.  The recipient and
environmental regulators must agree on responsibilities and timetables
for remediation after transfer.  DoD must demonstrate that it has or will
request adequate funding for remedial action.  This section discusses
the statutory criteria and other factors necessary for an early transfer.


CERCLA requires that the Military Component
must demonstrate to the state governor, and the
EPA Administrator for properties listed on the
NPL, that the contaminated property meets four
criteria before ETA may be exercised.5  These
criteria are intended to ensure that the proposed
transfer and subsequent reuse do not pose an
unacceptable risk to human health and the
environment.  Once the state governor (and the
EPA Administrator when appropriate) determines
that these four conditions are satisfied, they may
defer the CERCLA covenant and approve the
early transfer.  To be considered for early
transfer, the Military Component must
demonstrate that:


The property is suitable for the intended use
and the intended use is consistent
with protection of human health and
the environment


5 CERCLA § 120(h)(3)(C).


WHAT ARE THE
FOUR LEGAL
CRITERIA
FOR EARLY
TRANSFER?
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The deed or other agreement for property
transfer contains the following four assurances:


– Any use restrictions on the property
necessary to ensure the protection of
human health and the environment will
be implemented


– There will be use restrictions necessary to
ensure that required remedial and oversight
activities will not be disrupted


– All necessary response actions will be taken,
and the schedules for investigating and
completing all necessary response actions,
as approved by the appropriate
environmental regulatory agency, will
be identified


– The Military Component will submit to
the Director of the Office of Management
and Budget (OMB) a budget request
that adequately addresses schedules
for investigation and completion of all
necessary response actions, subject
to congressional authorizations
and appropriations


The Military Component has published a notice
of the proposed transfer and has provided an
opportunity for public comment, within a period
of not less than 30 days


Early transfer will not substantially
delay any necessary response actions
on the property.


Although there are not specifically prescribed
processes to meet the four criteria, DoD has
historically compiled a documentation package,
otherwise known as the CERCLA Covenant
Deferral Request (CDR) package, to meet the
legal requirements.  This documentation is based
on DoD guidance and the Military Components’
experience.  The CDR package, its development,
and approval process are discussed in Section 4.
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The four statutory criteria are described below.


Criterion 1:  Property Must be Suitable
for Intended Use and Consistent
With Protections


Whether the intended reuse is compatible with
protecting human health and the environment
must be considered when determining if the
property is suitable for  early transfer.  Often
restrictions on land use may be appropriate to
control exposure to existing contamination during
the covenant deferral period, and in some cases
after remediation is complete.  In such cases, the
Military Component, EPA, state environmental
regulator, and property recipient must understand
the use limitations during and after cleanup.  For
example, the transferee should understand that it
would not be able to use contaminated
groundwater or place a child care facility on
property suitable for industrial uses.  Land use
restrictions, whether temporary during the
covenant deferral period or permanent after
remediation is complete, ensure that users are
not subject to exposure pathways.  These
restrictions can be modified over time as the
remediation progresses and exposure pathways
change.  For example, an area of contaminated
soil could be turned into a parking lot, or a
building restricted to industrial use could become
available for unrestricted use after remediation
is completed.


Criterion 2:  The Deed or Other Property
Transfer Agreement Contains Assurances


All involved parties must understand and
consider the legal, financial, and environmental
risks associated with transferring the property
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before completing environmental remediation.
The assurances contained in the deed or other
property transfer agreement are one way to build
confidence with federal and state regulators that
the Military Component will retain ultimate
responsibility for the cleanup and protect human
health and the environment.  These assurances
provide for:


Protection of human health and the
environment through any necessary 
land use restrictions


Undisrupted remediation and
oversight activities


Complete and timely cleanup


The Military Component budgeting
for the remediation.


Criterion 3:  The Public Notice Requirement
Is Met


The Military Component is statutorily required to
give the public notice and opportunity to
comment on an early transfer.  The Military
Component must place a notice of the proposed
early transfer in the local newspaper and give the
public 30 days to comment on the suitability of
the property for early transfer.  While this is the
only legal requirement for public participation,
DoD policy is to involve the local community in
the environmental restoration process as early as
possible and to seek continued community
involvement throughout the process.  This also
helps to build the community’s trust and support
for the early transfer and provides an opportunity
to address community concerns prior to the
required public review.
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Criterion 4:  Early Transfer Will Not Delay
Response Actions


The last major criterion in determining suitability
for an early transfer is the requirement that the
CERCLA covenant deferral and property transfer
will not substantially delay remedial activity.
Early transfer’s potential benefits cannot come at
the expense of necessary environmental cleanup
activities.  In some cases where the Military
Component is conducting the cleanup, the
remediation activities could interfere with the
transferee’s ability to redevelop the property.  For
example, extensive soil contamination that
requires substantial use of heavy equipment on a
site could be problematic for reuse.  A property
with contaminated groundwater but with access
to potable water might require a relatively small
area for remediation and be better suited for
reuse.  Synchronizing cleanup and
redevelopment activities requires extensive
coordination between the parties and may be
best served if the transferee conducts
the remediation.


While all surplus properties are eligible to be
transferred before all remedial action is taken,
not every property is a viable candidate for early
transfer.  There are a variety of considerations
that must be evaluated when deciding if property
is suitable or desirable for early transfer.  The
critical considerations for DoD are the legal,
financial, and environmental risks associated with
transferring the property before completing
environmental remediation.  Other factors include
real estate and market forces, environmental
contamination issues, intended reuse, and
regulator and community support, all playing a


WHAT SITES
ARE SUITABLE
FOR EARLY
TRANSFER?
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role in determining whether an early transfer is
practical or possible.  There is no simple formula
or checklist to determine which properties are
suitable for early transfer.  The early transfers to
date have been based on building strong
relationships between all parties where good
communication and mutual goal setting are
paramount to work through the site-specific
circumstances.  All involved parties must
consider the circumstances, weigh the risks and
benefits, and work together to find mutually
agreeable solutions.


Environmental Impact Analysis Defined


As part of reuse planning, the Military Components must
consider all reasonable disposal alternatives and their
respective environmental consequences prior to
disposing of property.  This process, required by the
National Environmental Policy Act, is intended to help
the Military Components make informed and
environmentally responsible disposal decisions.  NEPA
requires analysis of impacts to natural and cultural
resources (e.g., historic structures, wetlands, threatened
and endangered species, Native American sites, and
others), and the Military Component may be required to
consult with other federal and state agencies before
making final property disposal decisions.  For surplus
property, the redevelopment plan, if available and to the
extent legally permissible, will be the primary factor in
the development of the proposed action, reasonable
alternatives, and effects analysis in the NEPA process
for the disposal action.







May 2004 23


Depending on the terms of the cleanup
agreement, DoD, the property recipient, or
another party may conduct or fund the cleanup.
Regardless of who conducts the cleanup, there
are legal, financial, and environmental risks
associated with transferring the property before
completing environmental remediation.  DoD’s
goal is to minimize these risks.  Experience to
date has also demonstrated that even when risks
seem apparent in preliminary proposals for early
transfers, the senior decision makers can often
find alternatives that better balance risks and
benefits through meaningful exchanges of
information, including goals and objectives,
followed by detailed discussions.  Some tools for
minimizing risk include environmental insurance,
fixed-price contracts for environmental
remediation, and consent agreements.  The early
transfer successes to date have occurred
because decision makers on both sides have put
considerable effort into working together to find
viable and balanced solutions.


The local government entity, redeveloper, or LRA
(in the case of BRAC property) examines real
estate market forces and determines whether the
property is desirable.  Such an analysis may
include examining whether the real estate market
in the area is favorable, whether the property is in
a desirable location, or whether a specific site
affects the ability to effectively market the entire
property.  For example, a property may be more
marketable if divided into parcels.  If the source
of contamination is a landfill located in the middle
of the property, however, dividing the land into
parcels for an early transfer may not be feasible
or desirable.







24      ETA Guide


As discussed previously, the type of
contamination may also affect whether the
property is appropriate for early transfer.  The
Military Component and prospective transferee
should assess whether the condition of the
property is compatible with the intended use.
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4. HOW TO EXECUTE AN
EARLY TRANSFER


The primary focus of excuting an early transfer is satisfying the four legal
criteria in CERCLA that are discussed in Section 3.  Although there is not
a specifically prescribed process to fulfill the four criteria, DoD has
identified some suggested steps to meet the legal requirements based
on DoD guidance and the Military Components’ previous experience.
The eight steps outlined below facilitate compiling documentation for an
early transfer.  Figure 2 summarizes the steps.  Additionally, Military
Components should identify and follow any applicable federal and state
regulations and policies.


It is DoD policy to involve the local community in the environmental
restoration process as early as possible and to continue this involvement
throughout the environmental restoration process.  DoD is also fully
committed to the substantive involvement of federal and state regulators
throughout the environmental restoration process.  Military Components
responsible for environmental restoration activities should take proactive
steps to identify and address issues of concern to all stakeholders.
These efforts should have the overall goal of ensuring that decisions
regarding environmental restoration activities reflect a broad spectrum of
stakeholder input.  Opportunities to communicate with regulators and the
community are identified throughout the process.  Adopting a proactive
stance toward partnering and taking advantage of these opportunities for
communication will increase the probablility of a successful early transfer
with minimal conflict.


BEFORE
TRANSFER


An early transfer cannot occur without a property
recipient, support from the Military Component,
agreement from regulatory agencies, approval by
the governor and, in the case of NPL sites, the
Administrator of EPA.  Either the prospective
recipient or the Military Component may initiate
discussions on the early transfer process.  The
prospective recipient may recognize the
property’s potential for development and will
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Figure 2:  Process Flow for Transfers Under the
Early Transfer Authority


Request for Property Transfer Under ETA


Is available
documentation adequate?


(BEC/BCT)


Yes


No


STEP 3:
Coordinate with governor


and environmental
regulators


(Development Team)


Step 6: Develop Responsiveness Summary and
submit final CDR Package
(Development Team/BEC)


Step 5:  Invite public participation
(Development Team/BEC)


STEP 1: Organize CDR Development Team
(Component Program Manager)


STEP 2:  Identify information and develop a schedule for submission of CDR
(Development Team/Component Program Manager)


Modify schedule and collect
additional information


(Development Team/BCT)


Response Activity
(Component or Transferee)


Has all remedial
action been taken or is the
remedy operating properly


and successfully?
(Component/EPA)


STEP 8: Provide warranty to satisfy CERCLA 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I)
(Component program manager/Component real estate personnel/Component legal counsel)


Yes


No


Will transferee
 be conducting cleanup?


Notify ODUSD(I&E)
Environmental Management


(BEC)
Yes


Step 4: Begin development of draft CDR package
(Development Team/BEC/Component real estate personnel/Component legal counsel)


No


Revise CDR package
per Governor and/or


EPA concerns
(Development Team)


Are concerns
raised by Governor


(and/or EPA if NPL)?
Yes


Step 7:  Transfer property and notify ODUSD(I&E) Environmental Management
(Component program manager/Component real estate personnel/Component legal counsel)


No


Review institutional control requirements; modify and document as appropriate
(BEC/Component legal counsel/EPA/state environmental regulator)
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contact the Military Component representative to
indicate an interest in using ETA.  Conversely,
the Military Component, during the course of
conducting environmental investigation or
cleanup activities, may recognize that the site
may be suitable for early transfer and will make a
recommendation to the prospective recipient.
Regardless of who initiates the process, a
dialogue between the Military Component and
the prospective recipient must be established
early in the process to identify the benefits,
challenges, and level of effort anticipated for the
early transfer.


Step 1:  Organize a Covenant Deferral
Request Package Development Team


Once the Military Component and prospective
recipient have come to an agreement in principle
that an early transfer is feasible from a business
perspective and would be beneficial to both
parties, they will need to resolve the technical
and financial issues.  This resolution typically
involves extensive technical and business
negotiations and detailed discussions with the
regulatory community.


Once the details have been worked out and the
parties agree to pursue an early transfer, they will
need to compile a package to support a request
to defer the CERCLA covenant.  This package,
known as the Covenant Deferral Request (CDR)
package, consists of the Finding of Suitability for
Early Transfer (FOSET), the draft deed or
agreement containing the CERCLA response
action assurances, documentation to support the
deferral request, and a cover letter requesting
the covenant deferral.  The Military Component
program manager will assemble a team to
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develop the package.  Members of the CDR
Package Development Team (hereinafter, the
Development Team) and their main functions are:


Military Component program managers


Oversee disposal of DoD property.  The Military
Component program managers are the primary
interface with the property recipient.  Their role
is to bring all of the appropriate parties to the
table to negotiate the property transfer.  The
Military Component program managers work
with the environmental, real estate, and legal
personnel to represent DoD interests and
concerns in these negotiations.


DoD remedial project managers


Coordinate environmental cleanup activity at
environmental restoration sites.  The DoD
remedial project manager (RPM) at BRAC sites
is the BRAC Environmental Coordinator (BEC).
For the purposes of this guide, the BEC will be
referred to as the DoD RPM.


Military Component real estate personnel


Coordinate real estate transfer activities, which
includes working with the Military Component’s
legal counsel to draft the deed, ensuring that all
the paperwork for the property transfer is in
place, and conducting any real estate-related
activities necessary to complete the property
transfer, such as surveying the property.


Military Component legal counsel


Counsels Military Component personnel
on legal matters and works with Military
Component real estate personnel to draft
the deed.


Property recipient or transferee


Plays an integral role throughout the ETA
process, obtains property from DoD through an
early transfer, and may conduct the cleanup.
The property recipient can be either the LRA or
a private developer.







May 2004 29


State environmental regulatory agency


Negotiates with the potential recipient on post-
transfer cleanup commitments, which are often
embodied in a formal agreement, such as a
Consent Agreement.  State environmental
regulators will play a key role in making
recommendations to the governor concerning
the CDR.  This agency also assists with the
CDR package.


U.S. EPA


Plays a key role in ETA transfers for sites listed
on the NPL.  The EPA Administrator approves
the covenant deferral for NPL sites, along with
an affirmative recommendation from the state’s
governor.  EPA will also make OPS
determinations at NPL and non-NPL sites.


Local government real estate agency


Regulates property for local governments.  The
local government real estate agency (e.g., local
zoning authority) should be included on the
Development Team and consulted when
determining the property’s suitability for its
intended use.


The DoD RPM will usually serve as the lead DoD
representative who develops the required
environmental documentation.  Because EPA
and state environmental regulators are invited to
be part of the Development Team, DoD will be
able to coordinate with and address the concerns
of the environmental regulators throughout the
early transfer process.


The Military Component program manager must
ensure that there is good communication among
team members and with their respective
agencies, and keep the Military Component
chain-of-command apprised of progress.
Successful Development Teams have used
regular conference calls, face-to-face meetings,
Web sites, and emails to maintain a dialogue.







30      ETA Guide


For transfers of non-BRAC DoD property, GSA
serves as the disposal agent and facilitates the
early transfer.  DoD and GSA work in close
collaboration to prepare the formal package that
will request a covenant deferral from the
governor or EPA, conduct public outreach, and
liaise with the appropriate state staff in the
governor’s office, state regulators, EPA, and the
community.  The Military Component will have
the primary responsibility for any environmental
agreements that must be established during this
process.  Once the governor (and the EPA
Administrator at NPL sites) approves the
CERCLA covenant deferral, GSA will prepare the
deed and transfer the property.


Step 2:  Identify Information and Develop a
Schedule for Submission of the CDR Package


The Military Component program manager will
be the lead for developing the schedule and
tracking progress for the CDR package
preparation and submission.  Environmental
issues may pose the greatest obstacles to the
early transfer because of the potential risk to
human health and the environment.  The DoD
RPM needs to work closely with the rest of the
Development Team to deliver the necessary
environmental documentation.


The Development Team documents the
property’s environmental condition and then
determines what, if any, additional information is
needed to draft a defensible FOSET based on
the intended use.  The DoD RPM should take the
lead for assembling the environmental sections
of the CDR package.  The following sources of
information are important during this process:
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Basewide Environmental Baseline Survey
(EBS) (at BRAC installations only)


Supplemental EBSs; environmental studies
documents, such as CERCLA preliminary
assessments/site investigations or remedial
investigation/feasibility studies, RCRA facility
assessments, and other environmental
agreements, such as a Federal Facilities
Agreement


Monitoring reports


Findings of Suitability to Lease


Similar documents.


At this point in the process it should be clear who
will be conducting the cleanup.  If the property
recipient will be performing the cleanup, DoD
policy requires that the Military Component
provide notification to the ODUSD(I&E)/EM
before submitting the CDR request to the
governor or the EPA Administrator and final
notification after completing the transfer.  The
Military Component’s Deputy Assistant Secretary
will provide notification in a memorandum to
ODUSD(I&E)/EM.  The initial notice should also
include assurances that the transferee has the
financial and technical capabilities necessaru for
performing the required remedial actions and will
explain how the Military Component intends to
ensure that the property recipient completes the
required cleanup.  If the Military Component is
performing the cleanup, it does not need to notify
ODUSD(I&E)/EM until after the property
is transferred.


Step 3:  Coordinate with Governor’s Office
and Environmental Regulators


The process for seeking concurrence on the
CDR package will differ depending on whether
the property is listed on the NPL.  As stated in
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Step 1, EPA and state environmental regulators
are invited to be part of the Development Team
so that DoD will be able to coordinate with and
address the concerns of the environmental
regulators throughout the early transfer process.


For non-NPL installations, only the governor’s
approval is required; however, EPA coordination
is advisable.  The Military Component will notify
the governor of the intent to request a CERCLA
covenant deferral and should formally invite the
governor’s office to participate in the process.  In
states that have not previously participated in the
early transfer process, the Military Component
may benefit from educating the governor’s office
and state regulators about the process and
providing reference materials.  The governor will
likely consult with, or in some instances delegate
authority to, the state environmental regulatory
agency in determining whether to approve the
covenant deferral.


For NPL properties, the EPA Administrator must
approve the deferral request and the governor’s
office must concur.  The state environmental
regulatory agency representative may act as the
liaison and facilitate communication between the
Development Team and the governor’s office.
As mentioned above, environmental regulators,
whether state or EPA, will play a key role in
negotiating environmental agreements with the
potential recipient for post-transfer remediation.


Step 4:  Begin Development of the Draft 
CDR Package


The CDR package is prepared to support a
determination by the governor, or by the EPA with
the governor’s concurrence, that the covenant
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may be deferred.  The CDR package includes
the FOSET, draft deed, and documentation to
support the findings that the property meets the
CERCLA requirements for early transfer.
Because early transfer cannot occur without the
governor’s or EPA’s concurrence on the request
to defer the CERCLA covenant, it is essential to
provide sufficient information in the CDR
package to support an informed decision.  As the
Development Team compiles the package, they
should rely on existing information to the
maximum extent possible rather than
researching new information.


FOSET


The Finding of Suitability for Early Transfer, or
FOSET, is prepared to document the
environmental condition of the property and to
support a finding that the property is suitable for
early transfer.  The FOSET is not intended to fully
define the nature and extent of contamination;
rather, the FOSET should describe investigations
completed to date, the areas of suspected


Checklist for CDR Package


FOSET
Military Component Finding of Suitability
Description of property
Description of the nature and extent
of contamination
Analysis of intended future land use
Response and corrective action requirements
Operation and maintenance requirements
Language to include in deed


Responsiveness Summary
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contamination, and the contaminants of concern.
Supporting documentation that contains more
detailed information on the site, such as the
relevant extract from the environmental baseline
survey or supplemental environmental baseline
survey, should be attached.


The FOSET must address the following
information:


Military Component Finding of Suitability


The DoD RPM will be the lead, working closely
with the Military Component legal and real
property personnel, in ascertaining whether the
property is suitable for use as intended by the
transferee and if this use will be consistent with
protection of human health and the
environment.  The DoD RPM will also consult
the state environmental regulator, and EPA for
NPL sites, serving as part of the Development
Team in ascertaining whether the property is
suitable for the use intended by the transferee.


Description of the property


The Military Component real property
personnel will work with legal counsel to
provide the description of the property’s legal
boundaries.  They may also ask the DoD RPM
to provide a description of past activities
conducted on the property.  This information is
typically available in environmental study
documents.  The Military Component real
property personnel will usually provide maps,
although the DoD RPM may provide
supplemental maps that show areas of known
or suspected contamination or other
environmental issues.


Description of the nature and extent
of contamination


The DoD RPM will generally be the lead for this
part of the CDR package.  In consultation with
the Military Component’s legal counsel and the
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members of the Development Team, the DoD
RPM will draft this section from readily
available information provided in the sources
listed under Step 2.  The entire Development
Team will review the draft to determine if
additional information is required.  In some
cases, the transferee may request that
additional sampling be conducted to satisfy
concerns of their respective agencies.  The
DoD RPM will provide recommendations
concerning these requests to the Military
Component team members.  The Development
Team members will then summarize the
request and submit their recommendations to
the appropriate decision maker.  If additional
sampling is determined to be necessary prior
to submitting the CDR, the early transfer
schedule will be delayed and the appropriate
parties will be notified.


Analysis of intended future land use


The potential recipient must specify an
intended use for the property.  The description
of the intended use must clearly demonstrate
that the condition of the property and the
protections to be implemented during the
covenant deferral period will be protective of
human health and the environment.  The DoD
RPM will lead the Development Team’s review
of the property’s intended use to determine
whether the anticipated reuse is reasonably
expected to result in exposure to hazardous
substances either during the covenant deferral
period or after completing remediation.  If this
review results in a determination that exposure
to hazardous substances is likely, the
Development Team will develop proposed
restrictive measures (i.e., institutional and/or
engineering controls) to prevent exposure
during cleanup of the property and possible
land use restrictions for the future.  The Military
Component and the property recipient will also
agree on the responsibility for the operation,
maintenance, and enforcement of any
restrictions, including any that may be required
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by the final remedy.  These decisions should
be resolved before the public comment period
of the review process discussed below.  These
restrictions should be approved by DoD, the
state environmental regulator, and EPA, and
agreed to by the transferee prior to submitting
the package to the governor.  Once finalized,
the Military Component real property
personnel, in consultation with legal counsel,
will ensure that these restrictions are included
in the deed for the property.  The Military
Component should consult with state law or
policies to ensure that the use restrictions are
appropriately memorialized in the deed.


Response and corrective action
requirements


The DoD RPM, in consultation with the
appropriate regulators, will develop a
summary of the government’s ongoing or
planned remedial or corrective actions and
the current schedule for these actions,
including any operations and maintenance
requirements.  The documentation should
attempt to specify remediation or timetables for
work to be performed by the transferee after
conveyance, as those will be documented in
agreements between the regulators and the
potential recipient.


Land Use Controls Defined


Land use controls (LUCs) include any type of physical,
legal, or administrative mechanism that restricts the use
of, or limits access to property to prevent or reduce risks
to human health and the environment.  For further
information on how Military Components implement,
document, and manage LUCs for active installations as
well as installations being transferred out of Federal
government ownership, see the DoD Policy on Land
Use Controls Associated with Environmental Restoration
Activities, January 2001.
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Operation and maintenance schedule


The Development Team should include a
schedule for the Military Component’s or
(where the transferee will be conducting the
cleanup) the transferee’s operation and
maintenance of the remedy or response action.


Language to include in the deed


The Development Team, with the assistance of
Military Component real property personnel
and legal counsel, must include the following
language for the deed:


- Notice language identifying the type and
quantity of hazardous substances on the
property; the time at which storage,
release, or disposal took place; and a
description of any remedial action taken.
The DoD RPM will normally take the lead to
draft notice language.  The notice must
include the information required by the
regulations codifed at 40 CFR Part 373,
which describe the necessary contents of
CERCLA § 120(h) notices.


- Covenant language required by CERCLA §
120(h)(3) that “any additional remedial action
found to be necessary after the date of such
transfer should be conducted by the United
States” for hazardous substances remaining
on the property that were stored, released, or
disposed of prior to the transferee’s or its
tenants’ use of the property or the date of
transfer, whichever occurred first.  The
specific covenant language, which is fairly
standard, will be drafted by the Military
Component legal counsel.


- Right of access language, required by
CERCLA § 120(h)(3)(A)(iii), granting the
Military Component access to the property to
perform the cleanup for which the deferral is
sought, and granting the federal government
access to the property if remedial action or
corrective action is found to be necessary
after the date of property transfer.  This
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language is required even in those cases
where the property recipient conducts the
cleanup.  The right of access language
is fairly standard and will normally be drafted
by the Military Component legal counsel.


- Response action assurances required by
CERCLA § 120(h)(3)(C)(ii) should be
developed by the DoD RPM with the
assistance of Military Component legal
counsel.  These assurances are included in
the deed or an agreement to ensure that the
transfer does not delay remedial activities;
the reuse does not pose a risk to human
health or the environment; and, where the
Military Component conducts the cleanup,
that it will submit a budget request to OMB
for adequate funds to accomplish scheduled
investigations and response activities.  To
demonstrate that the Military Component has
requested adequate funding for all response
activities, a schedule and associated funding
profile for response actions may be attached
to the FOSET.


- Potential land use restrictions once the
response action is complete, if known at the
time the CDR package is being developed.


Responsiveness Summary


The Military Component is responsible for
publishing a notice about the proposed early
transfer and giving the public 30 days to
comment.  After the public comment period, the
Development Team will capture the public
comments and compile written answers to
each of the issues raised in a Responsiveness
Summary.  The Responsiveness Summary will
be attached to the CDR package.  For more
information on the Responsiveness Summary,
see Step 6 below.


The following documents provide further
information on the documentation required for a
CDR package:
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Environmental Review Process to Obtain the
Finding of Suitability Required for Use of Early
Transfer Authority for Property Not on the
National Priorities List (Appendix X), U.S.
Department of Defense, April 24, 1998.


Management Guidance for the Defense
Environmental Restoration Program, Office of
the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense
(Installations and Environment), ODUSD(I&E),
September 21, 2001, Section 22.3.


EPA Guidance on the Transfer of Federal
Property by Deed Before All Necessary
Remedial Action Has Been Taken Pursuant to
CERCLA §120(h)(3) — (Early Transfer
Authority Guidance), U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency,
June 16, 1998.


Step 5:  Invite Public Participation


The Military Component is statutorily required to
give the public notice and opportunity to
comment on an early transfer.  While this is the
only legal requirement for public participation,
DoD policy is to involve the local community in
the environmental restoration process as early as
possible and to seek continued community
involvement throughout the environmental
restoration process.  The Military Component and
transferee should use additional outreach
methods to educate the community about early
transfer, involve the community throughout the
process, and address community concerns.


The Military Component must place a notice of
the proposed early transfer in the local
newspaper and give the public 30 days to
comment on the suitability of the property for
early transfer.  The DoD RPM should work
closely with the Military Component’s legal
counsel and the public affairs office to develop
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and publish this notice.  At a minimum, this
notification should include:


A description of the property proposed for
transfer, the proposed transferee, and the
intended use


A statement indicating that the proposed
transfer is pursuant to CERCLA §120(h)(3)(C)
and a summary of the ETA decision process
requiring the approval of the governor (and the
EPA, if the property is on the NPL)


A brief description of the environmental
restoration sites located on the property under
consideration and a summary of past and
current environmental cleanup efforts
associated with those sites


The location of the administrative record for the
installation environmental restoration program
and site-specific information


The address and telephone number of a point
of contact for further site-specific information
and for obtaining a copy of the draft CDR
package, if available.


This notification can occur concurrently with
development of the CDR package.  While the
draft CDR package is being finalized, interested
members of the public should have access to
information that will provide the basis of the final
FOSET.  This information may include, but is
not limited to, the intended use of the property,
environmental baseline survey or supplemental
documents, and environmental investigation or
cleanup documents pertaining to the early
transfer parcel.  Once the draft CDR package is
developed, the Military Component may
consider exhibiting the draft CDR package at a
central location.
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Step 6:  Develop Responsiveness Summary
and Submit CDR Package


At the end of the public comment period, the
Development Team will consider ways to address
the public’s questions and comments, implement
any necessary changes, and prepare a written
summary of the responses to the comments.
This written summary is called the
Responsiveness Summary.  The DoD RPM,
with the support of the Development Team,
will address the comments focused on
environmental issues.


How to Involve the Community in the
Early Transfer Process


While notification in a newspaper is often an effective
to notify the community, the Military Component should
use other methods to educate and inform the public about
the proposed early transfer.  The Military Component
program manager should also work with the Restoration
Advisory Board, LRA, and other local government
organizations or groups that facilitate public involvement
to provide information about the early transfer, listen to
the community’s concerns, and circulate draft documents
for comment.  Other approaches include fact sheets,
direct mailings, briefings, public meetings, email lists,
Web sites, and open houses.  The selected method should
be appropriate for the degree of public interest in or
controversy over the proposed early transfer.  The
Military Component program manager should work with
the Public Affairs Office to develop and implement an
appropriate outreach strategy.
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Step 7:  Transfer Property


Once the governor, and the EPA Administrator for
NPL facilities, has approved the covenant
deferral request, the property may legally be
transferred.  The Military Component program
manager and the Military Component’s offices of
real estate and legal counsel lead the final
transfer efforts.  The DoD RPM may have a
minimal role if environmental questions arise or
if additional environmental information is
requested.  The Military Component must then
notify ODUSD(I&E)/EM that:


A property transfer using ETA occurred


The Military Component requested adequate
funding


The Military Component provided the required
response action assurances.


Step 8:  Provide the CERCLA Covenant


If DoD is conducting the cleanup, the DoD RPM,
in consultation with the state and federal
regulators, will continue to execute ongoing
environmental actions, such as studies or
implementation of the final remedy(ies).  The
DoD RPM is responsible for submitting budget
requests to support environmental activities at
this early transfer property.  The DoD RPM must


AT TRANSFER


AFTER
TRANSFER


When all the documentation is complete, the
Military Component submits the final CDR
package to the governor, and to the EPA
Regional Administrator for facilities on the NPL.
Once the governor (and EPA, if appropriate)
concurs on the covenant deferral, the Military
Component publishes a notice in the local
newspaper to advise the community as to where
the CDR package is available for review.
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also continually assess whether the controls put
in place at the time of transfer continue to be
adequate as the property is put into reuse.


If the transferee is executing the cleanup, the
DoD RPM should monitor the cleanup and
review cleanup-related documentation and data
to ensure that it is sufficient to issue the CERCLA
covenant or meet any other regulatory
requirements.  The transferee must notify the
Military Component that all remedial action is
complete and must allow the Military Component
to enter the property and inspect the site.  The
DoD RPM will also coordinate with the state
environmental regulatory agency at non-NPL
sites and with the EPA at NPL sites to ensure that
all remedial action is complete.


In both situations, the DoD RPM must address
all requirements related to the property under
environmental laws and ensure that the property
recipient understands its obligations and
responsibilities.  For example, if an air or water
permit is attached to the property, the DoD RPM
must take all necessary steps to terminate the
permit or to transfer the permit to the property
recipient or obtain an OPS determination,
where appropriate.


After all remedial action is completed to the
Military Component’s satisfaction, the Military
Component will provide a document to be
recorded in the chain of title, if allowable under
state law, with a covenant stating that all
remedial action has been taken in accordance
with CERCLA.  The Military Component must
also ensure that the use restrictions necessary
for the implementation of the remedy have been
included with the covenant document.
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5. TOOLS FOR EXECUTING AN
EARLY TRANSFER


Early transfers allow environmental cleanup activities to be planned,
taking into consideration redevelopment plans for the property, and
conducted concurrently with redevelopment activities.  Several tools are
available to assist with this method of property transfer.


Environmental insurance and environmental services cooperative
agreements (ESCA), two of the available tools to asist with the early
transfer of property, allow the property recipient to manage the cleanup
while assuming ownership of contaminated property.  These tools can be
used separately or collectively, depending on whether the Military
Component is cleaning up the property or whether the new property
owner is undertaking that responsibility.  This section describes these
tools, how they are applied, and when they should be used.


Transferring contaminated property requires
allocating and managing risk, providing financial
assurances, and containing cleanup costs.
Although DoD is self-insured and does not buy
insurance, property recipients often rely on
environmental insurance as a key building block
for a successful contaminated-property
transaction.  Property recipients who assume
cleanup responsibilities may purchase insurance
to reduce the financial risk associated with
remediating property, stimulate investment,
protect against increased costs due to
unforeseen contamination, and ensure financing
for long-term environmental liabilities.  If the
transferee receives DoD funds to conduct the
cleanup, insurance costs may be included in
the agreements.


WHAT IS
ENVIRONMENTAL
INSURANCE?
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Current environmental insurance products
provide coverage for known as well as unknown
contamination.  Insurance products can be used
in the transfer, financing, and development of
former federal property.  The major insurance
policy types available today are pollution legal
liability and cleanup cost cap.  Pollution legal
liability insurance provides coverage for on or off-
site claims against the current or previous owner
for bodily injury or property damage arising from
contamination.  Cleanup cost cap insurance will
cover the insured for costs in excess of the
approved remediation plan.


Benefits to Property Recipients


Property recipients under the early transfer
program can benefit from obtaining an
environmental insurance policy.  The policy can
insulate the property recipient from costs
resulting from discovery of further contamination,
such as costs to remediate the additional
contamination, natural resource damages, and
business or work stoppages.  Such a policy may
also reimburse the transferee for remediation
expenses exceeding the original cost estimate
and expenses resulting from failure of the initial
remedy conducted before transfer or failure of
institutional controls.


Benefits to DoD


Insurance providers offer services that are helpful
in quantifying the risks associated with a property
such as conducting site assessments or
reviewing the existing site assessment to
characterize conditions; performing risk
assessment surveys to determine insurability;
and developing cleanup cost estimates.  In
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addition, the insurance company acts as an
independent broker between DoD and the
property recipient, which can decrease cleanup
cost estimates as risks become quantified and
understood.  Insurance also provides third-party
scrutiny of the transaction, providing further
certainty to investors.


Although DoD does not buy the insurance, it
can play a role in reviewing the policy.  If an
ETA agreement utilizes insurance to cover
certain risks, the Military Component may
assist the property recipient in ensuring that it
provides appropriate coverage for the risks
that the property recipient has assumed in
the transaction.


Insurance Considerations


The following issues are important for DoD to
consider when evaluating a property recipient’s
insurance policy:


Insurance Provider — An environmental
insurance policy is only as good as the
provider.  The property recipient should choose
one of the experienced providers and be aware
that only a small number of insurance firms sell
this product.


Exclusions — Environmental insurance
policies contain various exclusions from
coverage (e.g., typical policies do not cover
radialogical, UXO, and biological hazards).
Policies must be read and negotiated
carefully so that all parties are aware of the
risks that are covered, as well as those that
are not covered.


Waiver of Subrogation — In most cases, the
insurance company must waive its right of
subrogation.  This means that the insurance
company agrees not to sue DoD for certain
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claims that might otherwise be recoverable
under DoD’s statutory liabilities under
CERCLA.  While the price of the policy goes up
for this waiver according to the type of risks
involved, DoD must demand that this waiver be
part of the insurance policy to protect against
paying for cleanup twice.


Contractor Bankruptcy — When early
transfers include cleanup by the transferee,
and the transferee contracts for certain
cleanup services, the cleanup contractor will
purchase insurance.  In these cases, DoD
may be named as an additional insured on
the insurance policy.  This ensures that if the
cleanup contractor goes bankrupt, the 
property recipient may select another
contractor and DoD can retain the benefits
of the insurance policy.


Insurance is almost always a part of an early
transfer transaction where the transferee
assumes the cleanup responsibility.  The
property recipient may also buy insurance when
DoD is cleaning up the property as a way to
provide assurance to lenders that if new
contamination is found it will be addressed
quickly.  In either case, the emergence of
affordable and flexible insurance products for
environmental risk have contributed significantly
to the early transfer successes to date.


An ESCA is a vehicle by which the Military
Component transfers funds to a property
recipient (who can qualify to provide services) on
a reimbursable basis to help the Military
Component fulfill its environmental cleanup
responsibilities.  Eligible recipients include states,
local governments, Indian tribes, and now
nonprofit conservation groups.  The funding may


WHAT IS AN
ESCA?







May 2004 49


be used for environmental investigations and for
cleanup and remediation of both on-site and off-
site contamination where DoD is responsible.


The terms of the ESCA are negotiated between
the Military Component and the recipient.
Funding requirements for completing
environmental remediation at the property are
based on the known environmental requirements
at the site, plans for redevelopment, and
allocation of risks between DoD and the
recipient.  Anticipated costs savings are realized
from integrating cleanup and redevelopment.


Using an ESCA versus a contract can be
advantageous in an early transfer because of the
flexibility in structuring payments, where the
recipient can combine federal and private funding
to achieve overall development of the property
while resolving environmental remediation
issues.  Federal regulations require that ESCAs
be structured on a reimbursable basis and the
recipient cannot realize a profit.  Flexible
payment scenarios can be structured to support
unique requirements of specific agreements.


ESCAs may also be structured to provide startup
funding that would allow the recipient to pay for
insurance premiums and contractor support.  The
parties may also structure funding according to
when the recipient achieves milestones, such as
site closeout, and when accelerated funding
could be provided if milestones are realized
ahead of schedule.
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ESCAs typically contain the following sections:


Scope and Purpose — Defines the scope of
the environmental services being performed
(e.g., LRA achieves regulatory closure).


Definitions — Defines key terms such as
regulatory closure, catastrophic events,
consent agreement, and FOSET parcels.


Obligations of the Parties — Outlines
the roles and responsibilities of DoD and
the recipient.


Funding Limitation and Budget — Identifies
the cost of the environmental services and
defines the “not to exceed” ceiling.


Payment Schedule — Discusses how
payments to the recipient will be structured
(e.g., reimbursable, lump sum).


General Provisions — Defines the terms
of the agreement and how to amend the
agreement, and discusses severability,
breach, conflict of interest, and changed
circumstance issues.


Liability and Insurance — Discusses liability
and indemnification, and defines the amount
of insurance.


Applicable Laws and Regulations — Defines
the applicable laws and regulations governing
the agreement.


Termination, Enforcement, Claim, and
Dispute Resolution — Discusses the
acceptable methods of enforcing the
agreement.


Legal Authority — Discusses the authority of
the signing parties to enter into the agreement.
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HOW DO YOU
CONVEY THE
PROPERTY?


After the necessary agreements have been
negotiated, reviewed, and accepted, the Military
Component may dispose of or “convey” the
installation property.  The Military Component
will use conveyance authorities established by
federal law.  There are multiple conveyance
mechanisms; however, the three primary
conveyance authorities used for surplus
property are:


Public benefit conveyance


Economic development conveyance


Conservation authority.


Public Benefit Conveyance


A public benefit conveyance provides for
transferring titles of surplus property to qualified
entities, government, or nonprofit organizations,
for public uses.  The intent of a public benefit
conveyance is to support property reuse that
benefits the community as a whole.  Properties
that qualify for a public benefit conveyance can
be used to provide educational and health care
facilities, improve transportation, and beautify
communities through park and recreational
improvements.  A public benefit conveyance
can provide access to property for public
and nonprofit entities that may not otherwise
have been able to acquire it for community
uses.  Moreover, public reuse of existing
federal facilities reduces the demand for
undeveloped green space and the burden
on local governments to expand their
supporting infrastructure.
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Economic Development Conveyance


An economic development conveyance is a tool
for transferring property to an LRA, which may
be without consideration, where the LRA intends
to redevelop the property for a use that will
promote local economic development and
create jobs.  An economic development
conveyance is particularly suited to use in
conjunction with an early transfer because it
provides incentive for an LRA to take ownership
of contaminated property.


Conservation Authority


The National Defense Authorization Act for
Fiscal Year 2003 (Public Law 107-314) includes
authorization for DoD to convey property, free of
charge, to state or local governments or
nonprofit organizations as long as such property
is to be used and maintained for the
conservation of natural resources in perpetuity.
DoD can use this authority in conjunction with
ETA to facilitate transfers of DoD property that
will be used for conservation purposes.  DoD
may also use the authority in conjunction with
ESCAs to provide funding to a government or
nonprofit conservation organization that will
conduct cleanup activities.


The property reverts to the United States
government if the transferee fails to maintain the
property for conservation purposes.  DoD may
release the transferee from the requirement to
use the property for conservation purposes if the
transferee pays fair market value for the
property.
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6. FREQUENTLY ASKED QUESTIONS
ABOUT ETA


These questions and answers address the ETA process and the sites
eligible for the process.


Q: Does a site have to be listed on the NPL in order to
be eligible for early transfer?


A: No.  Any federal property to be transferred is eligible for
early transfer.


Q: How do I initiate an early transfer of surplus DoD
property?


A: The community, LRA, or other potential transferee may
approach DoD to express interest in obtaining surplus
DoD property through an early transfer.  If the
community, LRA, or other potential transferee and DoD
agree that an early transfer is desirable and financially
feasible, DoD may then begin the early transfer process
by organizing a Development Team.


Q: What are the options for cleanup under ETA?


A: Either DoD or the transferee may perform cleanup of
the early transfer property.  DoD may perform the
cleanup itself, or it may provide funding to the
transferee to perform cleanup in certain circumstances.
DoD can provide funding to the transferee if the
transferee is eligible for an ESCA or the transferee is
selected as the contractor (in a competitive
procurement) to perform environmental remediation
services.  The transferee may use the funding provided
by DoD to hire its own cleanup contractor.  Often it is
more cost effective to have one party conduct both the
cleanup and redevelopment, so that these activities may
be coordinated.
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Q: What opportunities does the public have to be
involved in a specific early transfer?


A: Members of the public may participate in the
development of the CDR package by joining the RAB or
other community or stakeholder group.  Members of the
public will also have the opportunity to submit comments
on the draft FOSET.


Q: Under ETA, does DoD retain its liability for the
environmental contamination?


A: Yes.  Although ETA allows DoD to enter into agreements
to have other entities fund and/or perform the cleanup,
DoD retains its CERCLA liability.
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7. MORE INFORMATION ON ETA


These documents provide additional information about ETA.


DoD Guidance on the Environmental Review Process
Required to Obtain the Finding of Suitability for Use of Early
Transfer Authority for Property Not on the National Priorities
List as Provided by CERCLA Section 120(h)(3)(C), Office of
the Under Secretary of Defense (Acquisition and
Technology), U.S. Department of Defense, April 24, 1998.


M.C. Bracken, E. T. Morehouse, Jr., R. R. Rubin, Issues and
Alternatives for Cleanup and Property Transfer of Base
Realignment and Closure Sites, Institute for Defense
Analysis, IDA Paper P-3538, August 1, 2000.


Early Transfer Authority, BRAC Environmental Fact Sheet,
Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense
(Environmental Security), U.S. Department of Defense,
Spring 1998.


Memorandum from Sherri W. Goodman, Implementation of
Authority to Transfer Property Before Completing
Remediation, Office of the Under Secretary of Defense,
September 24, 1996.


Overview of Early Transfer Guidance, U.S. Environmental
Protection Agency, EPA505-98-007, January 1999.


EPA Guidance on the Transfer of Federal Property by Deed
Before All Necessary Remedial Action has Been Taken
Pursuant to CERCLA Section 120(h)(3) (Early Transfer
Authority Guidance), U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
June 16, 1998.
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Responsibility for Additional Environmental Cleanup After
Transfer of Real Property, Office of the Under Secretary of
Defense (Acquisition and Technology), U.S. Department of
Defense, July 25, 1997.


EPA Guidance for Evaluation of Federal Agency
Demonstrations that Remedial Actions are Operating
Properly and Successfully Under CERCLA 120(h)(3)
(Interim), U.S. Environmental Protection Agency,
August 1996.


DERP Fact Sheet: Early Property Transfer at DoD
Installations, U.S. Department of Defense.


The following Web site also contains information regarding
early transfer authority:  http://www.dtic.mil/envirodod/
Policies/PDBRAC.htm
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ACRONYM GLOSSARY


BCT: BRAC Cleanup Team — the team, composed of the BRAC
Environmental Coordinator, an EPA representative, and state
environmental regulators, that is in charge of coordinating cleanup
activities at a BRAC site.


BEC: BRAC Environmental Coordinator — a DoD employee
designated to coordinate environmental activities at a BRAC site.


BRAC:  Base Realignment and Closure — a program established by
the Base Closure and Realignment Act in 1988, through which DoD
closes or realigns military installations and then transfers ownership of
the property.


CDR:  Covenant Deferral Request — documentation package supporting
a request to defer the CERCLA covenant.  The CDR consists of the
FOSET, the draft agreement containing the CERCLA response action
assurances, documentation to support the deferral request, and a cover
letter requesting the covenant deferral.


CERCLA:  The Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act, 42 U.S.C. §9601 et seq., also referred
to as Superfund — the federal law that addresses cleanup of past
environmental contamination.  It requires that all remedial action be
taken on federal property prior to its transfer and allowing for an early
transfer of federal property where certain determinations and assurances
are made.


DoD:  U.S. Department of Defense — the federal department issuing this
guide for use at early transfer sites.


EBS:  Environmental Baseline Survey — a survey to document the
environmental condition of property at a particular point in time, typically
conducted at the time of closure.


EDC:  Economic Development Conveyance — the authority granted to
DoD to transfer property at no cost to a Local Redevelopment Authority
to spur economic redevelopment and job creation.







60      ETA Guide


EPA:  U.S. Environmental Protection Agency — the federal agency
in charge of administering CERCLA and approving early transfers of
NPL property.


ESCA:  Environmental Services Cooperative Agreement — the vehicle
by which the Military Components transfer funds to other government
entities or parties, such as states, local governments (including LRAs),
and Indian tribes for environmental cleanup on the property.


ETA:  Early Transfer Authority — the authority granted under
§120(h)(3)(C) of CERCLA to EPA and state governors to approve the
transfer of federal property prior to all remedial action being taken and to
defer, until after transfer, the requirement for issuance of a covenant
warranting that all remedial action was taken.


FOSET:  Finding of Suitability for Early Transfer — the documentation
required to establish that federal property is environmentally suitable for
early transfer.  This documentation is composed of the same items
regardless of whether the federal property is listed on the NPL or not.
EPA terms the documentation a “covenant deferral request” when the
property is listed on the NPL.


GAO:  U.S. General Accounting Office — the federal agency in charge of
ensuring the Executive Branch’s accountability to Congress through
evaluations, analyses, legal opinions, financial audits, program reviews,
investigations, and other services.  This agency issued a report in April
2002 recommending that DoD make more use of the early transfer
authority at its BRAC sites.


LRA:  Local Redevelopment Authority — a group established by the
state or local government and recognized by DoD, through the Office of
Economic Adjustment, as the entity responsible for designing the
redevelopment plan with respect to the BRAC installation or for directing
implementation of the plan.  The LRA is also a potential transferee of a
DoD property through an early transfer.


NPL:  National Priorities List — EPA’s list of the nation’s priority
hazardous waste sites.
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ODUSD(I&E)/EM:  The Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense
for Installations and Environment/Environmental Management — the
office within the U.S. Department of Defense that oversees the Defense
Environmental Restoration Program and other environmental programs.


OMB:  Office of Management and Budget — the federal agency to which
the Military Components submit a budget request for investigation and
completion of all necessary response actions.


RAB:  Restoration Advisory Board — a group that includes
representatives from the DoD installation, the EPA, state and local
governments, tribal governments, and the affected local community,
whose purpose is to provide an expanded opportunity for stakeholder
input into the environmental restoration process at the installation.


UXO:  Unexploded Ordnance — a type of waste consisting of military
munitions that have been primed, fused, armed, or otherwise prepared
for action; have been fired, dropped, launched, projected, or placed in
such a manner as to constitute a hazard to operations, installations,
personnel, or material; and remain unexploded by malfunction, design,
or any other cause.
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EXCERPTS FROM THE
COMPREHENSIVE ENVIRONMENTAL
RESPONSE, COMPENSATION, AND


LIABILITY ACT


42 U.S.C. § 9620. Federal facilities
CERCLA § 120(h)


(h) Property transferred by Federal agencies


(1) Notice


After the last day of the 6-month period beginning on the effective
date of regulations under paragraph (2) of this subsection,
whenever any department, agency, or instrumentality of the United
States enters into any contract for the sale or other transfer of real
property which is owned by the United States and on which any
hazardous substance was stored for one year or more, known to
have been released, or disposed of, the head of such department,
agency, or instrumentality shall include in such contract notice of the
type and quantity of such hazardous substance and notice of the
time at which such storage, release, or disposal took place, to the
extent such information is available on the basis of a complete
search of agency files.


(2) Form of notice; regulations


Notice under this subsection shall be provided in such form and
manner as may be provided in regulations promulgated by the
Administrator. As promptly as practicable after October 17, 1986,
but not later than 18 months after October 17, 1986, and after
consultation with the Administrator of the General Services
Administration, the Administrator shall promulgate regulations
regarding the notice required to be provided under this subsection.


(3) Contents of certain deeds


(A) In general


After the last day of the 6-month period beginning on the
effective date of regulations under paragraph (2) of this
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subsection, in the case of any real property owned by the
United States on which any hazardous substance was stored for
one year or more, known to have been released, or disposed of,
each deed entered into for the transfer of such property by the
United States to any other person or entity shall contain -


(i) to the extent such information is available on the basis of
a complete search of agency files—


(I) a notice of the type and quantity of such hazardous
substances,


(II) notice of the time at which such storage, release, or
disposal took place, and


(III) a description of the remedial action taken, if any;


(ii) a covenant warranting that—


(I) all remedial action necessary to protect human
health and the environment with respect to any such
substance remaining on the property has been taken
before the date of such transfer, and


(II) any additional remedial action found to be
necessary after the date of such transfer shall be
conducted by the United States; and


(iii) a clause granting the United States access to the
property in any case in which remedial action or
corrective action is found to be necessary after the
date of such transfer.


(B) Covenant requirements


For purposes of subparagraphs (A)(ii)(I) and (C)(iii), all remedial
action described in such subparagraph has been taken if the
construction and installation of an approved remedial design
has been completed, and the remedy has been demonstrated
to the Administrator to be operating properly and successfully.
The carrying out of long-term pumping and treating, or
operation and maintenance, after the remedy has been
demonstrated to the Administrator to be operating properly and
successfully does not preclude the transfer of the property.  The
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requirements of subparagraph (A)(ii) shall not apply in any case
in which the person or entity to whom the real property is
transferred is a potentially responsible party with respect to
such property.


The requirements of subparagraph (A)(ii) shall not apply in any
case in which the transfer of the property occurs or has occurred
by means of a lease, without regard to whether the lessee has
agreed to purchase the property or whether the duration of the
lease is longer than 55 years.  In the case of a lease entered into
after September 30, 1995, with respect to real property located at
an installation approved for closure or realignment under a base
closure law, the agency leasing the property, in consultation with
the Administrator, shall determine before leasing the property that
the property is suitable for lease, that the uses contemplated for
 the lease are consistent with protection of human health and the
environment, and that there are adequate assurances that the
United States will take all remedial action referred to in
subparagraph (A)(ii) that has not been taken on the date of
the lease.


(C) Deferral


(i) In general


The Administrator, with the concurrence of the Governor of
the State in which the facility is located (in the case of real
property at a Federal facility that is listed on the National
Priorities List), or the Governor of the State in which the
facility is located (in the case of real property at a Federal
facility not listed on the National Priorities List) may defer
the requirement of subparagraph (A)(ii)(I) with respect to the
property if the Administrator or the Governor, as the case
may be, determines that the property is suitable for transfer,
based on a finding that—


(I) the property is suitable for transfer for the use
intended by the transferee, and the intended use is
consistent with protection of human health and the
environment;
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(II) the deed or other agreement proposed to govern
the transfer between the United States and the
transferee of the property contains the assurances
set forth in clause  (ii);


(III) the Federal agency requesting deferral has
provided notice, by publication in a newspaper of
general circulation in the vicinity of the property, of the
proposed transfer and of the opportunity for the public
to submit, within a period of not less than 30 days after
the date of the notice, written comments on the
suitability of the property for transfer; and


(IV) the deferral and the transfer of the property will not
substantially delay any necessary response action at
the property.


(ii) Response action assurances


With regard to a release or threatened release of a
hazardous substance for which a Federal agency is
potentially responsible under this section, the deed or other
agreement proposed to govern the transfer shall contain
assurances that—


(I) provide for any necessary restrictions on the use of
the property to ensure the protection of human health
and the environment;


(II) provide that there will be restrictions on use
necessary to ensure that required remedial
investigations, response action, and oversight activities
will not be disrupted;


(III) provide that all necessary response action will be
taken and identify the schedules for investigation and
completion of all necessary response action as
approved by the appropriate regulatory agency; and


(IV) provide that the Federal agency responsible for the
property subject to transfer will submit a budget request
to the Director of the Office of Management and Budget
that adequately addresses schedules for investigation
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and completion of all necessary response action,
subject to congressional authorizations and
appropriations.


(iii) Warranty


When all response action necessary to protect human
health and the environment with respect to any substance
remaining on the property on the date of transfer has been
taken, the United States shall execute and deliver to the
transferee an appropriate document containing a warranty
that all such response action has been taken, and the
making of the warranty shall be considered to satisfy the
requirement of subparagraph (A)(ii)(I).


(iv) Federal responsibility


A deferral under this subparagraph shall not increase,
diminish, or affect in any manner any rights or obligations of
a Federal agency (including any rights or obligations under
this section and sections 9606 and 9607 of this title existing
prior to transfer) with respect to a property transferred under
this subparagraph.


(4) Identification of uncontaminated property


(A) In the case of real property to which this paragraph applies
(as set forth in subparagraph (E)), the head of the department,
agency, or instrumentality of the United States with jurisdiction
over the property shall identify the real property on which no
hazardous substances and no petroleum products or their
derivatives were known to have been released or disposed of.
Such identification shall be based on an investigation of the real
property to determine or discover the obviousness of the
presence or likely presence of a release or threatened release
of any hazardous substance or any petroleum product or its
derivatives, including aviation fuel and motor oil, on the real
property.  The identification shall consist, at a minimum, of a
review of each of the following sources of information
concerning the current and previous uses of the real property:
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(i) A detailed search of Federal Government records
pertaining to the property.


(ii) Recorded chain of title documents regarding the real
property.


(iii) Aerial photographs that may reflect prior uses of the real
property and that are reasonably obtainable through State
or local government agencies.


(iv) A visual inspection of the real property and any
buildings, structures, equipment, pipe, pipeline, or other
improvements on the real property, and a visual inspection
of properties immediately adjacent to the real property.


(v) A physical inspection of property adjacent to the real
property, to the extent permitted by owners or operators of
such property.


(vi) Reasonably obtainable Federal, State, and local
government records of each adjacent facility where there
has been a release of any hazardous substance or any
petroleum product or its derivatives, including aviation fuel
and motor oil, and which is likely to cause or contribute to a
release or threatened release of any hazardous substance
or any petroleum product or its derivatives, including
aviation fuel and motor oil, on the real property.


(vii) Interviews with current or former employees involved in
operations on the real property.


Such identification shall also be based on sampling, if
appropriate under the circumstances.  The results of the
identification shall be provided immediately to the
Administrator and State and local government officials and
made available to the public.


(B) The identification required under subparagraph (A) is not
complete until concurrence in the results of the identification is
obtained, in the case of real property that is part of a facility on
the National Priorities List, from the Administrator, or, in the case
of real property that is not part of a facility on the National
Priorities List, from the appropriate State official.  In the case of
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a concurrence which is required from a State official, the
concurrence is deemed to be obtained if, within 90 days after
receiving a request for the concurrence, the State official has
not acted (by either concurring or declining to concur) on the
request for concurrence.


(C)(i) Except as provided in clauses (ii), (iii), and (iv), the
identification and concurrence required under subparagraphs
(A) and (B), respectively, shall be made at least 6 months
before the termination of operations on the real property.


(ii) In the case of real property described in subparagraph
(E)(i)(II) on which operations have been closed or realigned
or scheduled for closure or realignment pursuant to a base
closure law described in subparagraph (E)(ii)(I) or (E)(ii)(II)
by October 19, 1992, the identification and concurrence
required under subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively,
shall be made not later than 18 months after
October 19, 1992.


(iii) In the case of real property described in subparagraph
(E)(i)(II) on which operations are closed or realigned or
become scheduled for closure or realignment pursuant to
the base closure law described in subparagraph (E)(ii)(II)
after October 19, 1992, the identification and concurrence
required under subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively,
shall be made not later than 18 months after the date by
which a joint resolution disapproving the closure or
realignment of the real property under section 2904(b) of
such base closure law must be enacted, and such a joint
resolution has not been enacted.


(iv) In the case of real property described in subparagraphs
(E)(i)(II) on which operations are closed or realigned
pursuant to a base closure law described in subparagraph
(E)(ii)(III) or (E)(ii)(IV), the identification and concurrence
required under subparagraphs (A) and (B), respectively,
shall be made not later than 18 months after the date on
which the real property is selected for closure or
realignment pursuant to such a base closure law.
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(D) In the case of the sale or other transfer of any parcel of real
property identified under subparagraph (A), the deed entered
into for the sale or transfer of such property by the United States
to any other person or entity shall contain—


(i) a covenant warranting that any response action or
corrective action found to be necessary after the date of
such sale or transfer shall be conducted by the United
States; and


(ii) a clause granting the United States access to the
property in any case in which a response action or
corrective action is found to be necessary after such date at
such property, or such access is necessary to carry out a
response action or corrective action on adjoining property.


(E)(i) This paragraph applies to—


(I) real property owned by the United States and on
which the United States plans to terminate Federal
Government operations, other than real property
described in subclause (II); and


(II) real property that is or has been used as a military
installation and on which the United States plans to
close or realign military operations pursuant to a base
closure law.


(ii) For purposes of this paragraph, the term ‘’base closure
law’’ includes the following:


(I) Title II of the Defense Authorization Amendments and
Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-
526; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note).


(II) The Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of
1990 (part A of title XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10
U.S.C. 2687 note).


(III) Section 2687 of title 10.


(IV) Any provision of law authorizing the closure or
realignment of a military installation enacted on or after
October 19, 1992.
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(F) Nothing in this paragraph shall affect, preclude, or otherwise
impair the termination of Federal Government operations on
real property owned by the United States.


(5) Notification of States regarding certain leases


In the case of real property owned by the United States, on which
any hazardous substance or any petroleum product or its
derivatives (including aviation fuel and motor oil) was stored for one
year or more, known to have been released, or disposed of, and on
which the United States plans to terminate Federal Government
operations, the head of the department, agency, or instrumentality
of the United States with jurisdiction over the property shall notify
the State in which the property is located of any lease entered into
by the United States that will encumber the property beyond the
date of termination of operations on the property.  Such notification
shall be made before entering into the lease and shall include the
length of the lease, the name of person to whom the property is
leased, and a description of the uses that will be allowed under the
lease of the property and buildings and other structures on the
property.
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EARLY TRANSFERS TO DATE


These early transfers are completed at the time of publication.


Component Installation Date of Transfer Acres 


Air Force Grissom Air Force Base  June 1997 201 


Air Force Mather Air Force Base June 1998 25 


Army Tooele Army Depot  December 1998 1,621 


Navy FISC Oakland June 1999 676 


Navy Naval Air Station Memphis December 1999 1,863 


Air Force Mather Air Force Base February 2000 138 


Air Force Griffiss Air Force Base March 2000 65 


Air Force Griffiss Air Force Base  July 2000 93 


Air Force Lowry Air Force Base September 2000 12 


Navy Agana Naval Air Station September 2000 1,798 


Air Force Wurtsmith Air Force Base January 2001 149 


Navy NTC San Diego February 2001 51 


Army Fitzsimons AMC March 2001 36 


Navy Guam - NAVACTS April 2001  1,482 


Navy Guam - PWC April 2001 25 


Air Force Griffiss Air Force Base August 2001 21 


Army Bayonne Military Ocean Terminal September 2001 460 


Navy Mare Island Naval Shipyard March 2002 3,486 


Army Bayonne Military Ocean Terminal December 2002 192 
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PURPOSE


This document provides guidance to the Department of Defense (DoD)
Components on the process and documentation needed to obtain the
environmental finding of suitability required for the early transfer of DoD
property. Section 120(h)(3)(C) of CERCLA, commonly known as “Early
Transfer Authority” (ETA), authorizes the deferral of the covenant that
requires all necessary remedial action to be completed before federal
property is transferred. Section 120(h)(3)(C) is included at the end of this
guidance for information. Please note that ETA is not a conveyance
authority; an existing conveyance authority, such as an economic
development conveyance or a public benefit conveyance, will have to be
used in conjunction with ETA for the transfer of property where cleanup
has not been completed.


The DoD Components may develop implementation procedures based
on their own specific needs and unique requirements but will, at a
minimum, include the documentation and procedures specified in this
guidance. Copy of the Component-specific guidance is to be provided to
the Office of the Assistant Deputy Under Secretary of Defense
(Environmental Cleanup) upon issue.
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APPLICABILITY AND SCOPE


This guidance applies to transfers of real property not listed on the
National Priorities List (NPL) from DoD to non-federal entities, including
The Governor’s decision to concur with the FOSET and defer the
CERCLA covenant must be, as required by CERCLA section
120(h)(3)(C), “based on a finding that


1.the property is suitable of transfer for the use intended by the
transferee, and the intended use is consistent with protection of human
health and the environment;


2.the deed or other agreement proposed to govern the transfer between
the United States and the transferee of the property contains the
assurances set forth in clause (ii) [these are the Response Action
Assurances specified in Section 120(h)(3)(C)(ii), and are provided later
in this guidance];


3.the Federal agency requesting the deferral has provided notice, by
publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the vicinity of the
property, of the proposed transfer and of the opportunity for the public
to submit, within a period of not less than 30 days after the date of the
notice, written comments on the suitability of the property for transfer;
and


4.the deferral and the transfer of the property will not substantially delay
any necessary response action at the property.”


The DoD Component should not forward the FOSET packet to the
Governor until the Component has provided evidence that supports all
the above findings.


Pre-Transfer:


Once the Local Reuse Authority (LRA) or prospective purchaser has
contacted the DoD Component and indicated their interest in obtaining
property, the DoD Component should begin to assemble a review team
for the FOSET package. It is anticipated that the prospective transferee
will have coordinated with the Component to identify potential property
that would be suitable for transfer using ETA prior to a formal request for
property. In the request the prospective transferee needs to provide an
intended use of the property. This intended use will be the basis of the
FOSET.
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The team should identify what information is currently available on the
property and should determine what additional information is needed for
the FOSET, based on the intended use of the property. The team should
develop a plan and schedule for developing the draft FOSET and
discuss post-transfer responsibilities. These include: when and how
property use restrictions (e.g., institutional controls) will be applied and
eventually discontinued during the cleanup period; the manner in which
the warranty required by CERCLA section 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I) will be
conveyed upon completion of the cleanup; and the development and
implementation of any institutional controls required by the final remedy
decision. It is anticipated that the Component will retain the right to
impose any institutional controls required by the final remedy. DoD policy
and guidance (such as the July 25, 1997, policy on Responsibility for
Additional Environmental Cleanup After Transfer of Real Property) and
published tools (such as the February 1998 Guide to Establishing
Institutional Controls at Closing Military Installations), are to be used for
developing and implementing any institutional controls required for
transfer of both BRAC and non-BRAC property using ETA. The
responsibility for the operation, maintenance and enforcement of any
institutional controls, including any that may be required by the final
remedy, should be negotiated between the Component and the
transferee before the transfer and inserted in the deed or agreement
governing the transfer.


The DoD Component should then notify the Governor of the intent to
request a deferral of the CERCLA covenant and invite the State’s
participation in the development of the FOSET. The relevant parties
(DoD, the State and the transferee) should prepare a schedule to
coordinate the review of the FOSET. The schedule should include the
proposed date to obtain the Governor’s concurrence on the FOSET.


If the transferee will be performing the cleanup of the property, the DoD
Component must provide prior notification to the Office of the Deputy
Under Secretary for Environmental Security/Cleanup Office (ODUSD(ES/
CL)) before submitting the ETA request to the Governor. This is in
addition to the final notification after the transfer of property. In the initial
notification, the DoD Component will provide the ODUSD(ES/CL) with
assurance that the transferee has the financial and technical capabilities
for performing the required remedial actions, and explain how the
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Component intends to ensure that the transferee will meet environmental
cleanup milestones and complete the required cleanup. The Component
should also require the transferee to provide a surety bond , insurance,
or other financial instrument to ensure that cleanup will be completed,
without cost to the United States, if the transferee fails to do so. If the
transferee is not performing the cleanup, the DoD Component need not
notify the Cleanup Office until after the property is transferred.


Public Participation Requirements


A notice of the proposed early transfer should be placed in the local
newspaper and the public must be given 30 days to comment on the
suitability of the property for early transfer. This notification can occur
concurrent with completion of the FOSET. At a minimum, this notification
should include:


• the identity of the property proposed for transfer, the proposed
transferee, and the intended use;


• a statement indicating that the proposed transfer is being pursued
pursuant to CERCLA 120(h)(3)(C), and a summary of the ETA decision
process requiring the approval of the Governor;


• a brief description of the environmental cleanup sites located on the
property under consideration, and summary of past and current
environmental cleanup efforts associated with those sites;


• the location of the administrative record for the installation restoration
program and site specific information; and


• the address and telephone number for further site specific information
and for obtaining a copy of the draft FOSET.


While the draft is being finalized, interested members of the public
should be provided access to information that will provide the basis of
the FOSET; this information includes the intended use of the property,
the EBS, and environmental cleanup documents pertaining to the early
transfer parcel. The draft FOSET should also be made available to the
RAB, community groups or individuals expressing interest, and the State
environmental regulatory agency.
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After the comment period has ended, the DoD Component should
respond in writing to the public comments received on the suitability of
the property for transfer. The final FOSET and the responses to any
public comments (known as the Responsiveness Summary) should be
submitted to the Governor’s Office. The local community should be
informed through publication in a newspaper when the Governor has
concurred on the FOSET and where it is available for review.


At Transfer:


Once the Governor has concurred on the FOSET, the property may be
transferred. The property transfer documents containing the response
action assurances will be provided to the transferee. The quitclaim deed
for the property must contain the right of access clause (as provided for
in CERCLA section 120(h)(3)(A)(iii)) which preserves DoD’s right to enter
the property after transfer for purposes of environmental investigation,
remediation or other corrective action. The response action assurances
will indicate the restrictions on the property to ensure that environmental
cleanup investigations, response actions, and oversight will not be
disrupted.


The FOSET and the Responsiveness Summary will be included in the
transaction file for the property that is maintained by the Real Estate
office performing the disposal action.


The Component needs to notify ODUSD(ES/CL) that a property transfer
using ETA has occurred, and that the Component has requested
adequate funding and provided the required response action
assurances.


Post-Transfer:


When remedial actions have been completed or when the approved
remedy for the site has been implemented and is operating properly and
successfully , the DoD Component shall provide a warranty document to
the transferee which states that all remedial actions have been taken in
satisfaction of the requirement in CERCLA section 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I).
This warranty, amending the deed, will be recorded by the Component.
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If the transferee has performed the cleanup of the property, the
transferee must notify the DoD Component that all remedial activities
have been completed and allow DoD to enter the property and inspect
the site. The transferee must also give DoD access to all remedial action
reports and sampling data. Once DoD has reviewed the available
documentation, inspected the site, and agreed with the transferee’s
assessment, the DoD Component will record the warranty to amend
the deed.


At this time, the DoD Component will also ensure, regardless of who
performed the cleanup, that the institutional controls necessary for the
implementation of the remedy (e.g., land and water use restrictions,
structural controls) are incorporated in the deed or otherwise are in
place. These institutional controls must be binding on the transferee and
any future owner of the property. Other interim institutional controls or
use restrictions that were necessary for remedial activities will be
reviewed, and removed if no longer needed.


Documentation:


The final FOSET packet consists of a cover letter asking for deferral, a
Finding of Suitability for Early Transfer (FOSET) which will contain the
response action assurances, and the Responsiveness Summary. These
document are described in more detail below.


FOSET Packet


1. Cover Letter to State asking for Deferral


 2.  Finding of Suitability for Early Transfer (FOSET)


• Component Finding of Suitability


• Property Description


• Nature and Extent of Contamination


• Analysis of Intended Future Land Use


• Response/Corrective Action & Operation and Maintenance
Requirements
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• Deed Language


- Notice


- Covenant


- Access Clause


- Response Action Assurances


- Other


3.  Responsiveness Summary


1. Cover Letter: The cover letter should be addressed to the Governor
or appropriate State official (if the Governor has delegated the early
transfer authority) and request deferral of the CERCLA covenant
requiring all remedial action to be performed before property transfer.


2. The FOSET is a short document, generally 6-7 pages, that focuses on
the environmental condition of the property. The FOSET is not intended
to fully define the nature and extent of contamination (because remedial
activities may not have been completed, this may be unknown); rather,
the FOSET should describe the areas of suspected contamination and
the contaminants of concern. Supporting documentation that contains
more detailed information on the site, such as the relevant extract from
the environmental baseline survey (EBS) or supplemental EBS, should
be attached. The FOSET must address the information described below:


Component Finding of Suitability: Finding by the Component that
property is suitable for transfer for the intended use, and that Component
believes that the requirements of CERCLA section 120(h)(3)(C) have
been satisfied with the supporting evidence being provided in the
FOSET package.


Property Description: A description of the real property to be
transferred. A map should also be attached.


Nature and Extent of Contamination: A description of the nature and
areal extent of contamination which impacts the property being
transferred. The DoD Environmental Condition Category of the property
should also be included. An extract from an existing EBS or a
supplemental EBS, which more fully delineates the areas of
contamination, should be attached to the FOSET packet.







82      ETA Guide


Analysis of Future Use: A description of the intended use of the
property and a determination of whether the anticipated reuse is
reasonably expected to result in exposure to CERCLA hazardous
substances. If it is determined that exposure to hazardous substances is
likely, the analysis must discuss restrictive measures (i.e., institutional
controls) to prevent exposure during the cleanup of the property. These
restrictions must also be included in the deed for the property.


Response/Corrective Action and Remedial Action-Operations
Requirements: A description of any ongoing or planned remedial or
corrective actions. The schedule for such actions, including the dates of
certain milestones (e.g., the implementation of the remedy) should be
included. The schedule should also contain the dates for the operation
and maintenance of the remedy or response action.


Deed Language: The following environmental cleanup information that
will be required in either the deed or contract for sale should be included
in the FOSET packet for review:


• Notice: a copy of the notice language required by CERCLA section
120(h)(1) and (3) that will be inserted in the deed identifying:


- the type and quantity of hazardous substances on the property,


- the time at which storage, release or disposal took place, and


- a description of the remedial action taken, if any.


This information may be displayed in matrix form for ease of use.


• Covenant: a copy of the covenant language required by CERCLA
section 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(II) stating, with respect to hazardous
substances existing on the property as of the date of transfer, that:


“any additional remedial
action found to be
necessary after the date of
such transfer shall be
conducted by the United
States”


• Right of Access: a copy of the language required by CERCLA section
120(h)(3)(A)(iii) granting the United States access to the property if
remedial action or corrective action is found to be necessary after the
date of property transfer; as well as providing access to the property to
perform the cleanup for which the deferral is being sought.
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• Response Action Assurances: a copy of the response action
assurances required by CERCLA section 120(h)(3)(C)(ii) (listed below)
that will be included in the contract for sale. These assurances are
included in the deed to ensure that the transfer does not delay
remedial activities; the reuse does not pose a risk to human health and
the environment; and that the Component will request adequate funds
to address schedules for investigation and completion of all response
actions.


CERCLA section 120(h)(3)(C)(ii) Response Action Assurances: “…the
deed or other agreement that shall govern the transfer shall contain
assurances that-


1.provide for any necessary restrictions on the use of the property to
ensure the protection of human health and the environment;


2.provide that there will be restrictions on the use necessary to ensure
that required remedial investigations, response action, and oversight
activities will not be disrupted;


3.provide that all necessary response action will be taken and identify
the schedules for investigation and completion of all necessary
response action as approved by the appropriate regulatory agency;
and


4.provide that the transferring Federal agency responsible for the
property subject to transfer will submit a budget request to the
Director of the Office of Management and Budget that adequately
address schedules for investigation and completion of all necessary
response action, subject to congressional authorizations and
appropriations.”


To demonstrate that the Component has requested adequate funding
for all response activities, a schedule and associated funding profile for
response actions may be attached to the FOSET. Any specific
language required to ensure that cleanup activities will not be
disrupted, and to implement institutional controls or impose use
restrictions during the cleanup period and that may be required for by
the final remedy decision can either be included or attached to the
FOSET.


• Other: other language, such as Anti-Deficiency Act language, that may
need to be included in the deed or contract for sale.


3. Responsiveness Summary: The Component’s written answers to
each of the issues raised during the 30-day public review is called the
Responsiveness Summary. The Responsiveness Summary shall be
attached to the FOSET package that is submitted to the Governor.







84      ETA Guide


In addition, to ensure a prompt response from the Governor on the
FOSET, the DoD Component may also insert in the FOSET package a
document containing the proposed findings for early transfer for the
Governor to sign after review of the FOSET request and a quitclaim deed
for the property.
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EPA GUIDANCE ON THE
TRANSFER OF FEDERAL PROPERTY
BY DEED BEFORE ALL NECESSARY


REMEDIAL ACTION HAS BEEN
TAKEN PURSUANT TO CERCLA


SECTION 120(H)(3) —
(EARLY TRANSFER AUTHORITY


GUIDANCE)


I. PURPOSE


This guidance addresses the transfer by deed, under Section
120(h)(3)(C) of the Comprehensive Environmental Response,
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA), of real property listed on the
National Priorities List (NPL) held by a federal agency (landholding
federal agency(1)) where the release or disposal of hazardous
substances has occurred, but where all necessary remedial action has
not yet been taken. This document provides guidance to the EPA
Regions that have received a request from a landholding federal agency
for the deferral of the covenant mandated by CERCLA Section
120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I) that all necessary remedial action has been taken prior
to the date of transfer. This guidance establishes EPA’s process to
determine, with the concurrence of the Governor, that the property is
suitable for transfer prior to all necessary remedial action being taken.


II. EPA’s REQUIREMENTS FOR APPROVING A DEFERRAL REQUEST


When a federal agency transfers to another person (i.e., an entity other
than another federal agency) real property on which hazardous
substances have been stored for one year or more, known to have been
released, or disposed of, the deed must contain a covenant warranting
that “all remedial action necessary to protect human health and the
environment with respect to any such substance remaining on the
property has been taken before the date of transfer” (the CERCLA
120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I) Covenant) and that “any additional remedial action
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found to be necessary after the date of the transfer shall be conducted
by the United States.”(2)EPA, with the concurrence of the Governor of the
State in which the facility is located, may defer the CERCLA Covenant for
parcels of real property at facilities listed on the NPL.(3)


The Agency’s general current view is that it will seek the concurrence of
federally recognized Indian tribes for purposes of determining whether
the covenant requirement under CERCLA 120(h) should be deferred
pursuant to CERCLA 120(h)(3)(C) for property located in Indian country
within tribal jurisdiction. However, the Agency will only make a final
determination as to the appropriate tribal role under CERCLA
120(h)(3)(C) in the context of an actual Covenant Deferral Request
made for property located in Indian country within tribal jurisdiction. The
Agency’s determination should be made in light of the specific facts and
circumstances surrounding a particular Covenant Deferral Request. If
the EPA Regional office receives a Covenant Deferral Request
concerning a transfer of property that is located in Indian country with
tribal jurisdiction, the EPA Regional office should contact EPA
Headquarters, the American Indian Environmental Office and the Federal
Facilities Restoration and Reuse Office, for specific guidance.


In order for EPA to defer the covenant requirement, CERCLA Section
120(h)(3)(C)(I)(I)-(IV) requires that EPA determine that the property is
suitable for transfer based on a finding that:


1. the property is suitable for transfer for the use intended by the
transferee, and the intended use is consistent with protection of human
health and the environment;


2. the deed or other agreement proposed to govern the transfer between
the United States and the transferee of the property contains the
Response Action Assurances described in section IV of this guidance;


3. the federal agency requesting deferral has provided notice, by
publication in a newspaper of general circulation in the vicinity of the
property, of the proposed transfer and of the opportunity for the public
to submit, within a period of not less than 30 days after the date of the
notice, written comments on the suitability of the property for transfer;
and


4. the deferral and the transfer of the property will not substantially delay
any necessary response action at the property.
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These findings are intended to assure that there is a sound basis for the
proposed transfer based on the finding that the particular reuse of the
property identified by the transferee does not pose an unacceptable
risk(4) to human health or the environment. As stated in Section
120(h)(3)(C)(iv), all statutory obligations required of a federal agency
remain the same, regardless of whether the property is transferred
subject to a covenant deferral.


III. APPLICABILITY AND SCOPE


This guidance applies to all early transfers by deed under CERCLA
Section 120(h) of contaminated real property owned by a federal agency
and listed on the National Priorities List (NPL), regardless of the statutory
authority underlying a cleanup, including transfers of property at DoD
installations selected for closure or realignment.


This guidance does not apply to federal-to-federal transfers of property
or to transfers of uncontaminated property. A federal agency that is
sponsoring a public benefit conveyance may use this guidance as a
model for obtaining useful information. Under a public benefit
conveyance, a sponsoring federal agency acts as a conduit through
which title will ultimately pass from the United States to a public benefit
recipient. For further information regarding the relationship between a
sponsoring federal agency and the Department of Defense (DoD) for
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) property (a landholding federal
agency), please see the Memorandum of Agreement signed by DoD and
the federal agencies that sponsor public benefit transfers (dated
April 21, 1997).


IV. GUIDANCE


EPA should generally not consider deferral of the covenant request for
real property unless the landholding federal agency submits a Covenant
Deferral Request (CDR) containing the information recommended by
this guidance.


While the statute does not explicitly require a signed Interagency
Agreement (IAG) to be in place as a prerequisite for deferring the
covenant requirement, EPA believes that the existence of an IAG will
significantly aid the Agency in making the covenant deferral decision.
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A. Covenant Deferral Request


As discussed in Section II, EPA may defer the CERCLA Section
120(h)(3) covenant requirement if EPA determines that a property is
suitable for transfer based on certain findings. To commence the
process, the landholding federal agency should submit information of a
sufficient quality and quantity to EPA to support its request for deferral
and provide a basis for EPA to make its determination. This information
should be submitted to EPA in the form of a Covenant Deferral Request
(CDR). EPA should consider a CDR complete when it includes all of the
following components.


1. Property Description


A legal description of the real property or sufficient information which
clearly identifies the property for which the CERCLA Covenant is
requested to be deferred.


2. Nature/Extent of Contamination


A description of the nature and areal extent of contamination (with
supporting documentation) which affects the property to be transferred
and which will not be remediated prior to transfer. There is a
presumption that the Covenant Deferral Request should include the
results from a completed Remedial Investigation (RI) for the parcel that
will be transferred. However, the landholding federal agency should
have an opportunity to demonstrate why such data and findings are
not necessary before the land is transferred.


When determining what information is necessary, the EPA Region
should take into consideration, at a minimum, the degree of uncertainty
regarding the nature and extent of contamination; the future use of the
property prior to completion of the response action; who is to perform
future work; and any existing information or data on the parcel under
consideration. Generally, the greater the uncertainty about any of
these factors, the more information the EPA Region may require to
make the determination. As noted below, the landholding Federal
agency remains responsible for all necessary response actions
including the remedial investigation and the cleanup remains subject to
the requirements of Section 120.
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3. Analysis of Intended Land Use During the Deferral Period


Contents of the Covenant Deferral Request:


• Property Description


• Nature/Extent of Contamination


• Analysis of Intended Future Land Use During the Deferral Period


• Risk Assessment


• Response/Corrective Action Requirements


• Operations and Maintenance Requirements


• Contents of Deed


• Responsiveness Summary


• Transferee Response Action Assurances and Agreements


A description of the intended land use of the property during the
deferral period and an analysis of whether the intended use is
reasonably expected to result in exposure to CERCLA hazardous
substances at sites where response actions have not been completed.
This analysis should be based on the environmental condition of the
property and should consider the contaminant(s), exposure scenarios,
and potential and actual migration pathways that may occur during the
future use. Where a potential or actual unacceptable exposure to
hazardous substances is identified, the analysis should identify what
response actions should be taken to prevent such exposure.
Treatment, engineering controls and use restrictions (see Section 6.d -
Response Action Assurances), may be considered as a means of
limiting unacceptable exposures to hazardous substances while
allowing for property reuse. Any other response actions necessary to
protect human health and the environment should be included in the
deed (or other agreement governing the transfer) as described in
Subsection 6 of this policy. The land use during the deferral period
cannot be inconsistent with any necessary response actions.


4. Results From A Risk Assessment


Results from a CERCLA risk assessment, taking into consideration
reasonably anticipated future land use assumptions. There is a
presumption that the Covenant Deferral Request include the results
from a completed risk assessment, as defined in the National
Contingency Plan (NCP) and EPA guidance. However, the landholding
federal agency should have an opportunity to demonstrate why a risk
assessment does not have to be completed before the land is
transferred.
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When determining whether a completed risk assessment is needed
before the early transfer, the EPA Region should take into
consideration, at a minimum, the degree of uncertainty regarding the
potential risks posed by the contamination; existing analyses; certainty
about future use; and who is conducting the response. The greater the
uncertainty about the risk from the contamination, the more information
EPA may require. As noted below, the landholding Federal agency
remains responsible for all necessary response actions, including the
risk assessment.


In the absence of the completed risk assessment, at a minimum, EPA
Regions should examine potential exposure(s) during the deferral
period, taking into account any proposed restrictions to ensure the
protectiveness of human health and the environment.


5. Response/Corrective Action and Operation and Maintenance
Requirements


A description of any ongoing or planned response or corrective action,
including a projected milestone date for the selection and completion
of the action, and/or projected date for the demonstration that a
remedial action is “operating properly and successfully.” Also, it will be
necessary to provide adequate information regarding ongoing or
planned response actions and operation and maintenance of the
response or corrective action.


6. Contents of Deed/Transfer Agreement


a. Notice


A copy of the notice to be included in the deed as required by CERCLA
Section 120(h)(1)and(3) and in accordance with regulations set forth at
40 CFR Part 373.


b. Covenant


A copy of the covenant warranting that any additional remedial action
found to be necessary after the date of transfer shall be conducted by
the United States as required by CERCLA Section 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(II).


c. Access


A copy of the clause which reserves to the United States access to the
property in any case in which an investigation, response, or corrective
action is found to be necessary after the date of transfer as required by
CERCLA Section 120(h)(3)(A)(iii).
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d. Response Action Assurances


A copy of the Response Action Assurances that must be included in
the deed or other agreement proposed to govern the transfer as
required under CERCLA Section 120(h)(3)(C)(ii). As required by
statute, these assurances shall:


i. provide for any necessary restrictions on the use of the property to
ensure the protection of human health and the environment;


ii. provide that there will be restrictions on the use necessary to ensure
that required remedial investigations, response action, and oversight
activities will not be disrupted;


iii. provide that all necessary response action will be taken and identify
the schedule(s) for investigation(s) and completion of all necessary
response action(s) as approved by the appropriate regulatory
agency; and


iv. provide that the landholding federal agency has or will obtain
sufficient funding through either: (a) submission of a budget request
(or budget requests in the event multi-year funding is needed) to the
Director of the Office of Management and Budget that adequately
addresses schedule for investigation and completion of all necessary
response action, subject to congressional authorizations and
appropriations; or (b) sufficient current appropriations to accomplish
investigation(s) and completion(s) of all necessary response
action(s). In addition to (a) or (b), the landholding federal agency
may also have an agreement with the transferee to fund and/or
accomplish all or part of the remediation.


The Response Action Assurances should include a description of
requirements to assure the protectiveness of the response action and
shall specify the mechanisms for assuring that such measures remain
effective. These measures should reflect discussions among the reuse
entity, the community, the landholding federal agency and any
appropriate federal, State, or local government.


7. Responsiveness Summary


The final CDR should include a response to comments document
which contains the landholding federal agency’s responses to the
written comments received during the public comment period under
Section 120 (h)(3)(C)(I)(III) and to the written comments received from
the regulatory agencies on the draft CDR.
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8. Transferee Response Action Assurances and Agreements


A transferee may agree to conduct response actions on the property.
However, the landholding Federal agency remains responsible for
ensuring that all necessary response actions including , as
appropriate, investigations and requirements under an IAG are done.


When property is transferred prior to completion of the cleanup, the
landholding federal agency should include in each deed provisions
notifying the transferee of the requirement for, and status of, an
Interagency Agreement or other enforceable environmental cleanup
agreement or order, as appropriate.


The landholding federal agency should also notify the transferee that
EPA and the State and their agents, employees and contractors, will
have rights of access as necessary to implement response actions and
oversight responsibilities at the facility.


Where the transferee has agreed to fund and conduct the cleanup or
portions of the cleanup as a condition of the transfer, the landholding
federal agency should provide to EPA documentation demonstrating
that the transferee has or will become legally obligated to conduct the
required response actions in accordance with the existing IAG. Should
the transferee become unable or unwilling to complete the cleanup or
order under its agreement with the landholding federal agency, EPA
expects the landholding federal agency will complete the cleanup.
Nothing in this guidance shall be interpreted to affect EPA’s or the
landholding federal agency’s authority or responsibility under CERCLA
or any other federal statute to enforce the terms and conditions of an
existing IAG or to limit EPA’s authority to impose requirements
necessary to protect public health and the environment.


If the transferee is expected to perform any response action (e.g.,
excavation of contaminated soil in an area where facilities are to be
constructed), then EPA should receive assurance from the landholding
federal agency that the transferee has:


a. the technical capacity (in-house or through appropriate contract
management) to perform anticipated investigations and response or
corrective actions; and


b. the financial capacity to execute environmental cleanup activity
requirements that are known or can reasonably be anticipated,
based on current information available.


Financial capacity may be an especially sensitive area for a transferee
and/or the landholding federal agency. While the assurance does not
need to contain the actual documentation of the financial capacity, the
EPA Region may request such information from the landholding federal
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agency if there are questions in this regard.(5)Any proprietary or
confidential business information should be handled as required under
Federal regulations.


If the landholding federal agency submits information supporting the
technical and financial assurances, but the EPA Region disagrees with
the adequacy of such assurances, and they cannot resolve their
differences, there will be the opportunity to elevate the disagreement to
the federal agency headquarters and EPA Headquarters. The EPA
Region should contact the Federal Facilities Restoration and Reuse
Office in OSWER and the federal agency should elevate the issue to
its headquarters component when resolution cannot be reached at the
Senior Manager level. EPA Headquarters and the headquarters of the
landholding federal agency will resolve the disagreement in an
expeditious fashion so as not to delay transfer.


The transferee should agree to conduct all necessary environmental
response actions in accordance with CERCLA and the National
Contingency Plan (NCP). In the case where the transferee does not
perform cleanup in accordance with CERCLA and the NCP or the
terms of a cleanup agreement, then the United States may enter the
property and perform any necessary response action.


B. Process for Requesting Covenant Deferral


Before preparing a CDR, the landholding federal agency should notify
the Administrator of EPA or designee and the Governor of the State of
the intent to request a CERCLA Covenant Deferral and invite
participation in the development and review of the draft CDR. This
notice should allow sufficient time for EPA, and State agencies, to
participate in the development and review and comment on a draft
CDR.


As required by Section 120(h)(3)(C)(I)(III), the landholding federal
agency must provide notice, by publication in a newspaper of general
circulation in the vicinity of the property, of the proposed transfer. The
notice should include:


1. The identity of the property proposed for transfer, the proposed
transferee and the intended use of the property;


2. A statement that the property is listed on the National Priorities List
and that the proposed transfer is pursuant to CERCLA 120(h)(3)(C)
which allows the transfer of federal property before remedial action
is completed when certain conditions are satisfied;


3. An assessment of whether the transfer is consistent with protection
of human health and the environment will be made only after a
comprehensive evaluation of the environmental condition of the
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property in consultation with the U.S. EPA and the appropriate State
agencies;


4. A summary of the decision-making process, e.g., that the property
will not be transferred until U.S. EPA determines, with the Governor’s
concurrence, that the transfer of the property for use as intended is
consistent with protection of human health and the environment and
that the federal agency has provided assurance that response
actions will be taken;


5. The address and telephone number of the agency office which may
be contacted for obtaining a copy of the draft Covenant Deferral
Request, site- specific information and the address of the location of
the administrative record for the response program; and


6. A statement that interested members of the public may comment on
the suitability of the property (the draft Covenant Deferral Request)
for transfer and must submit such comments to the agency before a
date not less than 30 days from the date of the publication of the
notice.


It is also recommended that the draft CDR be made available to any
existing Restoration Advisory Boards (RAB), Site Specific Advisory
Boards (SSAB), affected local governments, and/or other interested
community-based groups. Specific efforts should be made to involve
tribes surrounding the property that is to be transferred. As stated in the
notice requirement, the public shall be provided with at least a 30 day
period in which to submit comments on the suitability of the property for
transfer. It may be appropriate under certain circumstances (i.e., large
and/or complicated land transfers) to extend the public comment period
beyond 30 days.


After the public comment period has expired, the landholding federal
agency may then submit the final CDR to the appropriate EPA Regional
office and State representative. Property cannot be transferred by deed
until the CERCLA Covenant is explicitly deferred by EPA and the State.
The request to defer the CERCLA Covenant should be made
simultaneously to the EPA and the State. EPA and the State should work
closely to assure careful evaluation of the request. EPA Regional offices
are encouraged to take steps to streamline the coordination process to
avoid unnecessary delay.
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C. Completion of Response Actions After Transfer


When all response actions necessary to protect human health and the
environment have been taken, e.g., when there has been a
demonstration to EPA that the approved remedy is “operating properly
and successfully(6)” pursuant to CERCLA Section 120(h)(3)(B)
(regardless of whether the landholding federal agency or the transferee
has taken the action), the landholding federal agency shall execute and
deliver to the transferee an appropriate document containing a warranty
that all such response action has been taken. This warranty will satisfy
the requirement of CERCLA Section 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I).


V. NOTICE


This guidance and internal procedures adopted for implementation are
intended solely as policy for employees of the US EPA. Such guidance
and procedures do not constitute rule making by the Agency and do not
create legal obligations. The extent to which EPA applies this guidance
will depend on the facts of each case.


1. A landholding federal agency is the federal agency that holds custody and accountability
for the property on behalf of the United States. 41 CFR 101-47.103.7


2. CERCLA Section 120(h)(3)(A)(ii) sets forth the two components of the covenant that shall
be contained in each deed. For purposes of this policy and the request for deferral, the term
“CERCLA Covenant” refers only to the first component contained in Section
120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I).


3. For non-NPL sites, the Governor of the State in which the facility is located may defer the
CERCLA Covenant.


4. See, 40 CFR 300.430(d)(4) and U.S. EPA 1989a. Risk Assessment Guidance for
Superfund (RAGS): Volume 1: Human Health Evaluation Manual (HHEM), Part A, Interim
Final and Part B, Development of Risk-Based Preliminary Remediation Goals. Office of
Emergency and Remedial Response, Washington, D.C. EPA /540/1-89/002, NTIS PB90-
155581/CCE and Publication 9285.7-01B NTIS PB92-963333.


5. Financial capacity may be demonstrated through, but not limited to: reasonably
anticipated cash flows, existence of appropriate insurance, posting of a construction/
indemnity bond, authority of the transferees to issue revenue bonds for such purpose, or
assets, excluding the real property to be transferred. Obtaining a security interest in the
transferee’s assets may be used as a means of assuring project completion.


6. See, “Guidance for Evaluation of Federal Agency Demonstrations That Remedial Actions
Are Operating Properly and Successfully Under CERCLA Section 120(h)(3),” August 1996,
NTIS PB97-143770; http://www.epa.gov/swerffrr.
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Executive Summary



This study provides a summary of environmental insurance products, available as of 2005, that are 


useful to those involved in the revitalization of brownfields. The research updates a 1999 report 


conducted by Northern Kentucky University for the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA). 


The data presented here are based on a detailed survey administered to representatives of nine 


insurance companies and in-depth interviews with the representatives. Drafts of chapters based on 


the information gathered were sent to the insurers for validation of accuracy. 


Pollution Liability Policies 


Pollution Liability (PL) policies are the most widely used and oldest brownfields insurance product. 


They provide protections against claims for third party cleanup costs, bodily injury, and property 


damage arising out of pollution conditions on, under, or migrating from an insured site; legal defense 


expenses arising from third party claims; and cleanup of pollution conditions discovered by the 


insured at an insured site. 


PL policy periods range from one year to a maximum of ten years. Insurers offer Extended Reporting 


Periods (ERPs) that lengthen the time in which a claim may be made against the insured and reported 


to the insurer as long as the claim arises out of pollution conditions that commenced prior to the end 


of the policy period. Insurers are legally required to offer automatic ERPs at no charge. These range 


from 30 to 60 days, depending on the insurer. They also offer optional ERPs that can be purchased. 


These vary by carrier from 36 to 48 months and can add as much as 200% to the premium without 


the optional ERP. 


For the study, insurers were asked to provide estimates of PL policy dollar limits, premiums, and 


deductibles for a five-year, single-site policy that does not include special terms and coverages 


requested by the insured. While the lowest policy dollar limit for all insurers was $1 million, the 


maximums varied from $10 to $100 million. The most common deductibles for the policy ranged 


from $25,000 to $250,000 and the most common premiums ranged from $40,000 to $250,000. 


Variations in the dollar amount of insurance purchased, the policy deductible, and the risks at specific 


brownfield sites prevent meaningful estimates of typical cost-per-million dollars of PL coverage. 


Cost Cap Policies 


Cost Cap (CC) policies help protect against costs incurred by an insured party that exceed the 


estimated cleanup costs based on a remediation plan. The CC market is relatively new and small; only 


five insurance companies offer the product. 


The policies are not appropriate for cleanups of less than $1 million to $2 million. Given the fixed 


costs of necessary site engineering and the ease with which cost overruns can occur on small projects, 


the premium an insurer would need to charge renders the policies cost-ineffective for  small cleanups. 







Policy periods vary with the time it takes to conduct a remediation. The most common length varies 


from three to ten years, with ten being the maximum. Policy dollar limits range from 50% to 200% 


of the estimated cleanup costs. Because of differences among insurers in the methods used to price 


the policies, summaries of CC premiums are difficult to present. However, estimates of premiums by 


insurers range from 6% to 25% of the estimated cleanup costs at a site. 


Depending on the insurer, a policy may include a self-insured retention (SIR) or the amount above 


the estimated cleanup costs that an insured is obligated to pay before the policy is activated. The most 


common SIRs range from 10% to 30% of the estimated cleanup cost. A policy also may include a 


co-insurance feature that involves the payment by the insured of a predetermined proportion of costs 


once the insurance begins to pay. The most common co-insurance percentages vary from 10% to 


30%. Because CC policies are based on estimated cleanup costs, an insured party must complete a 


thorough site assessment before an insurer will review the engineering and provide a policy. Insurers 


differ in their willingness to offer rough indications of premiums prior to submission of completed site 


assessments. 


In addition to offering CC policies to owners/developers, insurers provide the coverages for 


Guaranteed Fixed Price Remediation (GFPR) contractors that offer a fixed price to complete an 


agreed-upon level of cleanup at a site. The percent of all CC policies written for these contractors in 


last twelve months varied among insurers from 25% to 75%. 


Pre-Funded Programs 


Pre-Funded (PF) programs involve up-front payment of the anticipated expenses at a brownfield site 


where a cleanup is planned. They include a CC component and may include PL coverages. Like CC 


policies, the programs require extensive site assessments and are individually structured for specific 


projects. Four of the nine insurers in this study offer PF programs. One of these offers the programs 


infrequently and on a limited basis. For the remaining three, the programs function as follows. 


At the inception, the insured pays the policy premium and the portion which represents the net 


present value of the expected cleanup costs is credited to a ‘notational commutation’ account held 


by the insurer. The policy is used for cleanup expenses, per the terms and conditions of the policy, 


which the insurer pays as they are incurred by the remediation contractor. If there is a balance 


remaining in the notational commutation account at the end of the cleanup, the insured can commute 


the remaining funds, thus receiving the account balance (which includes the interest accrued) and 


releasing the insurer from coverages associated with the program. If the cleanup costs are higher than 


expected, the policy pays the additional costs up to the policy dollar limit. The programs are 


appropriate for brownfields where cleanup costs are high (most commonly $5 to $60 million, 


depending on the insurer) and remediation is expected to take multiple years (most commonly five 


to twenty years, depending on the insurer). 
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Secured Lender Policies 


Secured Lender (SL) policies protect lenders from losses due to pollution conditions at properties 


used to secure loans. Owners/developers benefit in that the policies may increase lender willingness 


to provide capital. At present, four carriers provide the policies. 


Coverages, which are conditional on a loan default occurring during the policy period, differ by 


insurer. However, prior to foreclosure, all provide a lender payment of the lesser of the estimated 


cleanup costs or the outstanding loan balance. After foreclosure, one carrier offers either payment 


of the lesser of the cleanup costs or the outstanding loan balance while three offer the estimated 


cleanup costs only. All but one provide bodily injury and property damage claim protections and legal 


defense costs to defend against the claims. 


The most common policy periods are three to ten years. Depending on the insurer, for a five-year, 


single-site policy, policy dollar limits are $3 million to $10 million; premiums are $45,000 to $70,000; 


and deductibles are $10,000 to $100,000. 


Other Products 


Additional policies, not discussed in detail in this report, include liability protections for professional 


consultants and contractors and products providing surety bonds to guarantee the performance and 


payment obligations of contractors. In addition, one insurer offers a land use control policy for sites 


at which contamination has intentionally been left in place and engineering controls (physical 


measures such as containment caps) and institutional controls (legal mechanisms, such as deed 


restrictions) have been established. However, indications from the insurer are that the number of the 


policies sold is small. 


Changes in Brownfields Insurance 


Since the 1999 study was conducted, there has been significant turnover among carriers providing 


brownfields insurance. While four insurers in this study were in existence prior to 1999, five carriers 


have left the market since that year and five have entered. This turnover underscores the need to 


investigate the financial status of carriers before purchasing insurance. 


Insurer opinions of changes in policy terms, coverages, and conditions industry-wide from 1999 to 


2005 include the following: 


•	 With respect to PL policies, premiums have increased and maximum policy periods have 


decreased (e.g., from twenty to ten years for three insurers). 


3








•	 The number of carriers offering CC policies has decreased, primarily because the insurers 


providing them dropped out of the market. Carriers indicated that premiums have increased 


industry-wide  and that there is a trend toward more conservative underwriting (e.g., higher 


SIRs, lower dollar limits, and requisites for more thorough site assessments). 


•	 The use of GFPR contracts in conjunction with CC and PL coverages either for contractors or 


owners/developers has become increasingly popular in recent years. 


•	 Changes with respect to SL coverages include a reduction in policy periods (from three to 


fifteen years in 1999 to one to ten years in 2005); increased site assessment requirements; and 


a reduction in the number of insurers offering portfolio policies (currently only one). In addition, 


there is a trend toward offering the policies on the basis of payment for the lesser of the 


outstanding loan balance or the estimated cleanup costs rather than payment for the outstanding 


loan balance only. 


Since its inception in the eighties, the environmental insurance industry has rapidly changed with 


respect to the terms and coverages available, the pricing of the policies, and the insurers offering the 


products. This report thus provides only a snapshot in time of available brownfields insurance. 
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Chapter 1.0

Introduction and Methodology



In the last ten years, environmental insurance products have become standard risk management tools 


that facilitate the cleanup and redevelopment of brownfields. The first study summarizing these 


products, Potential Insurance Products for Brownfields Cleanup and Redevelopment, was produced 


by the US Environmental Protection Agency (EPA) in 1996. Three years later, Northern Kentucky 


University produced an expanded update under a cooperative agreement with EPA., Environmental 


Insurance Products Available for Brownfields Redevelopment, 1999. 


As a relatively new industry sector, the brownfields insurance market remains in flux. The current 


study was undertaken to bring brownfield stakeholders up to date on coverages available as of late 


2005. It is not an in-depth technical analysis, but a review of key information about the products 


intended to enhance the efficiency of those working to revitalize brownfields. 


1.1 Overview of the Insurance Products 


By definition, a brownfield project involves a site at which there exists the known presence or 


perceived potential presence of contamination, and thus risks. 1 Even for a site with known 


contamination, there may be unknown pollution problems as well – either undiscovered quantities of 


known pollutants, or the presence of not-yet discovered types of contamination. When a brownfield 


project is associated with a real estate transaction, as is very often the case, the perceived risks and 


willingness to accept them may differ between buyers and sellers, so that allocating risks can become 


central to the completion of a property sale. 


Different insurance products have been created to address the two major sources of uncertainty in 


a brownfield project – the environmental response required to make the site condition acceptable for 


the intended new use, and the environmental liability that may arise from any damage done by the 


pollution. The two basic types of brownfield policies discussed in Chapters 1.0 and 2.0 of this report 


address these risks. Note that, while we use the term ‘developer’ to generically indicate a policy 


purchaser, several types of actors may be insured, including public and private developers, owners, 


sellers, buyers, and lenders. 


Chapter 2.0 describes Pollution Liability (PL) policies that provide coverages for third party bodily 


injury, cleanup costs, and property damage claims; legal defense expenses; and cleanup of pollution 


conditions discovered by the insured at the insured’s site. Chapter 3.0 centers on Cost Cap (CC) 


policies that protect against costs incurred that exceed the estimated expenses in a site remediation 


 The term brownfield means “real property, the expansion, redevelopment, or reuse of which may be 


complicated by the presence or potential presence of a hazardous substance, pollutant, or contaminant”(US 
Congress, 2001). 
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plan. In both of these chapters, basic characteristics of the products are discussed including policy 


dollar limits, premiums, deductibles, and policy periods (the duration of coverage). 


Several additional products are addressed in Chapter 4.0. These include Pre-Funded (PF) programs 


that involve up-front payment of the anticipated expenses at a brownfield site where a cleanup is 


planned. They include a CC component and may include PL coverages. Secured Lender (SL) policies 


are another product of  interest to developers. They can facilitate access to capital by protecting 


lenders from losses due to pollution conditions at properties used as loan collateral. Other insurance 


policies designed for brownfield contractors and consultants are introduced, but not discussed in any 


depth, since the focus here is on the insurance products most appropriate for purchase by brownfield 


developers. 


The report ends with Chapter 5.0, which presents insurer perceptions of changes in brownfield 


coverages since 1999. These include shifts in insurers in the marketplace, changes in policy 


provisions, and modifications of selected policy characteristics such as policy periods and premiums. 


As we emphasize, brownfield insurance coverages and costs are constantly changing. This report thus 


provides only a snapshot of the products at this particular point in time. 


1.2 Methods 


Data collection relied on a detailed survey about insurance products that was drafted by the authors, 


critiqued by insurance brokers, and revised. The written questionnaire was given to nine insurance 


carriers and in-person interviews were held in their offices to allow them to clarify and elaborate on 


their responses. Those sessions generally lasted two to three hours, depending on how many 


brownfield policies an insurer offered. Each session was tape recorded and the tapes were transcribed 


to assure accuracy. Drafts of chapters then were sent to the insurers to allow them to correct any 


errors in reported findings on their own firm and to solicit their comments on the data analysis. These 


comments were collected through telephone follow-up interviews and emails. 


Throughout the report, tables are provided that present survey findings. These summary presentations 


are supplemented with excerpts from the taped interviews. 2 The identities of the participating 


companies have been cloaked to allow respondents greater freedom to divulge detailed information 


about their firms’ operations. In the tables, insurers are identified as A, B, C, etc. To create further 


anonymity, the order in which each company’s information is presented is scrambled from table to 


table (e.g., Insurer A in one table may be Insurer H in the next). This procedure assures that no 


proprietary information can be uncovered by tracing a particular company across the different tables. 


2 Although meaning was preserved, editorial liberties were taken with the quotes to make them flow 
smoothly. For example, false starts to sentences were omitted, intervening phrases and sentences that confused 
meaning were eliminated, ambiguous pronouns were clarified, and so on. 
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Table 1.1 summarizes key characteristics of each of the insurers in the study. While some are new to 


the brownfields market, others have been offering environmental insurance since the eighties. The 


many improvements in the products as they matured through the nineties improved their utility to 


brownfield developers, and refined a market that other firms now have entered. 


Table 1.1 The Insurance Companies 


Pollution 
Liability


First Offered 
Capacity* AM Best 


Rating** 


Products Offered 


Pollution 
Liability 


Cost 
Cap 


Pre-Funded 
Programs 


Secured 
Lender 


A 1980 $100M A+ Superior T T T 
B 1986 $50M A+ Superior T T T 
C 1992 $50M A Excellent T T T T 
D 1994 $50M A++ Superior T T 
E 2003 $50M A Excellent T T T T 
F 2002 $25M A+ Superior T T T 
G 2001 $25M A Excellent T 
H 2002 $25M A Excellent T 
I 1999 $10M A Excellent T 


*   The policy dollar limit that an insurer can offer on a single policy as of December 1, 2005 
**	  AM Best finance strength ratings as of December 1, 2005. Ratings for secure insurers are: 


A++, A+ (superior);  A, A- (excellent);  B++, B+ (very good). 


As the third and fourth columns indicate, the firms vary in underwriting capacity and financial 


strength. For a developer with a $10 million project that any of the firms could cover, the capacity 


measure alone may not be the basis for selecting an insurer. In fact, since none of the firms shows 


financial strength below “excellent” on the AM Best rating scale, the choice of insurer, in many 


instances, will be made on the basis of the particular coverage terms provided in a policy. 


The final four columns on the right in Table 1.1 provide the brownfield policies offered. All the 


carriers listed also offer the other types of environmental insurance products, discussed in Chapter 


4.0, that have been developed for brownfield industry service providers, including environmental 


counsel, environmental assessment firms, and site mitigation contractors. 


Note that, although we sampled only nine carriers for this study, there are a number of other 


insurance companies that offer environmental coverages. However, their policies are limited to 


specific types of policies, sites, and purchasers (e.g., products for underground storage tank 


coverages only, for environmental contractors only). Nationwide, there are only six carriers – Insurers 


A through F – that offer a range of coverages for brownfields including PL, CC, PF, and/or SL 


policies. In general, these insurers are more willing than insurers G through I in the table to 


underwrite highly complex brownfield projects that entail cleanups and property transactions. 
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1.3 Introductory Notes and Cautions 


The coverages discussed here differ in a number of very important ways from the insurance with 


which most readers are familiar, such as homeowner and automobile policies. Several basic points 


and caveats about brownfields insurance policies thus need to be clarified at the outset. 


•	 The products are ‘claims made and reported’ which means that, in order for coverage to apply, 


a claim must be made against an insured party and reported to an insurer during the policy 


period or any extended reporting period. The alternative type, an ‘occurrence’ policy, would 


respond to liabilities arising from damage or injury that occurred during the policy period, 


regardless of when a claim is made against the insured. Thus a problem that might have been 


caused during the policy period but is not discovered until some future date is not covered under 


a ‘claims made’ policy. 


•	  The ‘occurrence’ policy language is common in Commercial General Liability (CGL) policies, 


which are not the subject of this report. Prior to the growth of environmental concerns, those 


policies did not have an absolute pollution exclusion. They thus have been open to claims filed 


years after they lapsed in cases in which claimants felt they could prove that damage they 


suffered began when the policy was in force. These older coverages continue to be the targets 


of ‘insurance archeology’ suits to recoup funds for cleanup on brownfield projects. 


The products discussed in this report should not be confused with the old CGL policies that 


were never intended to address environmental problems. Environmental insurance products 


available now are specifically written to provide protections from environmental liabilities and 


the carriers offering them have paid claims for environmental damage and site mitigation cost 


overruns. 


•	 Unlike automobile, homeowner, and life insurance policies, brownfield insurance policies usually 


are individually ‘manuscripted’ or tailored to suit the needs of particular projects. While insurers 


most often begin with a base form, it is modified by ‘endorsements’ or changes that add specific 


coverages or, alternatively, exclude coverages from the base form if they represent too great a 


risk or provide protection against risks for which the insured does not need coverage. 


•	 Most commercial property and liability insurance policies are written on standardized forms and 


are ‘admitted’ policies, i.e., the coverages provided by different insurers are the same, and the 


terms have been approved by a state insurance regulatory agency. Brownfield insurance 


products are ‘non-admitted’ policies. They do not need to be approved by state regulators and 


are issued as ‘excess and surplus lines’ insurance. This type of policy is necessary for 


brownfields because of the need to craft policy provisions suited to each unique project. 
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•	 This report should not be relied upon as a guide to the purchase of insurance. The coverages 


provided in a policy will depend on a number of elements contained within it. While definitions 


of key policy terms are provided here, we generalize across the legally binding terms in 


individual policy ‘definitions’ sections. Especially for complex projects entailing remediation, 


redevelopment, and sale of a site, it is important to seek the advise of brokers and attorneys 


specializing in brownfields insurance. 


The emphasis on insurance in this report is not meant to imply that it is the only mechanism for 


managing brownfield project risks or that purchasing insurance is always in the best interest of a 


brownfield developer. The costs and benefits of a policy may not warrant the expenditure, especially 


for developers with the capacity to effectively self-insure for risks or obtain reliable ‘indemnifications’ 


or contractual commitments in which one party agrees to protect another party from expenses such 


as unexpected cleanup costs and third party damage claims. There also are general problems with all 


insurance products that should be kept in mind, including the possibilities that an insurer may refuse 


a claim or become insolvent and unable to pay a claim. Furthermore, coverage may not be available 


for all risks facing a developer, and the time and/or dollar limits on policies offered may not be 


sufficiently high for a project. 


A carefully developed risk management strategy takes into account the options of risk retention and 


contractual agreements other than insurance. However, even if other risk management mechanisms 


can be brought to bear, some issues may remain that require insurance coverage. For example, when 


indemnifications are made, insurance maybe used to support the agreements by providing protections 


the indemnitor is unwilling to offer and/or by backing promises made by an indemnitor. 


Indemnifications without insurance have disadvantages for both parties. The indemnitee may find that 


the indemnitor does not have the financial resources to fulfill the commitments made, while the 


indemnitor’s financial statements and credit rating could be weakened by the potential liabilities 


associated with providing the indemnification. 


In some situations, the availability of insurance for a brownfield project may be the key to moving a 


transaction forward. Depending on the financial status of the parties to a transaction, developer risk 


retention or seller indemnification may be perceived as unacceptable options. Differences between 


buyer and seller estimates of remediation costs and/or the liability exposures created by known or 


suspected contamination can lead to gaps between the purchase price demanded by one and offered 


by the other that appear insurmountable. In these instances, and in others like them, insurance may 


be the only mechanism that permits a deal to be consummated. 


In conclusion, any insurance coverage comes at a price, and the cost of a transaction thus rises if 


brownfield insurance is needed. However, if the risk transfer can overcome factors that otherwise 


would stymie the deal, then the buyer, the seller and the community hosting the brownfield can all 


benefit from coverage that allows the remediation and redevelopment of contaminated and 


underutilized real estate. 
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Chapter 2.0

Pollution Liability Policies



Environmental insurance policies referred to in this report as Pollution Liability (PL) policies have 


been given various names by different companies. These include, for example, Environmental 


Impairment Liability, Pollution Legal Liability, Pollution and Remediation Legal Liability, 


Environmental Cleanup and Liability, Premises Pollution Liability, Environmental Site Liability, and 


Environmental Site Protection. Some insurance carriers have more than one PL policy relevant to 


brownfield developers. 


PL policies are the product most widely sold to owners/developers of brownfields. They have been 


in existence for some 25 years, although their scope and utility has greatly improved since they first 


were written. Their overall purpose is to provide protections for liabilities arising from pollution 


conditions and cleanup of unexpected pollution conditions. 


The policies can cover both pre-existing contamination and contamination newly released by ongoing 


operations at a site. In fact, the majority of PL policies sold are intended to provide protections for 


releases from operating businesses such as chemical plants and have been adapted to provide 


coverages for a smaller subset of sites with pre-existing ‘legacy’ issues, i.e., brownfields. In this 


report, our focus is on the latter and coverages for new releases are not discussed. 


A PL policy begins with a declarations page signed by the insurance company that sets forth the 


parties involved in the contract; the property or properties insured; the policy term, limits of liability 


(policy dollar limits), deductible, and premium; and, in some cases, a list of policy endorsements. This 


is followed by several other sections in varying order depending on the carrier: 


•	 The ‘Insuring Agreement’ describes the overall coverages to be provided (e.g., indicating what 


the insurer will pay for losses arising from pollution conditions). 


•	 The ‘Definitions’ section provides precise meanings of most - but not necessarily all - of the 


policy’s key terminology (e.g., the definitions of a pollution condition). Terms defined in this 


section are noted by bolded and/or capitalized text in the rest of the contract. 


•	 The ‘Exclusions’ section limits coverages, noting what will not be covered (e.g., certain 


pollutants, criminal fines and penalties). 


•	 The ‘Conditions’ section specifies various contractual stipulations (e.g., cancellation procedures, 


responsibilities of the named insured, subrogation rights, and policy assignment). 


•	 The ‘Extended Reporting Period’ section describes the automatic extension to the policy term 


limit and optional extension that can be purchased. 


•	 ‘Endorsements’ provide the modifications to the policy agreed upon by the insured and the 


insurance company. 
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Other provisions of the contract may be provided as separate sections that describe, among other 


matters: 


•	 notification of claims requirements, 


•	 the rights of the company and duties of the insured, 


•	 limits of insurance and deductibles, and 


•	 transfer of legal defense duties. 


It is important to note that a policy needs to be reviewed in its entirety as each section is intricately 


tied to others. In other words, to understand any particular coverage, it is necessary to refer to the 


Insuring Agreement, Definitions, Exclusions, Conditions, and other sections. 


2.1 Coverages 


Variation exists among insurers in how they categorize and word basic coverages in their Insuring 


Agreements. Some companies provide relatively detailed menus of protections offered, while others 


describe coverages quite broadly. Some explicitly distinguish between pollution conditions that are 


‘onsite’ (at, on, or under the insured property) and ‘offsite’ (beyond the insured property but migrated 


from the insured property). Other companies do not make this distinction, but refer only to ‘first 


party’ claims (made by the insured to pay on their behalf losses arising from cleanup of pollution 


conditions) and ‘third party’ claims (liabilities asserted against the insured). 


Despite differences across insurers, a basic categorization of the PL coverages can be extrapolated: 


•	 Third party claims for bodily injury, cleanup costs, and propertydamage arising out of pollution 


conditions on, at, under, or migrating from an insured site. The claims can come from private 


parties in the form of assertions, such as lawsuits, and from government mandates. 


•	 Legal defense expenses arising from third party claims. 


•	 First party claims for cleanup, required by a regulator, and expenses related to pollution 


conditions discovered by the insured on, at, or under the insured site. 


Table 2.1 provides these coverages in greater detail and indicates how they are offered by each 


insurer. As noted in the last chapter, PL policies usually are manuscripted or tailored to fit each 


brownfield project. Insurers begin with a template that provides ‘standard’ coverages. This base 


policy is then modified by ‘endorsements’ or changes that either add specific coverages or exclude 


them. Note, however, that a standard coverage may be excluded by the insurer by endorsement for 


a particular brownfield project. 


Over the past ten years, each insurer has developed a set of ‘standard endorsements’ or those that are 


used relatively frequently and have undergone legal review. Other ‘special endorsements’ needed for 


a specific project must be written largely from scratch and usually must be reviewed by the insurer’s 


counsel before they can be added to a policy. 


11








 


Table 2.1 Pollution Liability Coverages


 A  B  C  D  E  F  G H  I 


Third Party Claims (Made against the Insured) 


Cleanup, required by a regulator, of
previously unknown pollution
conditions at an insured site 


T T T T T T T T T 


Cleanup, required by a regulator, of
known, previously remediated pollution
conditions at an insured site. 
(Also called re-opener coverage) 


T T T � T Te � T T 


Bodily injury/property damage caused
by pollution conditions at an insured site T T T T T T T T T 


Cleanup/bodily injury/property damage
caused by pollution conditions migrating
from an insured site to a neighboring site 


T T T T T T T T T 


Cleanup/bodily injury/property damage
caused by pollution released during
the transportation of cargo 


Te T Te Te Te T T Te T 


Cleanup/bodily injury/property damage
caused by pollution conditions at or
migrating from a non-owned disposal site 


T Te Te Te Te T Te T T 


Legal Defense Costs to Defend Against
Third Party Claims T T T T T T T T T 


First Party Claims (Made by the Insured) 


Cleanup of previously unknown pre
existing pollution conditions at actionable
levels that is discovered by the insured at 
an insured site 


T T T T T T T T T 


Business interruption losses incurred by
the insured caused by previously unknown,
pre-existing pollution conditions 


T V Te � Te Te Te T T 


Soft costs incurred by the insured due to 
previously unknown, pre-existing pollution
conditions 


T Te V � Te Te V T Te 


T   Standard Policy Te   Standard Endorsement �   Special Endorsement V Not offered 


To understand what actually is being offered with these coverages from a particular insurer, it is 


necessary to attend to variations in certain definitions, exclusions, and ‘triggers’ or conditions that 


activate coverage. We begin with a discussion of the dimensions of property damage. 
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2.11 Property Damage 


Among different carriers, property damage is defined in terms of physical injury to property including 


the resulting loss of use, loss of use of property that has not been physically injured, property value 


diminution as a result of pollution conditions, and natural resource damages. The latter generally 


includes physical injury to wildlife, flora, air, land, and ground and surface water on properties 


controlled or held in trust by a government entity or Indian tribe. 


Table 2.2 Property Damage Coverages


 A  B  C  D E F  G  H I 


Third Party Claims 


Property value diminution T T T T � T T T � 


Need physical injury? No Yes Yes Yes � No No No � 


Business interruption T T T T T T T T � 


Natural resource damage T T T T T V T V � 


First Party Claims 


Property value diminution V V V V V V V V V 


Business interruption T T T Te Te V Te Te Te 


Soft costs T Te T Te Te Te Te V V 
T Standard Policy Te Standard Endorsement V  Not offered � Policies are silent on the issue 


However, as Table 2.2 indicates, there are differences among carriers with respect to coverages of 


specific dimensions of property damage and the parties to whom protections are offered. For 


example, first party property value diminution is not offered by any carrier. Third party property 


value diminution is offered by all carriers with the exception of two whose policies are ‘silent’ on the 


issue, i.e., the policies do not explicitly address diminution. One of these noted that whether or not 


property damage includes value diminution depends on how property damage is defined by the local 


jurisdiction of the brownfield site. 


For four of the nine carriers, property value diminution does not need to involve physical injury to 


a property; for three others there does need to be physical injury. The link to physical damage is to 


avoid providing coverage for ‘proximity’ or ‘stigma’ damage, i.e., when a neighbor’s property has 


not been damaged, but the neighbor believes the value of their property has decreased by virtue of 


proximity to the insured’s property. 


Business interruption loss must be caused directly by a pollution condition for the coverage to apply. 


The losses are addressed in policies in two ways, depending on the beneficiary of the coverage. First 


party business interruption is included as a coverage part in the insuring agreements of three carriers 


and can be arranged by endorsement by all but one other carrier. With respect to third party claims, 
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business interruption losses are not explicitly noted on a policy because they are considered to be a 


component of property damage, i.e., they are aspects of loss of use and resulting income loss. 


‘Soft costs’ are similar to business interruption costs. Business interruption, however, refers to loss 


of revenues from sales, rental income, etc. from an ongoing operation. Soft costs pertain to added 


costs of a construction/development project that are consequential to a pollution condition. The two 


insurers that include them in their standard policies refer to them as delay or additional expenses the 


insured incurs as a result of a delay in the completion of an insured project. Examples of expenses that 


may be included are interest on money borrowed; advertisements and renegotiation expenses to sell 


or lease an insured site; added architectural, engineering and consulting fees; or the costs of personal 


protective equipment for workers. When coverages for these costs are offered, as a general rule, the 


specific expenses covered are listed in the policy. Note that the term soft costs stems from the 


construction industry and is frequently used by those in the insurance industry. However, it is not 


used in actual policies and is not uniformly conceptualized across insurers. 


2.12 Coverages for Known and Disclosed Pollution Conditions 


The distinction between pollution conditions that are ‘knownand disclosed’ versus newly discovered, 


pre-existing pollution conditions is significant. This is so, first of all, for claims purposes. Policies 


generally contain an exclusion specifying that coverage will not be provided if a defined set of people 


knew or reasonably could have expected that a pollution condition existed prior to the inception of 


the policy, but did not disclose the condition to the insurer. Failure to disclose a known condition can 


cause claim denial or policy cancellation. 


Second, there are critical differences in coverages for previously known and newly discovered 


pollution. As noted earlier, PL policies most often are written for ongoing operations to protect 


against the costs of new releases of contaminants. Those who purchase the policies for brownfields, 


however, are most concerned with pre-existing pollution. 


As Table 2.1 above indicates, it is standard for all carriers to provide coverage for the unexpected – 


for conditions that existed before but were unknown. Coverages for known conditions are a different 


matter. Cost Cap (CC) policies, discussed in the next chapter, protect against first party cost overruns 


on a cleanup of known conditions; PL policies do not. 


PL policies, however, mayaddress pre-existing pollution in two ways. First, insurers offer ‘re-opener’ 


coverage for cleanup of previously remediated conditions for which a regulatory agency issued an 


assurance – such as a No Further Action letter or Certificate of Completion – if additional cleanup 


is ordered by a regulator. 


Second, it is possible to obtain coverage for bodily injury and property damage arising from known 


conditions. This may be offered when a regulatory assurance document has been issued with respect 


to the pollution conditions. Insurers differ, however, with respect to willingness to offer such 
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coverages prior to the issuance of such a document, i.e., before and during a remediation. During 


interviews, two insurers said that they do not offer the coverage prior to the issuance. Some indicated 


that, although the coverages are on their standard policy, they are frequently excluded by 


endorsement depending on the contaminants and conditions at a site. The following excerpts provide 


examples of the approaches insurers take to known conditions: 


Insurer: If conditions are known and disclosed, they’re not excluded under the standard form. 


However, it is our underwriting stance to then take a look at those specific conditions and see 


what we want and don’t want to cover. I don’t want to give the impression that they’re always 


going to be covered. We might be comfortable with some conditions and not others – the 


decision is account specific. 


Insurer: We have a standard endorsement that very explicitly lists the known conditions that are 


excluded. And if a known condition is above a regulatory limit, we’ll exclude it. That's the 


guiding philosophy. 


Insurer: The policy grants bodily injury and property damage coverages but we decide whether 


to restrict it or not. The known conditions exclusion says all conditions known prior to the 


policy's inception are excluded completely. Then we grant back coverage and restrict how that 


known condition is covered. Usually we only restrict cleanup, but we may restrict third party 


coverages if a third party already has been impacted. 


With respect to known conditions, it is critical to understand the importance of a ‘retroactive date’ 


on a policy as coverage for pre-existing contamination is restricted by this date. The retroactive date 


limits when the pollution conditions had to commence. If the conditions commenced after the date, 


there may be coverage. However, if the commencement began prior to the date, no coverage would 


be available. One insurer emphasized that, even if an assurance document has been issued, insurers 


will not be willing to offer bodily injury coverages for contamination in place prior to the date: 


Insurer: We may chose to exclude bodily injury where there is a known pollution condition that 


has a No Further Action if there’s an historical toxic tort issue. Under no circumstances are we 


going to include historical bodily injury claims. There might be a lot of groundwater 


contamination where we have no intention of picking up the bodily injury claims as a result of 


long-standing ingestion exposures. 


2.13	 Cleanup Coverages and Triggers for Newly Discovered



Pollution Conditions



Generically, cleanup or remediation costs mean reasonable and necessary expenses to investigate, 


clean up, and monitor contamination in the soil, surface water, and groundwater to the extent 


required by environmental law. With the consent of the insurer, legal expenses incurred because of 


a cleanup also are included, as are ‘restoration’ or ‘replacement’ costs. The latter refer to expenses 
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incurred by the insured to repair or replace property damaged in the course of responding to a 


pollution condition. As several insurers stressed, the costs must be approved by the insurer and do 


not include expenses to improve or better a structure. The intent is to restore the property to 


substantially the same condition it was in prior to being damaged during a cleanup: 


Insurer: Our underwriting intent is to cover restoration costs, but not betterment. For example, 


if you have to destroy a building and it was grand-fathered and you now have to upgrade to 


code, the code upgrades don't get covered. 


An important concept for environmental insurance is the policy ‘trigger,’ a term that is frequently 


used by insurers, but is not included in the policies themselves. It refers to conditions or events that 


activate coverages. In PL policies, there are two triggers for cleanup of newly discovered, pre


existing pollution at an insured site. The first is a third party claim made by any third party including 


a state or federal government agency. All carriers offer this on their standard policy. 


The second is a ‘discovery’ trigger, meaning that the insured finds contamination on the insured 


property in quantities great enough to be deemed ‘actionable’ under environmental laws. This trigger 


is important because, if a policy does not have it, an insured would need to ask a government 


authority to demand action before the policy would respond and that may result in project delays. 


When asked, all carriers indicated they do offer a discovery trigger on their standard policies. Two 


qualifications need to be noted, however. The first, emphasized by one carrier, is that the discovery 


trigger for pre-existing pollution conditions may be excluded in certain cases: 


Insurer: If a site has a lot of history on it, we might take out the discovery trigger for pre


existing conditions. We would want it to be a state-ordered cleanup and not just something 


where, in the course of digging, you find something and want us to pay for it. 


The second qualification concerns the actual mandate to conduct a cleanup. While all carriers cover 


cleanups necessitated under state and/or federal laws, one carrier indicated that the company’s PL 


policy would not respond if a cleanup was recommended under state or federal guidance documents. 


The insurer noted that, “It has to be truly a law. A guideline has not gone through the same process. 


It’s just a suggestion. It doesn't have the force of law.” 


2.14 Exclusions and Coverages for Particular Contaminants and Sources 


Table 2.3 presents differences among carriers with respect to coverage for contaminant types and 


sources. Many of the standard or special endorsements noted on the table indicate that the 


contaminant is excluded on the standard policy and must be granted back in by endorsement to be 


covered. Keep in mind that a coverage offered on a standard form may be excluded by endorsement 


if it poses exceptional risks. 
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Table 2.3 Coverages for Contaminants and Contaminant Sources


 A  B  C  D  E  F  G H  I 


Known underground storage tanks Te Te Te Te Te Te Te Te T 


Unknown underground storage tanks T T T Te T � � T T 


Man-made radioactive matter, low level � � T Te T T T � T 


Natural radioactive materials � Te V Te T V T T � 


Lead-based paint in buildings V Te T Te Te V Te Te � 


Lead-based paint in soil � T T Te T T T T T 


Mold/microbial matter in buildings � T Te Te � � Te Te Te 


Asbestos in buildings � Te T Te � V Te Te V 


Asbestos in soil � T T Te T T Te T T 
T Standard Policy Te Standard Endorsement �Special Endorsement V Not Offered 


When discussing this topic, insurers made other points they felt should be commented upon: 


•	 Lead based paint and asbestos in buildings may be covered for bodily injury and property 


damage, but not abatement or cleanup of a building. 


•	 Some coverages, such as mold and microbial matter, may be made available for third party 


coverages, but not first party coverages. 


•	 With respect to known underground storage tanks, if a tank is closed in place, the insurer 


essentially is offering re-opener coverage and will need to see the closure documents. 


2.2 Other Policy Characteristics 


In this section, we discuss other PL policy characteristics. We begin with policy periods, then turn 


to policy dollar limits, premiums, and deductibles/self-insured retentions. 


2.21 Policy Periods 


Table 2.4 provides information on PL policy periods. There is a consensus that the shortest period 


purchased is one year, although this is not a minimum mandated by carriers. The maximum figures 


– five to ten years – do represent company underwriting guidelines. Although one insurer has the 


latitude to write up to five years, the representative noted that, “We very rarely write longer than 


three years. Ninety-nine percent of our business is written for twelve months.” 


One thing to keep in mind is that the most common periods are a matter of negotiation between the 


insurer and insured. As one insurer noted, “A lot of it comes down to pricing. We’ll offer both five 


and ten years and then they’ll see where it fits into their budget.” 
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Table 2.4 Pollution Liability Policy Periods for 


Brownfields and Cost to Double Them 


Policy Periods in Years 
Cost to Double Term from 


Five to Ten Years 


Low Maximum 
Most 


Common 
Second 


Most Common


 A 1 10  5 10 Proprietary
 B 1 10 10 5 40% - 60%
 C 1 10 5 10 60% - 70%
 D 1 10 5 10 60% - 70%
 E 1 10 1 3 100%
 F 1 10 3-5 5-10 Varies greatly
 G 1 5 1 1 10 years not offered
 H 1 5 3 1 10 years not offered
 I 1 10 5 10 Proprietary 


As emphasized earlier, brownfield insurance policies are ‘claims made and reported’ policies. This 


means that for the coverage to respond, a claim must be made against the insured and reported to the 


company during the policy period. Losses caused by environmental conditions, however, may take 


years to manifest (e.g., for polluted groundwater to migrate to an adjacent site and be discovered). 


Thus, there is value to the insured of a longer policy period, but a longer period increases the risk to 


the insurer and, therefore, restricted policy terms and conditions or increased premium charges may 


apply. 


One item on the survey asked for estimates of the effects on a premium to double the policy term 


from five to ten years. The responses, presented in Table 2.4, are estimates by insurers – an actual 


increase will depend on the particular site. The figures indicate considerable divergence from 40% 


to 100%. 


A ‘guaranteed policy renewal’ provision is not really an option for increasing policy length. Eight of 


the nine insurers do not offer it, although some have offered it in the past. The remaining insurer 


estimated that the company sells the guarantee in less than 5% of policies issued. 


A ‘rolling renewal’ provision that adds a year to a policy each year for a guaranteed price may be a 


possibility, but only in some circumstances. Only two insurers offer this policy extension but do so 


rarely and with conditions attached. For example, the renewal is subject to factors such as the 


insured’s loss ratio and changes in the price of re-insurance. As one insurer noted, clients usually 


choose not to purchase the endorsement once they understand these conditions. 


There are ways of addressing the claims-made requirement through an automatic or optional 


‘extended reporting period’ (ERP). The ERP lengthens the period in which a claim may be made 


against the insured and reported to the insurer. However, the claims made and reported during the 
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ERP must arise out of pollution conditions that commenced prior to the end of the policy period. 


Table 2.5 notes the lengths of these periods. Insurers are required by law to offer an automatic ERP 


at no charge. These range by carrier from 30 to 60 days. Insurers also offer an optional ERP that can 


be purchased. These vary by carrier from 36 to 48 months and can add as much as 200% to the 


premium. 


The optional ERP does not need to be purchased at the inception of the policy. Most insurers allow 


30 days after the policy period ends; one, however, mandates that it be purchased during the policy 


period. Both the price and the length of the optional ERP are negotiable and depend on the risks at 


a site. One insurer pointed out that the option of buying an ERP may be removed from the policy if 


the insurer’s maximum policy period has been purchased. 


Table 2.5 Extended Reporting Periods 


Automatic 
Extended Period 


Optional
Extended Period 


Percentage Increase in Premium
for Optional Period


 A 90 days 36 months Up to 100%


 B 60 days 36 months Up to 200%


 C 30 days 36 months Up to 200%


 D 90 days 36 months Up to 200%


 E 60 days 40 months Up to 200%


 F 60 days 48 months Up to 200%


 G 60 days 48 months Up to 200%


 H 60 days 48 months Up to 200%


 I 60 days 36 months 
100% for 12 months 
150% for 24 months 
200% for 36 months 


In addition to an ERP, another mechanism to address the claims-made requisite is a notice of potential 


claim provision. This provision allows an insured to notify the insurer of a claim that may be made 


due to a pollution condition existing during the policy period but has not yet been made. If the insured 


notifies the insurer of such a possibility and the potential claim becomes a claim, the insurer will treat 


it as a claim first made and reported during the policy period. Only three of the insurers in this study 


offer such a provision for brownfield legacy issues. A five-year time limit for reporting an actual claim 


usually is imposed as are certain conditions for the notice of potential claim (e.g., the bodily injury, 


property damage, or cleanup costs that may result from the pollution condition, engineering 


information on the pollution condition giving rise to the possible claim, and the circumstances by 


which the insured became aware of the possible claim). 
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2.22	 Policy Dollar Limits, Premiums, Deductibles, and



Self-Insured Retentions



PL policy dollar limits and premiums are reflected in Table 2.6. For both types of data, insurers were 


asked to provide estimates for a five-year standard policy for a single site that does not include 


endorsements requested by the insured. 


All insurers indicated that $1 million is generally the lowest policy dollar limit, but this does not 


represent a minimum. The maximum policy dollar limit, however, indicates the limit that a carrier will 


offer. 


Table 2.6 Brownfield Pollution Liability Policy Dollar Limits and 


Premiums for a Five-Year Policy* 


Dollar Limit Estimates Premium Estimates 


Low 


Example Maximum 


Most 


Common 


Low 


Example 


High 


Example 


Most 


Common


 A 1M 50M 10M to 25M Varies greatly Varies greatly Varies greatly


 B 1M 50M 10M Varies greatly Varies greatly Varies greatly


 C 1M 100M 10M to 25M 25K 10M 50K to 1M


 D 1M 100M 5M to 20M Proprietary Proprietary Proprietary


 E 1M 50M 5M to 10M 30K** 1M 75K to 250K


 F 1M 25M 5M to 10M 10K 200K 75K to 100K 


G 1M 25M 1M to 10M 10K** 300K 40K to 100K 


H 1M 25M 1M to 5M 5K 1M 50K


 I 1M 10M 1M to 5M 30K 200K 40K to 75K


 *  Based on information available as of December 1, 2005



 ** Figure represents a minimum premium



The right three columns provide estimates for policypremiums. Double astericks indicate that the low 


premium figure is a minimum required by an insurer. As with any type of insurance, premiums are a 


function of the amount of coverage purchased and a policy’s deductible or self-insured retention 


(described below). Other variables affecting PL policy price pertain to risk factors attendant on a site. 


These include: 


• The intended future use(s) of the site (e.g., industrial versus residential). 


• The quality of the site assessment. 


• The size of the site. 
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•	 The toxicity of the contaminants. 


•	 The media in which contaminants are found (soil, groundwater, surface water). 


•	 The likelihood of migration off site (which depends in part on the contaminants and media). 


•	 Proximity of the site to sensitive human uses such as homes and schools and to vulnerable 


natural resources such as lakes, rivers, and wetlands. 


•	 Proximity to other sites from which contaminants may migrate to the insured site. 


The interactions among these risk factors and the coverages provided for a site are too complex for 


any meaningful estimates of typical cost-per-million dollars of PL coverage. 


Table 2.7 presents estimates for a five-year policy of either a deductible or self-insured retention 


(SIR) required for the policy. The difference between the two is that an insurer is not obligated to pay 


an SIR; the policy is not triggered until the insured pays it in full. With a deductible, however, the 


policy is activated when a claim is made and the insurer is obligated to pay the deductible if an insured 


fails to pay it. In this event, the insurer must seek to recover the deductible amount from the insured. 


Thus, an insurer is at credit risk with a deductible, but not with an SIR. For this reason, carriers that 


usually use deductibles may require SIRs if the amount is high. 


Table 2.7 Pollution Liability Policy 


Deductibles/Self-Insured Retentions (SIRs) for Five -Year Policy 


Deductible SIR 


Low 


Example 


High 


Example 


Most 


Common


 A T 10K 500K 30K


 B T 25K* Varies 100K


 C T 10K 2M 25K to 100K


 D T 25K 1M 50K to 250K


 E T 25K* 250K 50K to 100K


 F T 25K* 250K 50K to 100K


 G T 10K 1M Varies


 H T 25K 1M 100K to 250K 


I T 25K* 1M 50K to 250K 


* Figure represents a minimum deductible 
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2.3 Site Assessments 


The two columns on the left in Table 2.8 indicate the most common site assessments conducted on 


sites for which insurers have provided PL policies. All carriers require a Phase I and, of course, a 


Phase II if the Phase I indicates problems. Two carriers noted that the company will not issue a PL 


policy without a Phase II. 3 


As we have emphasized in previous reports, there is no substitute for a good site assessment. Without 


a thorough investigation conducted by a trusted firm, insurance companies may exclude certain 


coverages or set higher premiums and deductibles/SIRs. Alternatively, they may decline to insure a 


site at all. The right column of the Table provides insurer estimates of the percentage of projects for 


which theyhave refused to provide policies because of inadequate assessments. Surprisingly, insurers 


reported that some inexperienced brokers have given them submissions for sites that have had no 


assessments conducted on them. 


Table 2.8 Site Assessments for 
Brownfield Pollution Liability Policies 


Assessment Insured Sites 
Most Often Have 


Policies Declined due to 
Inadequate Assessment 


Phase I Phase II


 A T 10%


 B T 10%


 C T 20%


 D T 25%


 E T* 30%


 F T 50%


 G T Uncertain


 H T Uncertain


 I T* Uncertain 


* Will not issue a brownfield policy with less than a Phase II or equivalent. 


3 This report references ASTM Phase I and Phase II site assessments as standards for determining site 


environmental conditions <www.ASTM.org>. In November 2005, EPA published the final "All Appropriate 
Inquiry" rule that establishes new regulatory requirements for inquiries into the conditions of a property for the 
purpose of qualifying owners for certain liability protections under CERCLA. ASTM’s Phase I standard will 
remain the interim rule until November 1, 2006. 
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2.4 Special Risks to Insurers 


It should be apparent at this point that there is a great deal of flexibility in terms of provisions that 


can be endorsed to a policy. However, some provisions are difficult or impossible to negotiate for a 


particular site or they may be very expensive because of the risks they pose to a carrier. During our 


sessions with insurers, we presented some of these provisions and asked them to rate them as risks 


and to discuss why they are risky. Table 2.9 presents the rating results. Cells with an X indicate that 


the insurer does not provide the item on the left. 


Reinstatement of Limits. The highest rating for risk was given to a provision that reinstates the 


policy dollar limits for an additional premium if an insured exhausts the limits. The additional premium 


can be substantial (e.g., 200% or more of the originalpremiumfor reinstatement of the original policy 


limit). Depending on how the endorsement is written, the premium can be paid at the inception of a 


policy or later in the policy period. Typically, the new limits cannot be used to cover the same 


claim(s) that exhausted the original limit. Six of the nine insurers do not offer this endorsement. 


Essentially, there is an ‘adverse selection’ problem in that those with the riskiest sites will be more 


likely than others to purchase additional limits. As one insurer who does not offer this noted, “If 


you’ve made such an underwriting error that you've paid out your limits on a deal, why would you 


want to put up a whole other set of limits?” 


Table 2.9 Special Policy Provisions: Risk to Insurers


 A  B  C  D  E  F  G H  I 


Reinstatement 
of Limits ccc ccc ccc ccc ccc ccc ccc ccc cc 


Notice of 
Potential Claim c cc cc cc ccc c ccc c ccc 


Aggregating the
Deductible cc cc cc cc ccc cc cc ccc ccc 


Auto Transfer 
to Lender c cc  c  c  c  cc  cc  c  cc  


Adding Named
Insureds ccc c ccc c - - cc cc ccc cc 


Based on a 10 point scale with 1 being very little risk and 10 being extreme risk 
- - Missing data 
c Low Risk - rated 1 to 3 ccc High Risk - rated 7 or higher 
cc Moderate Risk - rated 4 to 6 : Provision not offered by insurer 


Notice of Potential Claim. As noted earlier, a notice of potential claim provision allows an insured 


to notify the insurer of a future claim that possibly may be made due to a pollution condition existing 


during the policy period. If a claim actually is made later, it is regarded as first made and reported 


during the policy period. The risk involved with this provision is that it renders the insurer vulnerable 


after the policy period has ended. One insurer made the following point: “The risk is huge. It’s 
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conceptually the same as taking a claims-made policy and making it an occurrence policy. Why would 


you want to do that?” 


Those who rated the risk as low in Table 2.10 did so because they do not offer the provision for 


brownfield legacy issues: 


Insurer: The provision is standard in our form, but it only deals with new conditions which 


commenced during the policy period. We do not provide notice of possible claim for conditions 


that commenced prior to the inception date. So, when we’re talking about brownfields, this 


particular extension of coverage involves very little risk. In our standard business, it becomes 


a higher risk because we’re insuring businesses like chemical plants that are operational in nature 


and may be more likely to have a new release. 


Aggregating the Deductible. In PL policies, the deductible generally applies to all losses arising 


from the same, continuous, or related pollution incident. If, for example, an insured with a $10,000 


deductible experiences a loss from one type of pollutant in the first year of the policy and from 


another pollutant in the second year, the insured would pay two deductibles of $10,000 each. 


Aggregating the deductible involves setting a cap on it for the policy period and can be structured in 


various ways such as reducing the deductible as pollution incidents increase. 


This poses a risk to insurers because, as everyone who has automobile insurance knows, a deductible 


serves as a deterrent to filing a claim. Other concepts, key to environmental insurance, also come into 


play. First, this type of insurance is especially vulnerable to adverse selection. That is, potential 


purchasers who anticipate the greatest losses seek the most insurance coverage. Second, brownfields 


insurance always has been considered appropriate for low frequency, high severity losses: 


Insurer: Aggregating the deducible increases your risk and we charge a lot of premium for it. 


There's more due diligence in underwriting that goes into it. Our experience has been that it’s 


asked for when people have both a severity and a frequency potential. What insurance 


companies don't like is writing zero deductibles. And once you've aggregated your deductible, 


you could be at a point where you're on it from zero dollars and that's a nightmare for a carrier. 


As the insurers explained, aggregating the deductible depends on the risks at a particular site and how 


low the insured would like to aggregate the payments: 


Insurer: Say you have a $250,000 deductible, you might be able to aggregate it at $1 million 


for four losses. Under these policies, you may not expect four losses. Therefore, aggregating 


the deductible in that instance doesn’t really impact the risk. But if the insured wanted to 


aggregate the deductible at $500,000, only two losses would have to occur prior to the policy 


limits being exposed. So the limits are much closer to the fire automatically. The lower the 


aggregate of the deductible, the higher the risk. 
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Automatic Transfer to Lenders. Brownfield projects usually involve cleanup of a site for sale and 


redevelopment. PL insurance can accommodate a transaction in one of three ways: a) a buyer can 


negotiate a separate policy, b) a buyer and seller can both be insured on the same policy, c) a seller’s 


policy can be assigned to a buyer. Standard PL policies carry a condition that an insured may assign 


a policy, but they stipulate that the insurer must give written consent for a particular assignee. This 


is because the carrier needs to investigate the buyer to determine what they will be doing at the site 


in terms of site investigations and uses of the property and the ability of the buyer to meet deductible 


commitments. 


Insurers indicated, however, that automatic transferability to a lender is a relatively low risk, since 


lenders do not want to jeopardize their protections afforded by the 1996 Asset Conservation, Lender 


Liability, and Deposit Insurance Protection Act – also known as the Lender Liability Law – that 


specifies actions lenders can take to avoid liability as an owner if they foreclose.4 


Insurer: We have a standard endorsement that does this, and I don’t see very much risk in it. 


We all understand that, in general, a financial institution does not like to be in the chain of title 


of a contaminated property. So it’s our expectation that, if they did have to foreclose, they 


would flip the property and not deal with the contamination themselves. They don’t want to be 


considered the owner-operator, but they want to be covered as a named insured at the point that 


they take title. When they find a buyer, they come to us with the buyer’s qualifications and, if 


we accept them, the new buyer may be substituted on the policy as the new named insured. 


As Chapter 4.0 addresses, this provision is important for making capital for brownfields available, 


especially in light of the fact that fewer insurers now are offering Secured Lender policies for 


brownfield sites. 


Adding Named Insureds. When more than one insured party is included on a policy, different 


statuses are designated. The first named insured is responsible for payment of premiums and 


deductibles/SIRs and generally acts on behalf of other insureds. Other designations are a) additional 


insureds and b) additional named insureds. The distinction between these two types of parties has 


long been a discussion within the insurance industry and is a source of confusion for insured parties. 


In large measure, this is because conceptions of the rights of the two types can vary among insurers 


and among specific insurance policies. However, the most widely accepted description is as follows: 


Named insureds differ from additional insureds in that the latter are covered only when their liability 


arises from the named insured’s operations or ownership of a site. That is, it is vicarious liability. An 


additional insured can submit a claim only if liability derives from the named insured. 


4 According to the law, lenders can avoid liability as an owner if they foreclose as long as they sell the 


property at the earliest practicable time. Post-foreclosure activities that do not impose liability include preparing a 
site for sale, maintaining business operations, and undertaking a cleanup. 
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Both types of parties do have equal rights to the policy limits. For some insurers, however, an 


additional insured has the right to file a claim only when a lawsuit also is filed against a named 


insured. For other carriers, if an additional insured is sued and the allegations imply liability of the 


named insured, the policy would be triggered and the additional insured could file a claim without the 


named insured being sued. 


In terms of risk to the insurer, including additional insureds on a policy is something of a risk, but it 


is not great. Some insurers noted that they don’t charge additional premium for doing so. Adding 


additional named insureds – the risk indicated on Table 2.10 – carries a much higher risk because the 


carrier is picking up the direct liability of more than one party and increasing the potential for claims. 


Insurer: Obviously, the more named insureds you add on a policy, the greater the risk becomes– 


the more people or entities who may be named in a suit, the more people or entities you have 


to defend. It can be extremely risky to add entities, depending on the potential liabilities they are 


exposing the policy to. 


2.5 The Need for Expertise 


It should be apparent at this point that brownfield insurance policies can be complicated because of 


the necessity of tailoring the contracts. On the survey, insurers were asked their opinions regarding 


the percentage of PL policies that require a great deal, some, or very little manuscripting. Table 2.10 


provides the results. 


Table 2.10 Opinions of the Extent to which 
Pollution Liability Policies are Manuscripted 


A B C D E F G H I 


Great Deal ( %) 70 80 60 50 20 25 10 10 2 


Some (%) 30 20 40 40 70 50 60 20 5 


Very Little (%) 0 0 0 10 10 25 30 70 93 


Seven of the carriers indicated that the majority of policies require either a great deal or some 


tailoring and four reported that half or more require a great deal. Insurers generally agree that PL 


manuscripting has decreased somewhat in the last several years as standardized endorsements have 


been developed. However, they also note, as one carrier did, that “The endorsements most often 


don’t fit. Something needs to be tweaked; someone wants specific language put in.” Comments from 


the two insurers who reported that most policies require very little manuscripting indicate that they 


do not usually insure more complex brownfield projects. 
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The flexibility in underwriting PL and other brownfields insurance policies makes the products 


adaptable to individual projects and therefore valuable while, at the same time, creates the need for 


skilled underwriters and specialized brokers and attorneys to negotiate the policies. Negotiators need 


to be aware of what can and cannot be done by endorsement and the intricate ways in which coverage 


is affected by the elements of a contract such as definitions, retroactive dates, etc. 


Unfortunately, experienced brokers are in short supply. When insurers were asked to provide their 


opinion of the number of individuals brokering brownfield insurance in the US who are ‘highly 


qualified,’ the answers ranged fromten to fifty. The insurers’ responses should be tempered, however, 


in that they were referring to brokers capable of negotiating complicated, high-risk projects involving 


remediations and property transactions. One insurer commented that, “There are probably hundreds 


of brokers qualified to do basic (PL) coverages and tidy real estate transactions. But if you want to 


talk about cost cap, your numbers are very small.” 
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Chapter 3.0

Cost Cap Policies



Policies we refer to as Cost Cap (CC) have various carrier names including Cleanup Cost Cap, 


Remediation Cost Cap, Remediation Cost Containment, Remediation Stop Loss, and Environmental 


Remediation Stop-Loss. Overall, the policies help protect against costs incurred by the named insured 


that exceed the estimated cleanup costs based on a remediation plan. 


The CC market is relatively new and small. While some underwriters began developing the product 


in the early nineties, CC has only been marketed as a product beginning in 1996. The five brokers 


surveyed for the Products Available, 1999 study reported selling a total of 162 individual policies 


from 1996 to 1999. When insurers were asked in the present study for estimates of the number of CC 


policies sold nationwide in the last twelve months, those who ventured a guess estimated no more 


than 100 policies sold per year. At present, only five insurers offer the policies. 


CC policies are intended for cleanups and are complementary to PL policies that provide third party 


liability and legal defense protections: CC policies do not offer these coverages. However, both 


policies may be purchased at the same time. Three of the five carriers in this study offer a policy form 


that combines PL and CC. 


In this chapter, we describe the coverages offered and summarize other policy characteristics. We 


then turn to the site assessments necessary for CC insurance and use of the product in combination 


with Guaranteed Fixed Price Remediation (GFPR) contracts. Finally, we discuss the mixed opinions 


of insurers about the potential of portfolio CC policies to insure small brownfield projects. 


3.1 Coverages 


Table 3.1 summarizes CC coverages that may be provided, depending on the carrier and specific 


mitigation project. The only variation among carriers noted in the table are for ‘soft costs’ arising 


from delays caused by the discovery of pre-existing contamination that must be remediated. Those 


insurers that do not cover soft costs in a CC policy do offer the coverage their PL policy. 


All insurers indicated that the remaining coverages are offered in their standard CC policies. The 


policies, however, are very highly manuscripted and one insurer emphasized the following important 


caveat about referring to any CC policy as ‘standard.’ 


Insurer: I have to say as a preface to this discussion of cost caps, that I find absolutely nothing 
standard about our (cost cap) line of business. Nothing. We don't even have a standard form. 
We have a specimen form, which is our starting point. We don’t assume it would be 
purchasable; you've got to decide how you want to craft it. So, are these coverages generally 
contemplated in our policies? Yes, but it depends on how you cut the deal. 
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Table 3.1 Cost Cap Policy Coverages 


A B C D E 


Cleanup of greater volumes/higher concentrations of known 


pollutants than anticipated in the remediation plan T T T T T 


Cleanup of newly found, pre-existing pollutants not noted 


in the remediation plan T T T T T 


Site assessments needed after finding previously unknown 


pre-existing pollutants and development of a remediation plan T T T T T 


Costs due to regulatory changes during performance of 


the remediation plan T T T T T 


Remedy failure during the performance of the remediation plan T T T T T 


Soft costs due to delays caused by pollution � V � V V 
T Standard Policy �  Special Endorsement V Not Offered 


Because of the flexibility of the policies, the need for expertise noted with respect to PL policies is 


especially acute for CC contracts. In particular, the remediation plan or scope of work attached by 


endorsement to the policy needs to be carefully specified. If the insurance contract is not carefully 


crafted and understood, unanticipated problems in coverage may arise. For example, on some 


policies, the remediation plan is described in terms of very specific activities (e.g., excavation of soil, 


installation of soil vapor extraction). On such policies, the insured runs the risk that an additional 


remediation activity not listed in the scope of work that turns out to be required in order to meet 


cleanup standards may not be covered if it results in a cost overrun. 


Other aspects of the policies should be attended to carefully as well. For example, carriers vary with 


respect to a discovery trigger for newlydiscovered, pre-existing pollutants. While all insurers provide 


the trigger for PL policies, one insurer does not offer the trigger for CC policies. This means that, 


after the pre-existing pollution is discovered, the insurer requires that a regulator issue a legally 


binding order to the insured to take the additional actions that result in the cost overrun. 


3.2 Other Policy Characteristics 


Sections 3.21 through 3.23 describe the range of cleanup costs for sites insured with CC policies, 


policy dollar limits, premiums, SIRs, co-insurance features and policy periods. As the reader will see, 


the insurers differ in terms of how they approach calculation of premiums, retentions, and other 


aspects of the policies. 
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3.21 Cleanup Costs and Policy Dollar Limits 


Table 3.2 provides examples of estimated cleanup costs on CC policies and policy limits as 


percentages of the cleanup costs for individual sites. The first column exhibits one problem with the 


policies – lack of their availability for small-scale projects with cleanups of less that $1 to $2 million, 


depending on the carrier. 


Table 3.2 Cost Cap Policies: Estimated Cleanup Costs
and Policy Dollar Limits for Individual Site 


Estimated Cleanup Costs 
Policy Dollar Limits as Percentages of


Estimated Cleanup Costs 


Minimum High Example Low Example High Example Most Common 


A 1M 25M 100% 200% 100% 


B 1M 32M 50% 200% 100% 


C 2M Varies greatly 50% 100% 50% - 100% 


D 2M 25M 100% 200% 50% - 150% 


E 2M 25M 100% 200% 100% - 200% 


Some of the most dramatic losses since CC began to be offered on a wide-scale basis were incurred 


on smaller brownfield projects. This is because it takes very little change in a remediation plan to 


cause a cost overrun on a small cleanup, even with a thorough site assessment, i.e., it is not difficult 


to reach the ‘attachment point’ or point at which the policy begins to pay: 


Insurer: If you have a $500,000 cleanup and a 50% SIR or $250,000, it's only $750,000 to get 


to the attachment point and that’s pretty easy to do. That's a lot different than a $10 million 


policy with a 25% SIR or $2.5 million. $2.5 million is a lot of cleanup money. So, as the 


projects get bigger, the attachment point becomes more remote. And in order to cover ourselves 


on the smaller projects, we've got to charge an exorbitant amount. 


Moreover, owners and developers of smaller brownfields tend to contract with engineering firms that 


submit the lowest bid, a decision that may not produce the most thorough site investigation. In order 


to offer CC products for smaller sites, insurers in the nineties sometimes forewent further engineering 


in order to make the policies available and losses resulted. The premium an insurer generally would 


need to charge to cover expenses for a thorough engineering review renders the policies cost-


ineffective to purchasers. Thus, around the year 2000, the carriers began making it clear that they 


were unwilling to underwrite small projects. 


Exceptions to this should be taken into account. First, the carrier providing policies for the 


Massachusetts’ Brownfields Redevelopment Access to Capital (BRAC) state program, does offer CC 


for cleanups as low as $200,000 for program participants only. However, due to minimum premium 


constraints, these small-limit policies are rarely purchased. For example, for a $500,000 estimated 
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cleanup with a $1 million policy limit, the insured would pay a $75,000 premium. Second, carriers 


do make exceptions to the minimum on rare occasions if it entails very little engineering on the 


carrier’s part and other risk mitigating factors are present such as use of a highly trusted remediation 


firm. One approach for dealing with the small-sites issue is discussed in section 3.5. 


The last three columns of Table 3.2 provide examples of CC policy limits. One insurer makes it a 


standard practice to provide a limit that is 100% of the cleanup costs. Although the carrier has no 


fixed minimum, the representative explained the risk to an insurer of providing low policy limits: 


Insurer: Our standard way of looking at cleanup costs is on a one-to-one basis. If your cleanup 


is $1 million, we put $1 million excess above it. There is no minimum, but if you have a $1 


million cleanup, and you come to us for $100,000 excess of $1 million, the premium may not 


be reduced because the risk that we are being asked to assume is typically higher in the lower 


layers. If someone comes to us with a less than one-to-one ratio request, red flags go up. 


Anything a little bit less than that we tend not to look at favorably, unless there’s a good 


business or regulatory reason. We can offer higher limits, but what is most common on a day-to


day basis is a one-to-one limit. 


A second underwriter emphasized the capacity constraints that led the firm to set the limit at 100% 


of the expected cleanup costs: 


Insurer: The highest percentage relative to the estimated cleanup costs is 100%. We will not 


offer more. If the cleanup is $10 million, you get $10 million in overrun limits. Not $12 million, 


not $20 million. Historically, we might have offered more, but there's not enough capacity in the 


market to do that now. 


3.22 Premiums, Self-Insured Retentions and Co-Insurance Participation 


It is difficult to provide a simple presentation of CC premium estimates due to differences among 


insurers in the methods used to price the policies. Because each policy is unique, examples of low, 


high, and common premiums as percentages of the cleanup costs are difficult for all insurers to 


provide. However, Table 3.3 offers indications that some respondents were able to translate as 


percentages of cleanup costs. 


Table 3.3 Cost Cap Policy Premiums 


A Common range: 6%-10% translated into percentage of estimated cleanup costs 


B Common range: 13% to 25% translated into percentage of estimated cleanup costs 


C Common range: 12%-20% of estimated cleanup cost 


D Common range: 10% - 14 % of limit purchased 


E Minimum: 10%-15% of estimated cleanup cost. $300,000 minimum 


31








The following quotes offer examples of the ways in which CC premiums are calculated and/or 


offered: 


Insurer: We provide all of our rates based on limit purchased. Our range is 10% to 14%. So if 


you buy $1 million in limits, it's $100,000 to $140,000. 


Insurer: Our minimum premium to buy a cost cap is $300,000. It’s not a percentage. If you 


have a $1 million limit excess of a $1 million cleanup, our starting premium will be $300,000. 


The reason is, there’s a lot of engineering that goes into underwriting a cost cap risk and we 


don’t typically charge for the engineering up front. We may bind 40% of all the sites we 


engineer, but there is still an overhead cost for engineering all of them. So there’s a base amount 


that’s charged. Then as you get higher up in your limit, the minimum would be in the 10% to 


15% range of the insurance limit purchased above the estimated cleanup costs. 


Insurer: We're probably looking at 13% to 25% (of the estimated cleanup costs). The highs 


could be 25%, 30%, or more, depending on the risk of the deal. But I’m not sure this is 


meaningful. We don’t calculate the premium as a percentage of the estimated cleanup costs. We 


never have and never will. We use a model to look at the potential for overruns. 


A premium may be affected by a self-insured retention (SIR) and/or a co-insurance feature. These are 


depicted in Table 3.4 and explained below. 


Table 3.4 Self-Insured Retentions (SIRs)* and Co-Insurance Participation 


SIR as Percent of 
Estimated Cleanup Cost Co-Insurance Participation 


Minimum 
High


Example 
Most 


Common 


Percent of 
Policies with 
Co-Insurance 


Low 
Percentage
Example 


High
Percentage
Example 


Most 
Common 


Percentage 


A 10 50 10 - 20 5 10 40 20 - 25 


B 10 40 15 - 20 40 5 20 10 - 20 


C 20 40 25 - 30 60 10 70 10 - 15 


D    NA** NA NA Small 5 30 10 - 30 


E NA NA NA 25 Varies Varies Varies


 *SIR The percentage above the estimated cleanup cost for which the insured is responsible.
 **NA Not Applicable. 


As discussed in the last chapter, an SIR differs from a deductible in that an insurer is not obligated 


to pay an SIR; the policy is not triggered until the insured pays it in full. SIRs have been a source of 


confusion to potential purchasers, in large part because the term is used in two different ways. At 


times, the SIR is meant to refer to the estimated cleanup costs plus a ‘buffer’ or amount that the 


insured is obligated to pay before making a claim. At other times, insurance representatives are 


referring only to this buffer. To add to the confusion, when this second meaning is intended, the SIR 
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may be called a deductible (especially by brokers) because this is a concept most people understand. 


In Table 3.4 and elsewhere in this report, the terms buffer and SIR are used synonymously. 


For some carriers, the SIR is calculated as a percentage of the estimated cleanup cost. Thus, for 


example, on a planned $10 million remediation with a 10% SIR, the policy ‘attaches’ or starts paying 


only after a total of $11 million has been spent by the insured. One carrier, however, does not 


compute the SIR in this way. Rather, the buffer is determined by a model: 


Insurer: We don't calculate the SIR as a percentage of estimated cleanup cost. It's set based on 


the spread of risk in our model. If we try to convert it back, it doesn’t give you a meaningful 


answer about what that is. 


In the last few years, another carrier has veered away from using the term SIR and from the 


calculation of a buffer based on estimated cleanup cost. The following representative explains: 


Insurer: We don’t tend to use SIR for this program anymore and that’s why the engineering is 


so critical. We work out all the expected costs on a line-by-line item basis. Then the ‘buffer’ is 


what we consider to be a contingency load. We look at, if A went wrong or B went wrong, 


what’s the flexibility to correct the issue at hand? What would be the upside and downside? And 


then we come in somewhere in the middle. So it’s not a percentage based on the actual 


remediation plan. It’s different, deal by deal. There are contingencies built into the total amount 


that the insured is responsible for paying, but there isn’t a fixed percentage number on any deal. 


In addition to an SIR, a CC policy may include a co-insurance or co-participation feature. This 


involves the payment by the insured of a predetermined proportion of all costs above the amount at 


which the insurance begins to pay. Depending on their approach to underwriting, carriers have 


different preferences for using this feature. One does not use it in policies purchased by 


owners/developers, although it is standard in all of their policies sold to remediation firms. Another 


rarely uses the feature at all: 


Insurer: Some markets use co-insurance a lot. We heavily engineer cost cap here and we either 


come to a consensus on cost with our clients or we don't. And when we don't, we say, thanks, 


but no thanks. It's an underwriting approach. 


Another insurer noted the role of credit risk in willingness to use co-insurance. That is, if the 


insurance has been triggered, but the insured cannot pay its share of the cost overrun, the insurer may 


have to pay both its own and the insured’s overrun cost and seek reimbursement from the insured: 


Insurer: Maybe a quarter of our policies have co-insurance. We're seeing more demand for it 


because people want to control their expenses. But, whether we permit that or not is completely 


dependent on the credit risk for the party who wants the co-pay. 
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3.23 Policy Periods 


Policy periods for CC policies vary with the time it takes to conduct a cleanup. As Table 3.5 


indicates, the most common length that most carriers experience is about 5 or 6 years with ten years 


being the maximum. These figures again reflect the fact that insurers are not providing CC for small 


cleanups that may take less than a month in some cases. Note that carriers will allow some time for 


delays when the policy term is written into the policy. The time varies with the situation. However, 


once the policy period is established, extensions are not granted later. 


Table 3.5 Cost Cap Policy Periods (Years) 


A B C D E 


Maximum 10 10 10 10 10 


Most common 3 to 10 3 to 6 5 to 7 5 to 10 10 


3.3 Site Assessments 


Before purchasing a CC policy, a prospective insured needs to have a remediation plan with cost 


estimates in hand. As noted previously, careful delineation of this plan is at the heart of a CC policy. 


If a site has been poorly characterized, an insurer will not offer a policy. When asked about the 


percentage of cases brought to them with site characterizations so inadequate that the insurer could 


not consider binding a policy, the insurers estimates ranged from 30% to 50%. Two insurers 


elaborated on their approach to site assessment requirements and willingness to provide ballpark 


estimates on premiums: 


Insurer: Many people call us and after three minutes we say, you’re so not ready for this. Go 


characterize your site. We weed out a lot by making it pretty clear to people up-front that this 


is not a gambling activity – this is an estimation activity. We occasionally give indications in 


rough numbers and say if you came to us with adequate information, this is what the price might 


be. But that's pretty rare. We don't have the staff to do that. This question reflects a problem 


with buyers who think they can buy a policy instead of doing site characterization. That’s an 


incorrect assumption. They buy this to back stop any inadequacy in a site characterization that 


meets professional standards. Even if you meet professional standards, there are still mistakes 


and that's really what's getting picked up. 


Insurer: We want to know up front that they have good information before we start going down 


the road of engineering everything because we don’t charge up front. What we will do, though, 


before we actually receive their due diligence and do our own, is provide a ballpark indication. 


If your information says X, here’s the coverages we could anticipate with this pricing. That first 


step is done on close to100% of the sites that we see. If the client is interested, the second stage 


then is for us to review your information. If people say, we haven’t really got any recent due 
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diligence information, the site goes on the back burner. We’re not going to start our engineering 


review unless there is an acceptable amount of information available on the site and potential 


remediation plan. 


Because of the expense of reviewing the engineering for a CC policy, three of the five insurers 


sometimes charge an underwriting fee which is applied to the premium if a policy is purchased. The 


fees reported ranged from a) $10,000 to $25,000; b) $10,000 to $75,000; and c) $25,000 to $35,000. 


The determination to charge a fee depends primarily on the insurer’s perception of the likelihood that 


the prospective insured will actually buy a policy: 


Insurer: Typically, if the project's large enough that we're going to incur tremendous costs, we 


just want to see if our potential client is willing to share in that. Believe it or not, some people 


treat us like we’re a consulting firm and we give the information for free. You assume the best 


intentions, but it has happened once or twice. 


Insurer: We don't have a hard and fast rule about when we do or don't charge a fee. If we think 


the deal's not likely to go, we’ll tell them the only way we’ll do it is for a fee to make sure 


they're serious because it's just too much expense for us. 


Insurance companies also differ with respect to requiring that a remediation plan be approved by a 


government regulatory agency. One carrier never makes this requirement, while another requires 


government approval for all of its CC policies. For the remaining insurers, the decision depends on 


the particular project. Estimates of the percentage of projects for which they require government 


approval of a plan were 60%, 75%, and, for the following carrier, less than 5%: 


Insurer: I would say we require that a remediation plan be approved in less than 5% of our 


policies. Unless we think they're asking us to underwrite something we don't think the regulators 


will approve, we think that's part of the core regulatory risk that we assume. In some cases we 


tell them that we don’t need approval, but we're going to make the attachment point based on 


what we think the regulators are likely to approve. 


3.4	 Cost Cap Policies for Guaranteed Fixed Price 
Remediation Contracts 


Guaranteed Fixed Price Remediation (GFPR) contracts are those under which the contractor receives 


a fixed price to complete an agreed upon level of cleanup, generally defined in terms of attaining state 


approval of a mitigation. With a GFPR, the contractor negotiates and holds environmental insurance 


to protect itself against cost overruns.5 


5 This is an alternative to the traditional time and materials contracts under which a mitigation firm receives 


payment based upon the actual time and materials costs of performing a cleanup, plus a fee. With a time and 
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All of the insurers in this study provide CC coverages for remediation firms as well as for 


owners/developers. The minimum estimated cleanup cost is the same for both – $1 to $2 million, 


depending on the insurer. Table 3.6 presents the percentages of all CC policies that are written for 


a remediation firm and indicates the percentages of GFPR policies that include PL protection for a 


firm or its clients. 


Table 3.6 Cost Cap Policies for Firms Offering 
Guaranteed Fixed Price Remediations (GFPR) 


A B C D E 


Percent of total CC policies written 
for GFPR firms in last 12 months 75% 25% 35%-40% 50% 50% 


Percent of GFPR polices that include 
Pollution Liability coverages 50% 50% 80% 80% 75% 


3.5 Portfolios of Small Sites for Government-Led Programs 


The majority of brownfield sites are small and, in our previous studies, local government 


representatives have voiced consistent and widespread interest in finding ways of providing CC 


policies for them.6 One suggestion that has been made is to combine multiple small sites and insure 


them under a single portfolio policy. By including several sites, the $1 to $2 million minimum cleanup 


cost threshold can be reached. Portfolio policies usually have an ‘aggregate' limit (the most a policy 


will pay for all losses across all properties) and, in some cases, different ‘sub-limits' such as a limit for 


coverages at any one site. 


PL portfolio policies, especially for the ongoing operations of firms using hazardous materials, are 


quite common. This is less the case with CC policies. Three insurers in this study said that less than 


10% of the CC policies they sell are portfolios and two said that roughly 10% to 20% are portfolios. 


Outside of military base closures and realignments, none of the insurers had sold a portfolio CC to 


a public sector entity such as a state, local government, or a quasi-public economic development 


organization. 


We pursued insurer perceptions of the prospects of creating a portfolio for small sites by presenting 


a scenario and asking them how feasible insuring it would be. The scenario involved five to ten sites 


with estimated cleanup costs ranging from $200,000 to $500,000. All the sites would be in the same 


materials contract, the developer oversees the work and makes the decision whether or not to purchase a CC policy. 


6 See Northern Kentucky University and the University of Louisville 2002 (Models...) and 2005 (State 


Brownfield Insurance...). 
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city, but would not be contiguous. Based on our previous analyses of what would make the program 


doable, the following additional conditions were stipulated: 


1) The policy would have a single aggregate limit.



2) All the sites would be owned by the same party (e.g., a municipality or developer).



3) Site assessments and cleanups would be performed by the same, highly trusted contractor.



Two insurers said that underwriting the proposed scenario was feasible, two said possibly feasible, 


and one indicated that data specific to actual sites would be needed to make a determination. In the 


discussions, the insurers confirmed the importance of the three conditions listed above, especially the 


first two. They also added other factors and offered caveats about the overall approach. Here, we 


briefly summarize issues they raised. 


The policy could not have per-site sub-limits. The insurer’s attachment point would need to be based 


on the aggregate of all the sites. With sub-limits, the insured has a greater potential to access the 


working layer or dollar range where losses are likely to occur. If a policy does not have per site sub-


limits, there is a chance that the insurer will not pay a claim (e.g., if an insured has five sites and four 


come in under-budget while one comes in over-budget). Moreover, having individual sub-limits and 


SIRs means greater expense for the insurer since each site needs to be monitored separately. 


The properties could only have one owner and project manager. This is a considerable barrier for 


municipal revitalization programs, since the scenario that many redevelopment agencies confront 


consists of small, privately owned parcels. The primary difficulty with having more than one owner 


is that one or a few insureds may exhaust the aggregate policy limit, leaving others unprotected. In 


addition, one insurer noted: 


Insurer: My biggest concern with portfolios is being able to have control. We're really 


underwriting the insured’s ability to manage the cleanup. If we were looking at aggregating ten 


sites with ten separate owners, that's a problem to us because we're managing ten separate 


projects. If it's one owner, we would push for having a project manager who would manage all 


the sites and that's who we would work with. Otherwise, we can't do it. 


Cost savings would be doubtful. Some in the insurance industryhave argued that portfolio treatments 


result in cost savings because insurers spread their risk, i.e., losses incurred at some sites are offset 


by the accumulated premiums collected for all sites. Two insurers in particular in this study expressed 


overall skepticismabout the small-site CC portfolio concept, primarily because of the chances of cost 


overruns on each site. One carrier emphasized that insureds should not hold hope for cost reductions 


using the approach and pointed to problems even if an insurer shares risk with a GFPR contractor: 


Insurer: To suggest that aggregation of risks will result in reduced price is preposterous, 


because the risk is so high. Having the cost spread at $200,000 to $500,000 means it’s almost 


dead on arrival because a very minor amount of contamination change has a huge percentage 
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affect on the numbers. If you're talking about a single aggregate limit, all you've done is 


aggregate risks. If you had ten limits and collected ten times that amount of premium, maybe 


you would have collected enough premium to survive one of them that goes bad. But if you give 


any discount whatsoever for spreading those limits over five, you might not even have enough 


money to survive that single loss. That's the problem. If a municipality just cannot afford an 


overrun, the question becomes, will a contractor take the risk with a guaranteed fixed price 


contract? Then you've got the credit risk for the contractor so maybe the contractor can get 


overrun coverage and the credit risk is ameliorated. But the contractor’s going to have a 50% 


co-pay because we want them to have skin in the game. But in many cases, the contractor can't 


absorb the 50%. There's all sorts of market structuring problems here. So I have a big problem 


with this whole thing. 


Other qualms also were raised. These included factors such as a) the expense of alternative remedies 


if cleanup actions should fail and, b) the cumulative regulatory risk – the possibility that state 


regulations might change and simultaneously affect all sites in the portfolio. 


In summary, the utility of the approach would depend on variables specific to the actual sites in the 


portfolio, especially the adequacy of site assessments. If the skeptical insurers are correct, the 


approach may not provide the hoped-for, economically viable CC coverages for small sites. 
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Chapter 4.0

Other Brownfield Insurance Products



In this chapter we provide brief descriptions of other brownfield insurance products. These include 


Pre-Funded (PF) programs that incorporate CC coverages and, in many cases, have a PL component. 


We then discuss policies intended for lenders and those created for the environmental service 


industry. We end with a discussion of a policy designed by one insurer that provides protections 


when, as part of an approved remediation, contamination has been left at a site. 


The policies addressed in previous chapters and this one do not exhaust the environmental products 


provided by insurers. In fact, the number of these products offered by the three oldest insurers in the 


market range from eleven to over twenty per insurer. Products not summarized in this report fall into 


three categories. First, they combine coverages that are addressed in the report (e.g., combined PL 


and CC policies). Second, they provide PL protections for specific types of contaminants or 


contaminant sources (e.g., storage tank polices, and asbestos/lead abatement insurance). Third, they 


provide PL protections for particular types of facilities (e.g., schools, golf courses, hospitals, 


automotive repair shops, and properties owned by local governments). 


4.1 Pre-Funded Programs 


Pre-Funded (PF) programs also are referred to as Finite Risk or Blended Finite Risk programs. They 


include a CC component and, in many policies, PL coverages. As the name indicates, they entail pre-


funding of expenses at a brownfield site where a cleanup is planned. Like CC policies, the programs 


require extensive site assessments and are individually structured to meet the needs of a specific 


project. Four of the nine insurers in this study offer PF programs. The following paragraphs describe 


how they function with respect to three of these insurers. Differences for the fourth insurer then are 


summarized. 


At the outset, the insured pays the policy premium and the portion which represents the net present 


value of the expected cleanup costs is credited to a ‘notational commutation’ account held by the 


insurer.7 The policy is used for cleanup expenses, per the terms and conditions of the policy, which 


the insurer pays as they are incurred by the remediation contractor. If there is a balance remaining in 


the notational commutation account at the end of the cleanup, the insured can commute the remaining 


funds, thus receiving the account balance (which includes the interest accrued) and releasing the 


insurer from coverages associated with the program. 


If the cleanup costs are higher than expected, the policy pays the additional costs, per the terms and 


conditions of the policy, up to the policy dollar limit. The insurer also is accepting a ‘timing’ risk (the 


7 Installments of the premium may be arranged if pay-outs for cleanup activities will occur in the future. 
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possibility that expenses will be paid out faster than estimated). Together, these elements constitute 


the ‘underwriting risk’ associated with the program. 


These programs are appropriate for brownfields where cleanup costs are expected to be high and 


remediation is expected to begin at some future date and/or to take multiple years, as reported in 


Table 4.1. 


Table 4.1 Pre-Funded Programs: Project Cleanup Costs and Policy Terms 


Project Cleanup Costs, Dollars Policy Terms, Years 


Low 
Example 


High
Example 


Most 
Common 


Low 
Example 


High
Example 


Most 
Common 


A 3M 32M 6M to 15M 6 30 6 to 10 


B 5M 200M 5M to 60M 2 10 5 to 10 


C 4M 240M 15M to 50M 7 30 15 to 20 


The fourth insurer in this study reports offering PF programs infrequently. Moreover, the carrier’s 


product differs in significant ways. First, carriers A, B, and C described above include a PL 


component in their programs in the majority of PF programs sold, i.e., 80% for two and 100% for 


the third. The fourth insurer includes these coverages in less than 10% of its programs. Second, the 


fourth insurer sells the product primarily as a vehicle for two purposes only. One is to satisfy the 


closure/post closure financial responsibility requirements imposed on hazardous and solid waste 


treatment, storage, and disposal facilities under the Resource Conservation and Recovery Act 


(RCRA) and similar state laws. The second purpose is to serve as a credit secure vehicle to hold 


contributions for a cleanup for multiple Potentially Responsible Parties (PRPs) at a site. For both of 


these uses, the insurer does not manage the cleanup and dispensation of cleanup funds. 


During the sessions with insurers, we discussed the advantages and disadvantages of PF programs 


compared to buying CC and PL policies. The main disadvantages are that a) substantial funds must 


be paid up-front, and b) the insured does not have control of the investment or pay-out of the funds. 


On the other hand, the approach has several advantages, including the following:8 


•	 Longer policy terms for PL components may be available with a PF program than can be 


acquired outside of a program. Thus, protections can be provided for re-opener coverage and 


to insure liabilities arising from pollution conditions resulting from the failure of engineering 


controls and post-remediation operations and maintenance activities. 


8 While tax and accounting treatments of PF programs favorable to an insured have been viewed as 
advantages in the past, they have been under investigation for the last two years by the Securities and Exchange 
Commission and other entities. Standards with respect to these treatments await clarification. 
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•	 PF programs can be very effective in procuring the cooperation of multiple PRPs and thus 


bringing about a cleanup. Without the program, conflicts among the parties can continue for 


long periods. By paying their share of a PF program, each one can be relieved of financial 


liabilities without worrying about the potential impact of the future bankruptcy of other parties. 


•	 The notational commutation account balance, if the policy is commuted, may be shared with the 


contractor to provide an incentive for rapid execution of remediation activities. 


•	 Use of a PF program provides assurance to the community that a cleanup will be completed 


because funding is guaranteed by the financial strength of the insurer, independent of the 


financial standing of a remediation contractor or PRPs.9 


4.2 Secured Lender Policies 


Secured Lender (SL) protections are provided in policies with names including Lenders 


Environmental Site Protection, Lender Environmental Protection, Real Estate Lender’s Policy, and 


Collateral Impairment and Environmental Site Liability Insurance. The policies help to protect 


commercial lenders from losses due to pollution conditions at properties used to secure loans. 


While lenders are the insured parties, developers and owners benefit in that the policies may increase 


lender willingness to provide capital for redevelopments that might not otherwise be supported. The 


1996 Asset Conservation, Lender Liability, and Deposit Insurance Protection Act (or Lender Liability 


Act) dealt with critical lender liability concerns (e.g., by specifying actions lenders can take to avoid 


federal liability as owners if they foreclose). However, lenders still face risk exposures that SL policies 


address including collateral property value loss and toxic tort claims if they foreclose. 


At present, four carriers provide SL policies. As we discuss in Chapter 5.0, the product has 


undergone changes in the last few years in terms of the ways in which they are structured and the 


number of insurers offering them. 


Table 4.2 presents the coverages offered. Note that all of the coverages are conditional on a loan 


default occurring during the policy period. All but one carrier offer PL coverages for a lender for 


bodily injury and property damage claims and legal defense costs to defend against third party claims. 


For three insurers, mortgage impairment protections vary before and after foreclosure. 


9 This may also be accomplished by placing the SIR for a CC policy in an escrow account. 
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Table 4.2 Secured Lender Policy Coverages* 


A B C D 


Mortgage Impairment for Pollution Condition Discovered Prior to Foreclosure 


Payment of the lesser of the estimated cleanup costs or the 
outstanding loan balance T T T T 


Option of payment of the outstanding loan balance only T T 


Option of payment of either the outstanding loan balance or the 
estimated cleanup costs if the cleanup costs are at least 50% of the 
loan balance 


T 


Mortgage Impairment for Pollution Condition Discovered After Foreclosure 


Payment of the lesser of the estimated cleanup costs or the 
outstanding loan balance T 


Payment of the estimated cleanup costs only T T T 


Pollution Liability Coverages After Foreclosure 


Third party claims for bodily injury and property damage T T T 


Legal defense costs to defend against third party claims T T T 
*  One insurer offers two SL forms; coverages in both policies are reflected in the table. 


Three limitations with respect to SL policies are noteworthy. First, for three insurers, a default can 


occur for any reason. The fourth insurer, however, requires that a borrower’s default must be caused 


by a pollution condition, thus limiting the circumstances under which the policy will be triggered. 


Second, only one insurer offers the policy for construction loans needed by many brownfield 


developers and then only on a ‘lesser of’ basis. 


Third, while SL policies do provide brownfield protections in that newly discovered, pre-existing 


pollution conditions at actionable levels are covered, conversations with insurers indicate that they 


are understandably risk averse with respect to offering the policies for sites where a strong suspicion 


of unknown, pre-existing contamination exists. As one insurer noted of the policies, “We really do 


clean properties.” 


For single sites, two insurers require at least Phase II site assessments, while the other two will write 


SL policies on the basis of a Phase I. Currently, only one carrier offers SL policies on a portfolio 


basis. Site assessments for the portfolios involve lender use of a customized due diligence process 


designed in partnership with the insurer that screens out high-risk properties. 


Tables 4.3 and 4.4 offer additional information on SL coverages for an individual site including policy 


periods, dollar limits, premiums and deductibles/SIRs. The figures reflect purchase of standard 


policies currently available from the insurers. 
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Table 4.3 Secured Lender Policy Periods and 
Dollar Limits for an Individual Site 


Policy Periods in Years Dollar Limits for Five-Year Policy 


Low 
Example Maximum 


Most 
Common Minimum Maximum 


Most 
Common 


A 1 10 5 to 10 1M 15M 5M - 8M 


B 1 10 3 to 10 1M 25M 3M - 10M 


C 1 15 10* - -    25M** - -


D 1 10 3 to 5 1M 25M 5M - 10M 
- -	 Missing data 
* The most common period for construction loans is 1 to 2 years.

** When an ‘outstanding loan balance only’ provision is offered, the maximum is $10M.



Table 4.4 Secured Lender Policy Premiums and
Deductibles/Self-Insured Retentions for Five -Year, Single-Site Policy 


Premiums Deductibles/Self-Insured Retentions 


Low 
Example 


High
Example 


Most 
Common 


Low 
Example 


High
Example 


Most 
Common 


A Proprietary Proprietary Proprietary 25K 250K 50K - 100K 


B - - - - - - - - - - - -


C 25K 100K 50K - 70K 10K 250K 10K - 25K 


D  25K 150K 45K - 65K 25K 250K 25K - 50K 


- - Missing data 


4.3 Environmental Service Industry Policies 


A number of products are intended for the environmental service industry – firms and parties 


providing advice and analysis and/or construction-related services that may be exposed to liabilities 


stemming from their involvement at a brownfield site: 


•	 Professional consultants liability coverages provide protections against liabilities arising out of 


acts, errors, or omissions during the performance of professional services at a brownfield by 


environmental consultants and engineers, laboratories, and design firms. 


•	 Contractors pollution liability coverages protect against environmental remediation contractors’ 


liabilities for third-party claims caused by pollution conditions arising out of covered operations 


at project sites. 


•	 Environmental surety products provide surety bonds to guarantee the performance and payment 


obligations of contractors involved in activities such as asbestos and lead abatement, 


underground storage tank removal, and other types of environmental remediation activities. 
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4.4 Owner-Controlled Policies 


Contractors and professionals generally purchase their own insurance policies. Some, such as 


transporters of hazardous materials, are required by law to be insured. However, their policies may 


not all be adequate for a particular project. For example, insurance policies purchased by some parties 


may exclude asbestos and/or lead while others do not. Moreover, a developer’s project may not really 


be covered, since it is possible that a contractor’s aggregate policy limit already has been expended 


on claims associated with other projects on which the contractor has worked. To address these issues, 


developers can purchase a single owner-controlled policy that provides PL coverages for all parties 


involved with a brownfield project. 


4.5 Land Use Control Policy 


A unique policy offered by one insurer offers coverages for sites where a Risk-Based Corrective 


Action (RBCA) remediation has been conducted. In these cases, contamination has been left and ‘land 


use controls’ have been put into place to protect human health and the environment. These include 


‘engineering controls’ or physical measures such as containment caps and ‘institutional controls’ or 


legal mechanisms, such as deed restrictions, intended to ensure that future site activities do not impair 


the engineering controls.10  The policy incorporates four coverage parts that can be purchased 


independently: 


•	 Stop Loss insures against cost overruns in the design and implementation of institutional and 
engineering controls. 


•	 Professional Liability insures against cleanup costs, bodily injury, and property damage 
claims resulting from errors or omissions on the part of professionals designing or establishing 
engineering and institutional controls. 


•	 Failure of Controls insures against cleanup costs, bodily injury and property damage claims 
in the event that a properly designed and implemented institutional or engineering control 
fails, including the event that new scientific developments establish that the controls are no 
longer adequate. 


•	 Maintenance and Enforcement of Controls insures against cleanup costs, bodily injury and 
property damage claims due to errors or omissions by persons responsible for maintaining or 
enforcing engineering and institutional controls. 


To apply for the policy, the parties involved submit a stewardship plan to the insurer for approval that 


includes monitoring requirements, access rights from property owners, and other elements. According 


to the insurer, this process forges a discussion of allocation of liabilities and responsibilities related 


to residual contamination that may not otherwise occur. The number of the policies sold is 


proprietary, but indications are that applications for the policy and thus the number of policies sold 


is quite small. 


10 For further information on land use controls, see <www.lucs.org.> a Web site operated by the 


International City/County Management Association, with support from EPA. 
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Chapter 5.0

Changes in Insurance Products, 1999 - 2005



In this Chapter, we provide a synopsis of changes in the availability of insurance for brownfields since 


1999 and discuss insurer opinions of the outlook for the products. We begin with a short summary 


of shifts in insurance companies that provide the policies. We then describe changes in PL, CC and 


SL insurance, focusing on selected characteristics such as premiums and terms. 


5.1 Insurers in the Marketplace 


Perhaps the most notable change in the brownfields insurance industry has been the exit and entrance 


of insurance companies in the brownfields market. Since 1999, five carriers that offered PL and other 


brownfield policies have left the market. Five have entered since that year including two that provide 


more than PL policies. 


The magnitude of this turnover in light of the limited number of brownfield insurance providers 


underscores the need on the part of potential purchasers to investigate the financial status of carriers. 


There are several rating organizations that provide this information including AM Best, Moody’s, 


Standard and Poors, and Fitch. In the past year, upgrades and downgrades have been occurring with 


some regularity in the environmental insurance industry. 


It is useful to seek information about current ratings from qualified brokers. This is so because, first, 


informed brokers generally are up-to-date on financial problems within a company before they  are 


noted in rating organization publications. Second, to obtain detailed reports, a membership in rating 


agencies like AM Best must be purchased. Third, the multiple rating organizations use different 


standards and symbols to designate an insurer’s financial condition. Finally, it is necessary to know 


the name of the company that should be searched. The AM Best ratings for only two of the nine 


underwriters in this study can be found by entering the name listed in the acknowledgments. Because 


the insurance industry is regulated at the state level, underwriters use different insurance companies 


to actually issue policies, depending on an issuer’s legal  standing in a particular state. Consequently, 


buyers need to know which company is being used for a particular policy. 


5.2 Policy Availability and Characteristics 


Sections 5.21 through 5.23 below provide tables presenting the results when insurers were asked to 


give their opinion about changes since 1999 with respect to PL, CC, and SL policies. The last row 


of each table exhibits the insurers’ opinions of future sales of policy types in the next twelve months 


compared with the last twelve months. Data are presented only for carriers currently providing a 


policy. Anticipating that informationabout an insurer’s own company would be proprietary, we asked 


instead for the extent to which the carriers believed the changes had occurred industry-wide. 
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The assessments on the tables are subjective and may be assumed to reflect, at least in part, the 


perspective of each carrier’s firm.11 Two further caveats also are in order. 


First, the data cannot be assumed to be representative of all underwriters, since information from 


most of the companies was collected from only one person. Opinions within firms undoubtedly would 


differ. Second, as one insurer noted, the responses to the questions depended on whether the insurers 


had only existing firms in mind or whether their judgments included policies offered by insurers that 


are no longer in the market: 


Insurer: We clearly saw in the late 1990's to the early 2000's the entrance and exit of a series 


of our competitors. Those of us still left standing would argue that they came in because they 


saw a market opportunity, but they didn't understand how to underwrite and they basically 


became financial disasters and fell out because they offered coverage that was too broad for an 


inadequate amount of money. So when you ask about changes since 1999, one simple answer 


would be that all the terms have narrowed because all the undisciplined underwriters are now 


out of the market. If you ask about the more disciplined competitors who are still standing, I 


would say that everything is about the same as it was. 


Because of differences in the carriers studied in the 1999 and 2005 reports, with one exception, we 


do not offer tables that present direct comparisons of 1999 to 2005 data here. In the main, the 


comparisons become more confusing than informative. However, observations of noteworthy shifts 


from the previous study are inserted. 


5.21 Pollution Liability Policies 


PL policies are the bread and butter of the brownfields insurance industry. As depicted in Table 5.1, 


all insurers believed that sales increased from 1999 and anticipated an increase in future sales. Two 


more points that can be drawn from Table 5.1 warrant discussion. 


First, the majority of carriers maintained that there has been an increase in premiums in the industry 


as a whole since 1999. This assertion is supported by figures collected from the Massachusetts 


Brownfields Redevelopment Access to Capital (BRAC) state program. This program offers pre-


negotiated and discounted PL and CC policies provided by a single carrier to eligible program 


participants. In 2005, the state solicited proposals from other carriers to serve as the program insurer. 


While the same insurer that has always provided coverages for BRAC was selected, BRAC personnel 


report that pricing submitted from another carrier was remarkably similar. 


11 No compiled data bases exist for the policies because they are surplus-lines products. Insurers do not keep 
separate records for PL and SL policies sold for brownfields. 
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Table 5.1 Opinions about Brownfield Pollution Liability Policies Industry-Wide 


A B C D E F G H I 


Changes: 1999-2005


       Premiums � � � � � � # # �


       Deductibles/Self-Insured Retentions # # # # # # # # �


       Dollar Limits � � � � # # � # #


       Policy Periods � � � � # # � � �


       Assessment Required � # # � # # � � # 


Sales: 1999-2005 � � � � � � � � � 


Sales: Next 12 Months Compared to Last 12 Months � � � � � � � � � 
� Increase � Decrease # About the same 


Although the BRAC schedule does not provide dollar amounts for all premium/deductible 


combinations, it does offer clues as to the pricing of the products in the industry. Table 5.2 presents 


examples of these figures and the premium increases for the 2002 - 2005 period. All four 


combinations of policy limits/deductibles show a premium increase over three years that exceeds 60% 


in real (inflation-adjusted) terms. This increase is roughly 20% per year. 


5.2 Examples of Brownfield Pollution Liability Premium 


Increases for a Five-Year Policy under Massachusetts’ 


Brownfields Redevelopment Access to Capital State Program, 2002 and 2005 


$3,000,000 Policy Limit $5,000,000 Policy Limit 


With $50,000 Deductible 


2005 Current Dollars $28,397 $36,586 


2005 Constant (2002) Dollars $26,223 $34,301 


2002 Current Dollars $16,211 $21,213 


Increase, 2002 Dollars $10,012 $13,088 


Increase, Percentage 64% 62% 


With $100,000 Deductible 


2005 Current Dollars $26,977 $34,757 


2005 Constant (2002) Dollars $25,292 $32,586 


2002 Current Dollars $14,590 $19,286 


Increase, 2002 Dollars $10,702 $13,300 


Increase, Percentage 73% 69% 
Notes: Current dollar figures are prices actually quoted. Constant dollar figures have been adjusted for inflation 
2002-2005, using the Consumer Price Index, the adjustment factor commonly employed by the insurance 
industry. 
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Caveats about the figures in Table 5.2 voiced by one insurer should be noted, however. That is, the 


pricing was offered for a state program that was seeking discounted insurance so that the premiums 


given may be low for the industry as a whole. It also should be kept in mind that the policy form, 


which remained the same for both years, does not include additional endorsements that would raise 


the cost of the insurance. The increases may be overstated as well, since the BRAC insurer may have 


offered the 1999 prices at an exceptionally low discount. 


The second notable change in PL policies described by most carriers pertains to the length of the 


policy terms offered. In Table 5.3, we make the exception of providing tabular comparisons of those 


insurers studied for the 1999 and 2005 reports. 


Table 5.3 Changes in Brownfield Pollution Liability Policy
Periods, 1999 - 2005 Among Insurers Studied 


Maximum Most Common 


1999 2005 1999 2005 


In Market, 1999 and 2005 


A 20 10 5 5 


B 10 10 5 5 


C 20 10 5 5 


D 20 10 5 5 


In Market, 1999. Out by 2005 


E  10  3  


F  15  5  


In Market by 2005 


G 10 10 


H  10  5  


I  10  1  


J 5 3 


K 5 1 


The primary differences in reported maximum periods are that three insurers in the market for both 


years lowered their maximum from 20 to 10 years and one that left the market had been offering 15 


year PL policies. The most common periods reported have not changed for the carriers in the market 


for both years. However, two new insurers that have entered the market have five-year maximums 


and most common periods of 1 or 3 years. 


A related observation about changes in length of policy terms since 1999 is that most all insurers 


operating that year offered a guaranteed renewal and/or a rolling renewal provision. As we discussed 


in Section 2.21, these provisions are not viable options today for most policy holders. 


48








5.22 Cost Cap Policies 


As discussed in Chapter 3.0, estimates by insurers indicated that not that many CC policies are sold 


– perhaps no more than 100 per year nationwide. From 1999 to 2005, the number of carriers that 


offered the policies decreased, primarily because the insurers providing them dropped out of the 


market. In one case, the insurer still offers other brownfield insurance products, but has stopped 


writing CC. By our count, the total number of insurance companies that offered the product at 


various times in the 1999-2005 period was ten. Currently, five carriers market the product. Three 


carriers, new to the market since 1999, never have offered the policy. 


As several interviewees noted, insurers experienced losses on CC policies, particularly for small-scale 


projects. The responses in Table 5.4 suggest that insurers now providing CC coverages perceive a 


trend toward more conservative underwriting. All five indicated a belief that premiums have 


increased. Four expressed the opinion that self-insured retentions have become higher, while dollar 


limits have become lower. Three believed there has been an industry-wide trend toward more 


thorough site assessments. 


In addition, in the 1999 study, all insurers emphasized that CC policies were not cost-effective for 


small projects. ‘Small,’ however, was defined as projects involving cleanup costs ranging from 


$100,000 to $500,000. Now, small is considered to be $1 to $2 million. 


Table 5.4 Opinions about Cost Cap Policies Industry-Wide 


A B C D E 


Changes: 1999-2005


       Premiums � � � � �


       Self-Insured Retentions � � � # �


       Use of Co-Insurance Participation � � # # �


       Dollar Limits � � � # �


       Assessment Required � # � # � 


Sales: 1999-2005 � � � � � 


Sales: Next 12 Months Compared to Last 12 Months � # � � � 
� Increase � Decrease # About the same 


As reported in the table, most insurers predicted an increase in sales industry-wide in the next twelve 


months. In particular, they drew attention to the growing popularity of Guaranteed Fixed Price 


Remediation (GFPR) contracts. One commented that perhaps 35% to 40% of their contracts in the 


previous year were for either the contractor or the owner/developer who commissioned the 


contractor. Another noted a much higher percentage: 
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Insurer: In the last twelve months, I would say 100% of our (cost cap) book has been based on 


the contracts. We insure the owner who's hired a contractor and we insure the contractor. 


Historically, we've insured owners with the policies, but within the last year we haven't seen 


much owner business without a (GFPR) vehicle underneath it. 


5.23 Secured Lender Policies 


Perhaps the most remarkable change with respect to SL coverages was the withdrawal of the policy 


by one carrier in 2004 due to losses from claims and the inability to balance premiums charged with 


the long policy periods that were required by purchasers. Table 5.5, completed by three of the four 


insurers now offering SL policies, presents somewhat mixed opinions about other shifts pertaining 


to the product. 


Table 5.5 Opinions about Secured Lender Policies Industry-Wide 


A B C 


Changes: 1999-2005


       Premiums � � �


       Dollar Limits � # #


       Assessment Required � # � 


Sales: 1999-2005 � � � 


Sales: Next 12 Months Compared to Last 12 Months � # # 


� Increase � Decrease # About the same 


Other changes, not presented in the table, can be derived from comparisons of the insurers that now 


provide SL forms and the five carriers studied in 1999, all of which offered the policies: 


•	 Policy periods have been reduced. In the 1999 study, typical periods were reported to be three 


to fifteen years while, in 2005, they were reported to be one to ten years. 


•	 Site assessment requirements have increased. In the 1999 study, only two of the five carriers 


studied indicated that a Phase I was required for a policy purchase; the other three required only 


database searches. In 2005, the most common assessment for an individual site was a Phase I 


for two carriers, and Phase II for the other two. 


•	 Policies now most often are offered on a ‘lesser of’ basis. In 1999, policies were readily 


available that reimbursed lenders for the outstanding loan balance when a borrower defaulted 


and a pollution condition was present. The insurer that withdrew its SL product was providing 


the policies on this basis. Currently, only two insurers offer this alternative; most policies now 


reimburse lenders for the lesser of the outstanding loan balance or the estimated cleanup costs. 
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•	 Only one insurer now offers portfolio policies. All the insurers in the 1999 study did so and all 


predicted that there would be an increase in the tendency to offer the policies in portfolios in the 


future. 


This miscalculation in the 1999 underwriters’ predictions for SL policies underscores the changes that 


continue to characterize the brownfield insurance marketplace, a topic to which we now turn. 


5.3 A Constantly Changing Market 


Since its beginnings in the 1980s, the environmental insurance industry has been characterized by 


rapid change with respect to the terms and coverages available and the pricing of the policies. In the 


Products Available, 1999 report, key changes found to have occurred between 1996 and 1999 


included broader and more flexible coverages, lower premiums, longer policy terms, and increased 


carrier capacity in terms of the policy dollar limits insurers could offer. In that time period, the market 


was 'soft,' i.e., a buyer's market. In early 2001, the market began to harden somewhat, which resulted 


in premium increases, shorter policy terms, and decreased carrier capacity. 


Whether or not an insurance market is soft or hard depends on a number of complex factors that 


include, among other things, claim losses, competition among carriers, and returns on investment of 


premium dollars. These factors affect not only insurers, but ‘reinsurers’ as well. Essentially, a 


reinsurer is a company that insures an insurer, i.e., it accepts part of an underwriter's risk in return 


for a premium and thus provides another layer of risk transfer. While the reinsurance market is 


invisible to insurance purchasers, it has critical impacts on coverage availability and cost. 


We close this report by emphasizing that shifts in brownfields insurance will continue. Notable 


impacts may be expected to come from two recent developments: 


•	 Hurricanes Katrina and Rita in 2005, and the claims that have to be paid as a result. 


•	 The December 2005 implementation of Financial Accounting Standards Board (FASB) 


Interpretation No. 47 (FIN 47), a step that forces companies to disclose and quantify 


environmental liabilities associated with properties they own. 


Both sets of impacts will be felt after this report is completed and no one at this point can accurately 


predict their effects on the costs and terms of brownfield insurance policies. However, the pressures 


and the directions of the trends they portend can be contemplated. 


With respect to the hurricanes, one might crediblyhypothesize that, to an unknown degree, the events 


will result in premium increases, higher retentions, shorter policy terms, and reductions in available 


market capacity. In large part, these effects flow through the reinsurance market that experienced 


severe losses from the weather events and their aftermaths. When such losses occur, the amount of 


capital the reinsurers have available to put at risk falls. When the supply of risk capital falls relative 


to demand, the cost of reinsurance and, thus, insurance rises. 
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The 9/11 attacks in 2001 exacerbated the hardening of the property and casualty market that had 


already begun earlier that year with the decline in financial market performance. However, the attacks 


had primarily indirect consequences for environmental insurance through their effects on the 


availability of risk capital in general. The impacts of the hurricanes should be greater since they 


involve environmental claims that weaken the capital reserves of brownfield insurers. These include 


first party claims for cleanup of contaminants from ongoing operations and third party claims for 


property damage of homes and businesses impacted by pollution migrating from insured sites. 


The implementation of FIN 47, which established the standards and procedures expected for 


compliance with FASB’s September 2001 Statement 143, “Accounting for Asset Retirement 


Obligations” (FAS 143) should further harden the market. FIN 47 requires companies to account on 


their current balance sheets for the costs they may incur for retirement of long-lived assets. Firms may 


want to limit those costs by remediating sites using CC insurance, thus eliminating the need for an 


allowance for contingencies that would add to the liabilities they now have to declare. Corporations 


also may pursue disposal of their idle real estate assets that carry contingent liabilities, thus increasing 


the demand for PL policies that protect site purchasers and users. As a result, the supply of unused 


environmental risk capital available may be expected to fall, and the price of environmental insurance 


to rise. 


Again, the full consequences of the natural disasters and FASB will not be known for some time. 


Outcomes will depend on other factors, primarily the returns on investments of premiums. Overall, 


these have risen in the latter half of 2005. This trend, if it continues, should have a restraining effect 


on the hardening of the market. 
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Federal Sponsoring Agencies and Public Benefit Conveyances 
 
      Public benefit conveyance (PBC) sponsoring agencies help communities acquire actual base property for a variety of 
public uses consistent with the Local Redevelopment Authorities’ reuse plans and economic adjustment strategies. They 
are an important factor in meeting community public facility and service needs.  
 
      PBCs listed below have accounted for 18% of total BRAC property transfers since 1988.  


Type of Property, Purpose, or 
Method  Transfer Type Federal Agency with 


Authority FMV Discount Statutory and Regulatory 
Authority 


Historic Monument Approved  Department of the 
Interior  


100%  FPASA § 203(k)(3), 
41 CFR 10147.3083  


Education Sponsored  Department of 
Education  


Up to 100%  FPASA § 203(k)(1), 
41 CFR 10147.3084  


Public Health Sponsored  Department of Health 
and Human Services  


Up to 100%  FPASA § 203(k)(1), 
41 CFR 10147.3084  


Public Park or Recreation Sponsored  Department of the 
Interior  


Up to 100%  FPASA § 203(k)(2), 
41 CFR 10147.3087  


Non-Federal Correctional 
Facility 


Approved  Department of Justice  100%  FPASA § 203(p)(1), 
41 CFR 10147.3089  


Port Facility Sponsored  Department of 
Transportation  


100%  FPASA § 203(q)(1), 
41 CFR 101-47.308-10  


Shrines, Memorials, or 
Religious Uses 
[only as part of another 
PBC] 


Sponsored  Department of 
Education or 
Department of Health 
and Human Services  


Up to 100%  41 CFR 10147.308-5  


Homeless Assistance 
[Public Health]* 


Sponsored  Department of Health 
and Human Services  


Up to 100%  42 U.S.C. § 11411, 
FPASA § 203(k)  


 
 
      Public benefit conveyances are used to transfer property at a substantial discount (generally 100 percent of fair 
market value) primarily to state and local governments for certain purposes if a recognized public benefit would result from 
the property. Public-benefit uses include: historic monuments, education, public health, parks and recreation, non-federal 
correctional facilities, and ports. The PBC ensures that the property is used for public purposes, based on the nature and 
mission of the Federal agency which sponsors the conveyance.  
 
      Because of this program, communities do not have to budget for the upfront acquisition cost. They do, however, have 
to make a long term commitment to the specified use. For the most part, PBCs require uses in perpetuity. Health and 
education are exceptions. Any default on the use could result in the deed being rescinded and property returned to the 
Federal government.  
 
      Federal agencies play a key role by sponsoring these conveyances. Agencies must review applications for proposed 
public-benefit uses and make a recommendation to the Military Department on the suitability of the use, and, where 
applicable, determine the appropriate discount. They also maintain long term oversight. Since 1989, the agencies listed to 
the right have been involved in the transfer and oversight of over 48,000 acres to communities for reuse. 
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ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT 
TECHNICAL BULLETIN 6 


 
MARKETING STRATEGIES 


FOR BASE REUSE 
 


Office of Economic Adjustment 
Department of Defense 


 
 


The purpose of this bulletin is to provide 
guidance to communities and 
redevelopment organizations responsible 
for marketing former military base 
properties.  It is based upon the Office of 
Economic Adjustment’s (OEA) observations 
and “lessons learned” from decades of 
experience working with hundreds of 
communities.  Community leaders 
throughout the country have successfully 
found new life and productive uses for 
closed military bases.  Hundreds of 
thousands of new jobs have resulted from 
this effort, which not only helps mitigate the 
impact of the base closure on the local 
level, but contributes to the overall growth, 
economy and prosperity of our entire nation. 
The results are apparent across the country, 
as former bases have been reabsorbed into 
the dynamic synergy of the local 
communities, forming livable neighborhoods 
and creating new opportunities for stronger, 
more diversified, and healthier communities.  
Communities can proudly boast of their 
successful transition to centers of 
commerce and industry, higher education, 
research and technology.   
 
No matter what its geographical or 
economic features, a closed base can find 
new life and new productivity with the 
imagination and dedication of community 
leaders.   Every base closure presents new 
opportunities for the affected community.  
The key is to use sound business analysis 
to find those that offer the most potential.  
Just as reuse planning is an integral 
component of base reuse, so is marketing.  
Communities must view closed military 
bases as real estate assets that will attract 


new businesses, investors, developers and 
residents.  The challenge in marketing 
former bases, is to re-define the image of 
the facility, and to create and capture the 
demand essential to implement that vision.   
 
How does a community, with limited 
financial and staff resources, create a 
demand for facilities that will help them 
implement their reuse plan?  Base reuse 
can take many paths, and there is no one 
“right way” that is applicable for all 
situations, or all communities.  There are, 
however, components of effective marketing 
strategies that can be incorporated into 
most base reuse marketing efforts.  Base 
reuse offers unique challenges and 
opportunities.  So too does base reuse 
marketing.  The introduction of over 500,000 
acres of  available buildings, infrastructure, 
and land into an already competitive market 
makes it is clear it’s going to take a lot more 
than touting “good quality of life” to 
successfully attract business ventures to 
former military bases.  What are the 
concepts and strategies particularly 
applicable to base reuse marketing?  And 
how do communities go beyond reactive 
responses to reuse inquiries and selling of 
available real estate, to proactive strategies 
of creating demand and new life for former 
military bases? 
 
KEY CONCEPTS 
 


 Marketing by the Community Versus 
other Options, such as a Federal 
Agency or Private Sector Entity - is 
there a Difference? 


 
The biggest difference is not so much in 
how the marketing is done, but in defining 
the end goal of the marketing effort.  For a 
community affected by a base closure, the 
objective of acquiring and reutilizing 
properties is likely to be the productive 
reuse of the facilities as quickly as possible.  
The return on investment can be measured 
in new jobs created, new businesses and 
occupants, public benefits such as schools 
and recreation facilities, and increased tax 
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base.  A private sector developer or entity 
other than the local governmental unit may 
define the end goal as maximizing revenues 
through the sale of the property.  
Generating profit is likely to be more 
important than the intended reuse.  
Recognizing the difference - and the desired 
outcome - is important in the development 
of the marketing strategy.  Why?  One of the 
first tasks facing a community is the 
decision of what role it will play.  Should it 
take on the daunting task of acquiring the 
property and market and redevelop the 
former base?  Should it select a private 
developer to redevelop the base or have the 
federal government market the property 
directly to a private sector developer?  Is the 
role something in-between or a combination 
of all options?  The role and objectives of 
the community are integral to the marketing 
strategy.  Before the first brochure, ad, or 
prospect visit, the community must 
determine and understand its role and 
objectives.  How to evaluate perspective 
tenants and partners, along with the 
understanding of how to measure ultimate 
success is the underlying foundation of the 
marketing strategy. 
 


 Marketing vs. Selling 
 
There is a big difference between sticking a 
price tag on a desired item and convincing 
someone they should want the item.  Most 
people are familiar with the dynamics of 
supply and demand.  Selling presumes 
there is a demand and basically matches 
the buyers needs with the desired product.  
Marketing, however, is much more difficult, 
in that the seller must create the demand for 
something – you must make someone want 
what you have.  There are closed military 
bases in desirable geographic areas, or that 
have facilities for which there is a great 
demand, but in many cases, the bases are 
located in remote areas or have facilities 
that are not consistent with contemporary 
requirements. 
 
Economic development marketing is 
extremely challenging, as communities and 


regions compete for a finite number of 
business locations and expansions.  The 
task is even more challenging for many 
base closure communities, as they must 
attempt to create a demand for something, 
which, for the most part, there is limited 
demand, but abundant supply.  
 


 Marketing – a Research and 
Management Process 


 
Say the term “marketing”, and, particularly, 
“economic development marketing”, and 
most people think of brochures, ads, 
websites, slogans, trade shows, enticing 
prospects, etc.  These tools and practices 
may be essential parts of marketing, but to 
focus on them rather than the process, is 
shortsighted and, more often than not, puts 
the cart before the horse.  Communities 
faced with redevelopment of former military 
bases should first approach marketing, as a 
research and management process, not the 
creation and distribution of glossy brochures 
and “come locate here” advertising 
campaigns.   
 
Marketing must be viewed as much a part of 
the base reuse planning process, as 
obtaining community input, assessing 
building and infrastructure capabilities, and 
determining land use and zoning 
requirements.  Marketing encompasses 
sound business analysis, to determine what 
the market can support based on 
development trends and requirements.  This 
analysis, coupled with community 
objectives, helps target those businesses 
and industries best suited for the physical 
and locational characteristics of your 
installations. 
 
As entrepreneurial entities, communities 
must know their product – the installation - 
inside and out; and they must know not only 
who their target customer is, but everything 
about that customer and the business.  The 
first thing the community needs to think of 
when it undertakes marketing is 
RESEARCH. 
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As a managerial process, communities must 
be able to identify, anticipate, and supply 
customer requirements.  Targeting industry 
sectors is just the beginning of this process, 
not the end product.  Who are the players in 
this industry, who’s expanding, and where?  
What are the trade associations and 
journals targeted to this industry?  Who are 
the major suppliers to this industry and who 
uses their product or service?  What are the 
building, utility, permit and labor 
requirements of the target industry 
customer?  A community must market to 
and meet the needs of targeted customers, 
not to its own needs.  Conducting the 
necessary research, as well as monitoring, 
and managing the information, are essential 
for successful marketing. 
 


 The Whole is Greater than the Sum of 
Its Parts 


 
Businesses rarely make location decisions 
based solely on the characteristics of a 
building or facility.  The building is part of 
the base, and the base is part of the larger 
community and region.  Utilities, 
transportation, labor force, education, 
medical facilities, housing, and so on - every 
aspect that contributes to the dynamics of a 
community, contributes to the criteria upon 
which location decisions are made. 
Marketing base reuse cannot be done in a 
vacuum.  It must be marketed within the 
context and environment in which the base 
is located. 
 
RESULTS ORIENTED MARKETING 
 


 Know Your Product 
 
Base reuse organizations must know the 
base and the community in which it is 
located, inside and out.  Grant assistance 
from OEA to undertake studies and reuse 
plans enables redevelopment organizations 
to obtain as much information as possible 
on the condition of buildings and 
infrastructure, assess the demographic and 
economic trends of their community and the 
surrounding area, as well as assessing the 


strengths and weaknesses in supporting the 
community’s reuse objectives.  Determine 
utility capacity and rates, prevailing rent and 
sales rates, labor force characteristics and 
wage rates.  Anticipate questions that 
prospects will ask, and have responses 
ready.  If necessary, have a resource team 
available of specialists that can respond to 
detailed or technical questions specific to 
the business requirements. 
 


 Know Your Customer 
 
The planning process and market analysis 
helps development organizations target 
those businesses with the greatest potential 
to have an interest in your community and 
base facilities.  Identifying those target 
industries is not the end goal however.  It’s 
just the start of your industry research.  If, 
for example, the reuse efforts for a former 
air base target air cargo, as a likely 
development target, obtaining listings of air 
cargo industries and mailing them 
brochures on your base and community is 
not the next step.  Time invested in 
undertaking research and doing your 
homework makes your marketing efforts 
more effective.  Identify related trade 
associations and become a member, go to 
the association annual or regional 
conference to become familiar with the 
industry, its leaders, and its issues.  
Subscribe to trade publications and 
newsletters.  Monitor and track which 
industries are expanding or consolidating 
operations, determine who are the key 
players and experts in this industry, and its 
location requirements?  Although a base 
redevelopment organization and staff must 
be prepared to respond to all inquiries, you 
must become an expert in the field of your 
targeted industries.   
 


 Be Prepared and Follow Up 
 
When opportunity knocks, be prepared.  Be 
able to respond to calls, inquiries, and 
unexpected visits.  Have back up resources, 
through staff or board/community members 
who can fill in when needed.  Undertake 
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dress rehearsals by having community 
members, other economic developers, state 
development staff, or other reuse 
organizations do trial visits, as though they 
were prospects visiting your base.  By 
finding out what types of questions are 
asked, compared to prepared answers, 
helps identify where efforts need to be 
improved, so that, when working with 
prospects, staff will be prepared. 
 
Be knowledgeable about the prospective 
company as well.  Have forms developed 
before working with the first company on 
what information is needed about the 
particular requirements (size and type of 
facility, utility requirements, etc.) and the 
company (product, principles, history, etc.). 
 
Once the attention of a potential prospect is 
gained, be sure to follow up.  If additional 
information is needed, follow through.  Even 
if the company does not require further 
information, follow through with a letter 
thanking the company for its interest, and 
inquiring if additional information can be 
provided. 
 


 Marketing Begins at Home 
 
There is not much point in spending 
hundreds of thousands of dollars in 
marketing brochures and ads to recruit new 
businesses only to have a prospect stop in 
town, ask a few questions of local 
waitresses or hotel staff, and have a 
positive image undone in a single swoop.  
Keep local residents informed of 
development activities and reuse objectives.  
Run a weekly column in the newspaper, 
distribute newsletters, host open houses, 
participate or sponsor hospitality training for 
“first line” contacts with visitors, such as 
waitresses, car rental and airport staff,, 
hotel staff, etc.  Request to speak at 
meetings of local civic and business 
organizations.  Get community members 
engaged and knowledgeable in the process 
so they can help market the base and 
convey positive attitudes about the 
community and base conversion process.   


 
In addition to the human side of marketing 
at home, don’t forget the marketing 
opportunities in your own backyard.  One 
reuse organization had obtained a 
substantial grant to undertake a 
comprehensive marketing program and to 
develop extensive marketing materials.  It 
used these funds to promote the reuse 
effort and attract new businesses from 
outside the area to the base.  The 
community had also relocated the existing 
airport to a brand new, showcase facility at 
the former air base, which was an excellent 
introduction for prospects seeing the base 
for the first time.  At the new terminal, 
however, there were no information kiosks, 
photographs, or information at all about the 
redevelopment effort or reuse organization.  
In exiting the terminal, there was no map of 
the large installation or directional signage 
to the development office or businesses 
already located at the facility.  The only 
signage was “Exit” signs providing 
directions to get out of the former base 
property! 
 


 When to Start?  
 
Now!  Marketing isn’t something that is done 
after the planning process is completed, or 
once property is acquired.  Since marketing 
entails research, business analysis, 
educating community members, and “trial 
runs” of working with prospects, the sooner 
the reuse organization starts the better.  
That doesn’t mean start running ads, and 
mailing brochures before rent charges are 
set or the costs and provider of electricity 
are established.  But communities that 
incorporate a marketing strategy into the 
planning process and develop a marketing 
program as a management process, are 
much further ahead when it comes time to 
develop the marketing materials and 
campaign to recruit businesses and 
developers to the base.  
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 The “So What?” Factor 
 
Make a list of the key features and attributes 
that a prospective business or developer 
should know about the base property 
available for redevelopment and the 
community.  Then read each one from the 
perspective of the potential customer and 
ask, “So what?  Why is this feature 
important?  What will it do for me?”  Redo 
the list emphasizing how each benefits the 
potential business.  If the base has 
industrial areas, housing, medical and 
dental facilities, recreation fields, and an 
elementary school, don’t just list or describe 
them.  Promote how these assets could 
boost employee moral, minimize 
absenteeism, increase productivity, help 
retain employees, and increase profitability.  
Depict an image of a company owner and 
employees that can live five minutes from 
work, have a doctor’s appointment during 
lunch hour, observe or help at a child’s 
school during a break, and actually make it 
to a child’s after school soccer game.  When 
“selling to the customer’s needs”, be sure to 
ask “So what?” with each promotional claim 
and statement that is made. 
 


 Depth vs. Breadth 
 
Whether it’s working with existing 
businesses in the community, or with new 
target industries, learn the economic 
dynamics and relations of the businesses.  
What materials are used?  What companies 
are the suppliers?  What components are 
used?  Who are the customers?  Where 
does the product fit into a larger 
commodity?  How are products shipped, 
and by what companies?  Understanding 
the answers to these types of questions 
helps identify second and third tier firms, 
which in turn, could become potential 
tenants.  The linkages of existing and new 
businesses provide leverage, connectivity, 
and practicality in marketing to new tiers of 
potential prospects.  


 Create Your Image/Message 
 
When marketing for base reuse, 
communities often focus on reuse of 
individual buildings and lose sight of 
developing a long term, holistic vision or 
image of the redevelopment effort.  Develop 
a theme or image around the targeted 
industry (or industries), and develop 
promotional materials around this theme.  
The organization logo, stationary, ads, etc. 
should be consistent and reflect this theme.  
An excellent example in the use of this 
concept is the image and marketing concept 
used in the redevelopment at Vint Hill 
Farms Station, in Northern Virginia.  Its 
proximity to the growing high tech, dot com 
industry supported recruitment of this 
targeted industry.  The logo and marketing 
materials reflect this image by words and 
connotation:  “Vint.hill Tech Park:  A Smart 
Location”, and this message is carried out in 
their designed entrance way and signage 
into the former base, as well as renamed 
streets, such as Macintosh Drive and Dell 
Court. 
 
WHAT CAN BE DONE BETTER 
 


 Create Demand through Networking 
and Building Coalitions 


 
One of the greatest challenges facing 
successful base conversion is to create 
non-military demand for buildings and land 
in areas, which, for the most part, have little 
to no pre-existing requirement or 
desirability.  There are exceptions, where 
military installations are located in prime 
market areas or contain valuable properties, 
such as Cameron Station in Arlington, 
Virginia.  But most communities affected by 
base closure, face the difficult challenge of 
not only determining how the property 
should be reused, but how to convince 
others that this property offers opportunities 
not available elsewhere.  Compounding this 
problem is the sheer magnitude of the 
property that enters an already competitive 
market.  The four rounds of base closure 
between 1988 and 1995 resulted in the 
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introduction of over 393,000 acres of 
property available for redevelopment.  The 
scale of this real estate alone should 
demand the attention of site selection firms, 
developers, investors, and real estate 
departments of major companies.  Yet the 
collective, national image of base closures 
to the real estate development community, 
and to the nation at large, does not conjure 
up ideas and optimism for new, 
unprecedented opportunities for the 
development industry, but rather, a 
connotation of job losses, huge fenced in 
reservations of institutional looking 
properties, and environmental 
contamination.  This is an image base 
closure communities could collectively 
remedy.   
 
Most marketing is done by each individual 
base closure community, attempting to 
attract new businesses and investments to 
the respective base.  Each base closure 
community basically competes with each 
other and with the thousands of other 
communities across the country undertaking 
economic development marketing.  An 
untapped potential for base closure 
communities is to collectively market the 
potential for development at former military 
bases.  A major campaign by 100 
communities promoting the message that 
former military bases offer unprecedented 
potential for investment and redevelopment 
is more likely to generate articles, inquiries 
and interest on the part of major site 
selection firms, than any one community 
attempting to promote a 1,200 acre site.   
 
There have been some previous efforts for 
collective marketing, such as group 
advertising by an assortment of bases in 
publications such as Site Selection and by 
the State of California’s effort to promote 
base closure communities in the “Great 
Land Grab” campaign.  But this approach 
has not been fully optimized by the base 
closure communities.  The first step in 
creating demand for the product, is getting 
the customer’s attention.  Collective efforts 
representing literally a hundred plus 


communities and over a half million acres of 
developable property is much more likely to 
generate positive attention than each 
community attempting this on its own. 
 
Additional opportunities for collective 
marketing exist in sub-clusters of base 
closure communities, by either geography 
(such as the California example) or by 
targeted industry.  If, for example, twelve 
bases from geographically dispersed areas, 
target the retirement community industry as 
a major reuse potential for the bases, these 
twelve bases could collectively undertake 
research of that industry, develop materials 
and web site promoting the twelve bases, 
attend trade shows, speak at conferences, 
write and submit articles for journal 
publication, sponsor visits to the bases by 
leaders and writers in that industry, etc.  
Base closure communities could form 
marketing alliances with several target 
industry clusters which would maximize 
exposure and leverage individual marketing 
efforts while minimizing costs.  This type of 
collective effort could be undertaken 
through the initiative of a base closure 
community or communities, or through the 
support of a central focal point. 
 
Advantages of collective or cooperative 
marketing include: 
 
 Increased ability to gain the attention of 


national media as well as site selection 
firms, developers and industries by 
getting the word out that former military 
bases offer great opportunities for 
business and industrial ventures 


 Heightened opportunity to overcome 
negative perceptions of environmental 
and bureaucratic obstacles  


 Cost effective 
 Expanded exposure 
 Leveraged individual marketing efforts 
 Increased opportunity to learn from each 


other 
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 Obtain Earlier Private Sector 
Involvement 


 
In previous rounds of base closures, 
communities would often complete the 
reuse planning process, and then seek 
private sector developers to partner with to 
implement the plan.  For next generation 
base closure communities, bringing in 
developers earlier in the process might be 
beneficial.  The communities and private 
sector both bring different perspectives, 
objectives, experience and resources to the 
table.  In addition to the planning and 
development expertise, the private sector 
can bring with them, their experience, 
contacts, and resources to help market the 
property.  For additional information, refer to 
the OEA publication “Use of Master 
Developers in Implementing Military Base 
Reuse Plans”.  
 


 Promote What “Can Be” Versus What 
“Is” 


 
Buildings on military bases look like 
buildings on military bases.  The buildings, 
road patterns, layout of the base, etc. were 
originally designed to meet mission 
objectives, not to attract private sector 
reinvestment.  Photographs of these 
buildings help show businesses what the 
facility looks like today, but architectural 
drawings of what it could look like with 
façade improvements, landscaping, etc. 
may be more enticing for the business to 
envision their facility at your base.  
Likewise, architectural renderings of the 
planned development at build out, such as 
Section A as the “town center”, Section B as 
the residential area, Section C as the office 
park area, etc. provides a visual depiction of 
the community’s development objectives 
that doesn’t always translate well from a 
land use map.  These depictions, as well as 
helping to educate community members, 
become an effective visual marketing aid. 
 
CAD/CAM software is also beneficial in 
working with potential businesses to 
demonstrate how buildings can be changed 


internally, such as eliminating existing walls, 
putting up new ones, etc. to meet specific 
business needs. 
 


 Become an Expert in Your Selected 
Target Industries 


 
There are national and regional 
organizations, associations, trade journals, 
conferences, and trade shows for almost 
every industry sector.  Once specific 
industries are targeted as best suited for the 
area and types of facilities available, 
become an expert in that field.  Which are 
the major companies?  Which ones are 
expanding?  What companies are major 
suppliers and customers?  What are the 
location requirements?  The more known 
about a target industrial sector, the more 
beneficial it will be in efforts to recruit and 
work with prospects.  Retirement 
communities?  Private schools?  
Warehousing and distribution centers?  
Plastics manufacturers?  Aircraft 
maintenance?  Know the customer and 
industry, and develop marketing materials to 
meet the customer’s needs based on what 
is known about them. 
 


 Market to other Federal Agencies 
 
The federal property disposal process 
requires that the property be screened first 
with other Defense agencies, and then with 
other federal departments before it is made 
available to the community.  Since this 
happens early in the process, many 
communities are still involved in establishing 
a reuse organization or initiating the 
planning process, often in anticipation that 
no federal agency will request any property.  
Again, research and homework on federal 
programs and requirements could be 
beneficial by identifying potential new 
programs or federal offices, and actively 
seeking their development at your 
installation.  The reuse organization for the 
former Fort McClellan in Alabama 
incorporated specific facilities and personnel 
expertise of the former Army chemical 
school at the base, and identified the 


    Marketing Strategies for Base Reuse⎯page 7 
   







potential growing need for educational and 
training facilities for first responders in case 
there were ever chemical and biological 
terrorist attacks in the United States.  
Community officials actively worked with 
their legislators and Department of Justice 
staff, and, consequently, were successful in 
establishing what is called, the National 
Center for Domestic Preparedness.  The 
project was initiated in 1998, prior to the 
September 11 attack.  This center now has 
approximately 200 employees, and trains 
over 20,000 persons per year.  Cluster 
development within this industry, has also 
resulted in a companion project by the 
Department of Health and Human Services 
to train first responder medical personnel, 
and a local university established a center 
to train dogs for bomb sniffing and other 
criminal justice support functions. 
 


 Use Resources Effectively 
 
OEA provides grant funds to eligible 
communities for necessary studies and 
staffing to plan the reuse of base properties.  
Planning components may include an 
assessment of the community’s strengths 
and weaknesses, as well as an assessment 
of the installation itself.  Target industry 
studies, based on the results of this market 
analysis, as well as the development of a 
marketing strategy are all eligible 
components of planning activities which 
OEA may support.  OEA does not provide 
grant funds to actually implement the 
marketing strategy (such as visits to or by 
perspective businesses, attendance at trade 
shows, advertising, etc.), but may assist in 
the development of materials which can be 
used for marketing, such as camera ready 
ads or brochures, videos, CD ROMs, and 
web page development.  Some base 
closure communities secure additional grant 
funds from the Economic Development 
Administration (EDA), U.S. Department of 
Commerce, to help implement their 
marketing strategy, but since these funds 
are limited, many communities 
understandably prioritize construction, 
building renovation and infrastructure 


improvements over requests to EDA for 
marketing assistance.  For communities that 
do not have active economic development 
marketing programs underway or funding 
allocated for this purpose, seed money can 
be sought from local utility companies, 
banks, civic organizations and business 
organizations, etc. to undertake those 
activities that cannot be supported through 
federal or state programs. 
 


 Marketing Assistance Available 
through OEA: 


 
 SWOT analysis (evaluation of a 


community’s strengths and weaknesses, 
opportunities and threats, as it relates to 
the economic development of the 
community and reuse of the base)  


 Building and infrastructure assessment 
 Target industry feasibility study 
 Marketing strategy development 
 Training and information cross-sharing  
 Conferences, work shops, and resource 


materials 
 Network facilitation  
 Technical assistance 
 Industry analysis and marketing 


research staff support  
 Marketing materials development, such 


as: 
 Camera ready ads, brochures 
 DvD/Video 
 CD rom 
 Web page development 
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DEFINITIONS


D1.1. DEFINED TERMS:


D1.1.1. Base Closure Law.  The provisions of Title II of the Defense Authorization 
Amendments and Base Closure and Realignment Act (Public Law 100-526, 102 Stat. 2623, 
10 U.S.C. 2687 note), and the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (Pub. L. 
101-510, Part A of Title XXIX of 104 Stat. 1808, 10 U.S.C 2687 note) (reference (c)).


D1.1.2. Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC). The process that the Department of 
Defense uses to reorganize its installation infrastructure to more efficiently and effectively 
support its forces, increase operational readiness, and facilitate new ways of doing business.
The Department of Defense anticipates that BRAC 2005 will build upon processes used in 
previous BRAC efforts.  [Source: OSD Web site 
(http://www.dod.gov/brac/docs/definitions012004.pdf)]


D1.1.3. Clean Air Act (reference (d)). This Act provides the nation’s air pollution control 
program.  The program is carried out by the Environmental Protection Agency and state 
regulatory programs.  


D1.1.4. Closure.  An action that ceases or relocates all current missions of an installation and 
eliminates or relocates all current personnel positions (military, civilian, and contractor), 
except for personnel required for caretaking, conducting any ongoing environmental cleanup, 
or property disposal.  Retention of a small enclave, not associated with the main mission of 
the base, is still a closure.  [See: 32 CFR 174 (reference (e))] 


D1.1.5. Commission.  The Commission established by section 2902 of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act, also referred to as the BRAC Commission. [See: 
http://www.dod.gov/brac/docs/definitions012004.pdf]


D1.1.6. Communities in the vicinity of the installation.  The communities that constitute the 
political jurisdictions (other than the State in which the installation is located) that comprise 
the redevelopment authority for the installation.  [Source:  Section 2905(b)(7)(O) of 
reference (c)] 


D1.1.7. Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980
(reference (f)).  Also known as the “Superfund Act,” CERCLA is the legal framework for the 
identification and restoration of contaminated property.   


D1.1.8. Community Environmental Response Facilitation Act (reference (g)).  This Act 
amends reference (f) to require identification of uncontaminated parcels at closing bases and 
allows clean parcels to be transferred while long-term cleanup of contaminated parcels 
continues.


D1.1.9. Consultation.  Explaining and discussing an issue, considering objections, 
modifications, and alternatives; but without a requirement to reach agreement.  [See 
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reference (e)] 


D1.1.10. Cost of Base Realignment Actions (COBRA).  An analytical tool for calculating 
the costs, savings, and return on investment of proposed realignment and closure actions.  
[Source: OSD Web site (http://www.dod.gov/brac/docs/definitions012004.pdf)]


D1.1.11. Date of Approval.  The date on which the authority of the Congress to disapprove a 
recommendation of closure or realignment, as the case may be, of such installation under 
reference (c) expires.  [See reference (e)] 


D1.1.12. Economic Development Administration (EDA).  The EDA, which is a part of the 
Department of Commerce, provides economic development grants to help communities 
implement their economic development plans.  


D1.1.13. Excess property.  Property under the control of a Federal agency that the head of 
the agency determines is not required to meet the agency’s needs or responsibilities.  [See 40 
U.S.C. 102(3) (reference (h))]. 


D1.1.14. Highest and Best Use.  The most likely use to which a property can be put, which 
will produce the highest monetary return from the property, promote its maximum value, or 
serve a public or institutional purpose.  The highest and best use determination must be based 
on the property’s economic potential, qualitative values (social and environmental) inherent 
in the property itself, and other utilization factors controlling or directly affecting land use 
(e.g., zoning, physical characteristics, private and public uses in the vicinity, neighboring 
improvements, utility services, access, roads, location, and environmental and historical 
considerations).  Projected highest and best use should not be remote, speculative, or 
conjectural.  [See: 41 CFR Part 102-71.20 (reference (i))] 


D1.1.15. Installation.  A base, camp, post, station, yard, center, homeport facility for any 
ship, or other activity under the jurisdiction of the Department of Defense, including any 
leased facility.  It does not include any facility used primarily for civil works, rivers and 
harbors projects, flood control, or other projects not under the primary jurisdiction or control 
of the Department of Defense.  [See reference (e)] 


D1.1.16. Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA).  Any entity (including an entity 
established by a State or local government)  recognized by the Secretary of Defense as the 
entity responsible for developing the redevelopment plan with respect to the installation or 
for directing the implementation of such plan.  [See reference (e)] 


D1.1.17. Military Departments.  The Departments of the Army, Navy, and Air Force.   


D1.1.18. Office of Economic Adjustment.  An organization within the Department of 
Defense that is in charge of helping communities plan for base closure and realignments.  
The agency also provides planning grants to impacted communities.  


D1.1.19. Other Interested Parties.  Includes any parties eligible for the conveyance of 
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property of the installation under section 550 of title 40, United States Code, or sections 
47151 through 4717153 of title 49, United States Code, whether or not the parties assist the 
homeless. 


D1.1.20. Private nonprofit organization.  An organization, no part of the net earnings of 
which inures to the benefit of any member, founder, contributor, or individual, that has a 
voluntary board, an accounting system, or designated an entity that will maintain a 
functioning accounting system for the organization according to generally accepted 
accounting procedures, and practices nondiscrimination in the provision of assistance. [See 
reference (e)] 


D1.1.21. Public benefit conveyance.  The transfer of surplus military property for a specified 
public purpose at up to a 100 percent discount. [See 49 U.S.C. 47151-47153 (reference (j))] 


D1.1.22. Realignment.  Any action that both reduces and relocates functions and civilian 
personnel positions but does not include a reduction in force resulting from workload 
adjustments, reduced personnel or funding levels, or skill imbalances.  


D1.1.23. Redevelopment authority.  See “Local Redevelopment Authority” above. 


D1.1.24. Redevelopment plan. A plan, agreed to by the LRA with respect to the installation, 
which provides for the reuse or redevelopment of the real property and personal property of 
the installation that is available for such reuse and redevelopment because of the closure or 
realignment of the installation.   


D1.1.25. Representative of the homeless.  A State or local government agency or private 
nonprofit organization, including a homeless assistance planning board, that provides or 
proposes to provide services to the homeless.  [See section 501(i)(4) of the Stewart B. 
McKinney Homeless Assistance Act (42 U.S.C. 11411(i)(4) (reference (k))]. 


D1.1.26. Surplus property.  Excess property that the Administrator or the Secretary 
concerned determines is not required to meet the needs or responsibilities of all Federal 
agencies. [See 40 U.S.C. 102(10) (reference (h))] 
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ACRONYMS


Acronym Definition


ACHP Advisory Council on Historic Preservation 


ACM Asbestos containing material 


AQCR Air quality control region 


BGEPA Bald and Golden Eagle Protection Act, 16 U.S.C. 668 (reference 
(l))


BIA Bureau of Indian Affairs 


BLM Bureau of Land Management 


BOQ Bachelor Officer’s Quarters 


BRAC Base Realignment and Closure 


BTC Base transition coordinator 


CAA Clean Air Act, 42 U.S.C. 7401, as amended (reference (d)) 


CAAA Clean Air Act Amendments of 1990  


CARE Civilian Assistance and Re-Employment Program 


CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and 
Liability Act, 42 U.S.C. 9601, as amended (reference (f)) 


CFR Code of Federal Regulations 


CMP Coastal Management Programs 


CWA Clean Water Act, 33 U.S.C. 251–1387, as amended (reference 
(m)) 


CZMA Coastal Zone Management Act, 16 U.S.C. 1451–1464 (reference 
(n))


DBCRA 90 Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, Public Law 
101-510, as amended (reference (c)) 


DEIS Draft Environmental Impact Statement 


DoD Department of Defense 


DoEd Department of Education 


DOI Department of the Interior 


DOL Department of Labor  


DORS Defense Outplacement Referral System 


DRMO Defense Reutilization and Marketing Office 
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Acronym Definition 


EA Environmental assessment 


EAC Economic Adjustment Committee 


EBS Environmental baseline survey


ECP Environmental condition of property 


EDA Economic Development Administration 


EDC Economic development conveyance 


EIS Environmental Impact Statement 


EO Executive Order 


EPA Environmental Protection Agency 


ERC Emission reduction credit 


ESA Endangered Species Act, 16 U.S.C. 1531–1544 (reference (o)) 


EUL Enhanced Use Leasing


FAA Federal Aviation Administration 


FAR Federal Acquisition Regulation 


FEHB Federal employee health benefits 


FEIS Final Environmental Impact Statement 


FHA Federal Housing Authority 


FHWA Federal Highway Administration 


FIFRA Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and Rodenticide Act, 7 U.S.C. 136 
(reference (p)) 


FONSI Finding of No Significant Impact 


FOSL Finding of Suitability to Lease 


FOST Finding of Suitability to Transfer 


GSA General Services Administration 


HAP Homeowners Assistance Program 


HR Human resources


HRO Human resources office 


HRMA Housing Requirement Market Analysis 


HUD Department of Housing and Urban Development 
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Acronym Definition 


IAG Interagency Agreement 


ICTAP Interagency career transition assistance plan 


LBPPPA Lead-Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act, 42 U.S.C. 4801–
4846 (reference (q)) 


LRA Local Redevelopment Authority 


MARAD Maritime Administration  


MBTA Migratory Bird Treaty Act, 16 U.S.C. 703–712 (reference (r)) 


MWR Morale Welfare and Recreation  


NAF Non-appropriated fund


NAGPRA Native American Graves Protection and Repatriation Act, 25 
U.S.C. 3001—3013 (reference (s)) 


NEPA National Environmental Policy Act of 1969, 42 U.S.C. 4321, as 
amended (reference (t)) 


NHPA National Historic Preservation Act, 16 U.S.C. 470 (reference (u)) 


NOA Notice of Availability 


NPDES National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 


NPL National Priorities List 


OEA Office of Economic Adjustment 


OPM Office of Personnel Management 


OPS Operating properly and successfully 


OSD Office of the Secretary of Defense 


PBC Public Benefit Conveyance 


PCBs Polychlorinated biphenyls


PCS Permanent change of station 


PPP Priority Placement Program 


Pub. L. Public Law 


RAB Restoration Advisory Board


RCRA Resource Conservation and Recovery Act (reference (v)) 


RIF Reduction in Force 


ROD Record of Decision
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Acronym Definition 


RPL Reemployment Priority List


SDWA Safe Drinking Water Act, 42 U.S.C. 300f–300j-26 (reference 
(w))


SIP State Implementation Plan


TCP Traditional Cultural Properties 


TSCA Toxic Substances Control Act, 15 U.S.C. 2601–2671 (reference 
(x))


U.S.C. United States Code 


VA Department of Veterans Affairs 


VERA Voluntary Early Retirement Authority 


VRIF Voluntary Reduction in Force 


VSIP Voluntary Separation Incentive Program 


WIA Workforce Investment Act (reference (y)) 
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C1. CHAPTER 1


INTRODUCTION


C1.1.  PURPOSE


This Manual, which has been prepared by the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense (Installations 
and Environment), in cooperation with the DoD Components, has several objectives:


C1.1.1.  Supersede DoD 4165.66-M, “Base Reuse Implementation Manual,” December 1997. 


C1.1.2.  Provide a common set of guidelines for BRAC 2005 and remaining incomplete 
actions from prior BRAC rounds that allow flexibility for base redevelopment implementation. 


C1.1.3.  Provide supplemental guidance for carrying out the laws and regulations for closing 
installations and revitalizing base closure communities and community assistance (e.g., Public 
Law 101-510 as amended and 32 CFR Parts 174 and 176 (references (c) and (e)). 


C1.1.4.  Identify common-sense approaches and general practices to follow during base 
closure and redevelopment implementation. 


C1.2. APPLICABILITY


This Manual applies to the Office of the Secretary of Defense, the Military Departments, the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and the Joint Staff, the Combatant Commands, the Office 
of the Inspector General of the Department of Defense, the Defense Agencies, the DoD Field 
Activities, and all other organizational entities in the Department of Defense (hereafter referred 
to collectively as the “DoD Components”).  The provisions of this Manual are subject to, and 
should be interpreted in accordance with, 32 CFR parts 174 and 176 (reference (e)). 


C1.3. POLICY


For over 4 decades, the Department of Defense has recognized its responsibility to assist the 
communities that have hosted its installations.  Consistent with that responsibility, the 
Department of Defense Base Closure and Realignment Report, May 2005 (reference (z)), 
established the following policy guidance: 


C1.3.1. Act expeditiously, whether closing or realigning.  Relocating activities from 
installations designated for closure will, when feasible, be accelerated to facilitate the transfer of 
real property for community reuse.  In the case of realignments, the Department of Defense will 
pursue aggressive planning and scheduling of related facility improvements at the receiving 
locations.


C1.3.2. Fully utilize all appropriate means to transfer property.  Federal law provides the 
Department of Defense with an array of legal authorities, including public benefit transfers, 
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economic development conveyances at cost and no cost, negotiated sales to State or local 
government, conservation conveyances, and public sales, by which to transfer property on closed 
or realigned installations.  Recognizing that the variety of types of facilities available for civilian 
reuse and the unique circumstances of the surrounding communities does not lend itself to a 
single universal solution, the Department of Defense will use this array of authorities in a way 
that considers individual circumstances. 


C1.3.3. Rely on and leverage market forces.  Community redevelopment plans and military 
conveyance plans should be integrated to the extent practical and should take account of any 
anticipated demand for surplus military land and facilities. 


C1.3.4. Collaborate effectively.  Experience suggests that collaboration is the linchpin to 
successful installation redevelopment.  Only by collaborating with the local community can the 
Department of Defense close and transfer property in a timely manner and provide a foundation 
for solid economic redevelopment. 


C1.3.5. Speak with one voice.  The Department of Defense, acting through the DoD 
Components, will provide clear and timely information and will encourage affected communities 
to do the same. 


C1.3.6. Work with communities to address growth.  The Department of Defense will work 
with the surrounding community so that the public and private sectors can provide the services 
and facilities needed to accommodate new personnel and their families.  The Department of 
Defense recognizes that installation commanders and local officials, as appropriate (e.g., State, 
county, and tribal), need to integrate and coordinate elements of their local and regional growth 
planning so that appropriate off-base facilities and services are available for arriving personnel 
and their families. 


C1.4. KEYS TO SUCCESSFUL DISPOSAL OF CLOSING MILITARY INSTALLATIONS


C1.4.1.  This Manual was developed based on the following themes: 


C1.4.1.1. Consultation.  The Military Department, Office of Economic Adjustment 
(OEA), and Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA) should be in constant contact throughout the 
base closure and redevelopment process.  They should resolve any problems through 
consultation.


C1.4.1.2. Cooperation.  The Military Department(s), OEA, and LRA should work 
together to achieve mutual goals. 


C1.4.2.  In embracing these themes, the Manual also stresses adoption of the following 
characteristics:


C1.4.2.1. Work cooperatively.  Effective and extensive communication will make the 
process smoother over the long run. 
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C1.4.2.2. Consider community needs. Accomplish the mission, but consider the impact 
to local communities. 


C1.4.2.3. Be innovative.  Do not limit creativity.  Decisions, within applicable laws and 
regulations, can be new and different. 


C1.4.2.4. Exercise common sense.  Solutions should fit within the overall guidance, but 
they also should be site-specific. 


C1.4.2.5. Delegate.  Allow front-line employees to make as many decisions as possible, 
especially when an issue is routine or when the policy has already been formulated.  Establishing 
layers of approval only creates delays. 


C1.4.2.6. Apply growth management principles.  When realignments cause a significant 
influx of missions and personnel, growth management planning will be necessary to ensure 
public facilities and services are available when personnel arrive. 
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C2.  CHAPTER 2 


BASE CLOSURE AND REALIGNMENT PROCESS OVERVIEW


C2.1. GENERAL


C2.1.1.  This chapter describes the Department of Defense’s overall process for base closure 
and realignment.  Prior rounds provide examples and lessons learned that can assist those now 
facing similar situations.  Implementing BRAC creates challenging tasks related to four possible 
scenarios:


C2.1.1.1. Realignment and drawdown of an installation that includes property disposal. 


C2.1.1.2. Closure of a base. 


C2.1.1.3. Drawdown of personnel at a realigned base that does not involve property. 


C2.1.1.4. Growth at gaining installations. 


C2.1.2.  Much of this Manual focuses on the first two scenarios—situations involving base 
closures and realignments that result in reductions of personnel and property. For installations 
experiencing personnel and mission drawdown, but no property involved, Chapter 4 will be of 
primary interest.  At gaining installations, Chapter 9 provides general guidance, while Chapter 8 
provides direction for both property disposal situations as well as installations gaining missions 
and personnel. 


C2.1.3.  For closures or realignments that result in reduction of personnel and property, many 
of the required tasks are often unique to specific locations.  However, the overall process is 
similar from locale to locale.  It involves the drawdown of the military mission, base 
redevelopment planning, and property disposal. 


C2.2. MILITARY MISSION DRAWDOWN


C2.2.1.  While local communities begin planning for redevelopment, the order to close an 
installation creates for military commanders a significant new mission that entails closing the 
functions and units that are being inactivated.  For closures and realignments that involve 
relocations, the order creates a second mission: Support the efforts of those units relocating to 
other installations.  Many installation commanders rank these two missions on par with their 
operational or training missions. 


C2.2.2.  Military Departments will organize their staffs to support these new missions.  A 
project management approach and a special task force—a base closure team—can be very 
effective.  Although many variations of these two initiatives have been used, the following 
activities by local commanders are common to the more successful approaches:  
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C2.2.2.1. Publish revised written mission statements to reflect the new drawdown 
mission(s). 


C2.2.2.2. Create core teams that handle the planning, day-to-day administration, and 
oversight of the base closure. 


C2.2.2.3. Prepare charters that spell out in detail the duties and authorities of the base 
closure teams.  Charters establish the importance of the base closure effort, lend structure and 
strength to the closure team, and have a unifying effect on base closure efforts.  They also 
prescribe deadline dates whenever possible. 


C2.2.2.4. Establish and maintain Public Affairs plans to keep internal and external 
audiences informed about the closure and realignment mission and improve efforts to foster 
understanding and support for the drawdown process. 


C2.2.2.5. Establish and chair standing groups that focus on closure policy, supervision, 
and information flow.  These groups should also tackle major problems that require a quick 
response or extensive coordination.  Typically composed of closure team members and 
representatives from all base entities, the groups meet only when necessary.   


C2.2.2.6. Approve base closure-related documents.  This practice reinforces the 
importance of the effort and fosters smoother coordination among staffs and subordinate 
commands.


C2.2.2.7. The commanders should also support the mission drawdown by planning for 
the drawdown, sustaining quality of life for the installation population during the process, and 
scheduling actions and key milestones throughout the process. 


C2.2.3. Planning.  Central to effective base closure planning is determining what to do, who 
will do it, and when it will be done.  Answering these questions will result in the preparation of a 
comprehensive task list and a time-phased schedule that clearly defines the drawdown actions of 
installation units and activities, including tenants.  Included on most task lists are the following 
three critical tasks: 


C2.2.3.1. Mission relief.  This is the end of mission drawdown and it defines the 
drawdown deadline.  The commander should work closely with the major command or claimant 
to obtain early commitments on relief dates. 


C2.2.3.2. Training drawdown.  After receiving a fixed date for mission relief, the 
commander should develop plans for drawdown of unit training.  Units should continue training 
while their strengths are sufficiently robust to make it worthwhile; training also helps to maintain 
individual proficiency and morale.  Training should be stopped before it seriously conflicts with 
the command’s preparation for relocation or inactivation.  Balance is the key.  Choose a date, but 
be flexible enough to change it if manning levels fluctuate from those projected. 


C2.2.3.3. Relief of taskings and inspections.  In developing a schedule, the routine 
taskings and inspections from higher headquarters or other agencies need to be considered.
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These requirements may become extremely taxing when an installation approaches mission 
cessation or drawdown.  Close and frequent coordination is the key to minimizing this problem. 


C2.2.4. Quality of Life Support.  The term “quality of life” refers to medical care, 
commissary and exchange services, housing and barracks maintenance, community and family 
support services, and employment benefits, which are specific aspects of installation life that 
contribute to its support.  During drawdown, commanders should strive to continue providing the 
appropriate levels of quality of life support for service members, their family members, and the 
civilian employees remaining at the installation.  The drawdown of quality of life programs and 
services needs to be synchronized with that of personnel and training because they share a 
common linkage. 


C2.2.5. Scheduling.  An effective plan for the drawdown of a military mission must be based 
on a time-phased schedule.  Some of the tasks included in such a schedule (not necessarily in 
chronological order as installation circumstances may vary) are listed below: 


C2.2.5.1. Mission relief. 


C2.2.5.2. Training drawdown. 


C2.2.5.3. Relief of major command or claimant taskings and inspections. 


C2.2.5.4. Unit readiness reporting for reorganized or inactivating units. 


C2.2.5.5. Unit movements. 


C2.2.5.6. Personnel actions (see Chapter 4). 


C2.2.5.6.1.  Key skills and positions (military and civilian) needed throughout the 
drawdown.


C2.2.5.6.2.  Flow of inbound and outbound military personnel. 


C2.2.5.6.3.  Reduction of the civilian workforce through reduction in force (RIF) 
actions or alternatives. 


C2.2.5.6.4.  Job transition assistance and job placement programs. 


C2.2.5.7. Personnel support. 


C2.2.5.8. Closing of religious support facilities. 


C2.2.5.9. Closing of morale, welfare, and recreation (MWR) facilities. 


C2.2.5.10. Closing of exchanges and commissaries. 


C2.2.5.11. Closing of installation museums. 


C2.2.5.12. Housing plan for relocating families. 
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C2.2.5.13. Base operations and support. 


C2.2.5.13.1.  Termination of fire protection, laundry, transportation services, flight 
operations, security, and housing. 


C2.2.5.13.2.  Disconnection, or transfer to local authorities, of steam, water, gas, and 
electric utilities. 


C2.2.5.13.3.  Termination of telephone, cable TV contracts, postal, and information 
services support. 


C2.2.5.13.4.  Caretaker and security requirements for property not sold or transferred 
by closure. 


C2.2.5.14. Tenant activities. 


C2.2.5.15. Interservice support responsibilities. 


C2.2.5.16. Contracts analysis. 


C2.2.5.17. Environmental compliance. 


C2.2.5.18. Transfer, care, and custody of cemeteries. 


C2.2.5.19. Personal property disposal disposition. 


C2.2.5.20. Legal considerations, such as jurisdictional issues, if appropriate. 


C2.2.5.21. Base closure protocol and briefing teams. 


C2.3. BASE CLOSURE AND REDEVELOPMENT PROCESS OVERVIEW


C2.3.1.  To achieve the optimum redevelopment potential of every installation closing or 
realignment, the Military Department and the LRA need to thoroughly understand the basic 
elements of the entire process.  Each action in the process should be conducted with the whole 
process in mind. 


C2.3.2.  The base closure and redevelopment process is affected by many Federal real 
property and environmental laws and regulations, along with volumes of implementing guidance.  
Some of these laws (see Table AP1.T1 for a synopsis of the primary laws) were specifically 
enacted to govern specific parts of this process.  Others were enacted to address more general 
government property transactions or specific problems such as environmental restoration.  
Collectively, they have a great effect on the process. 


C2.3.3.  For BRAC 2005, installations are selected for realignment or closure according to a 
process prescribed in the BRAC law (reference (c)).  After an installation has been approved for 
closure or realignment, numerous laws and regulations shape the process that follows—base 
disposal and redevelopment implementation.  The following excerpt illustrates just one small 
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component of the BRAC law, while Figure C2.F1. shows the general sequence of events 
associated with BRAC 2005 disposal and redevelopment implementation. 


Public Law 101-510, section (b)(2)(D)—“Before any action may be taken with respect to 
the disposal of any surplus real property or facility located at any military installation to 
be closed or realigned under this part, the Secretary of Defense shall consult with the 
Governor of the State and the heads of the local governments concerned for the purpose 
of considering any plan for the use of such property by the local community concerned.” 


C2.3.4.  Although Figure C2.F1. depicts a seemingly linear and sequential series of events, 
the base disposal and redevelopment process is a series of concurrent activities that can be 
subdivided into the following three principal phases following Federal property screening: 


C2.3.4.1. Phase One, Base Redevelopment and Disposal Planning:  This phase consists 
of the community’s redevelopment planning, environmental impact analysis activities, natural 
and cultural resources determinations and consultations, identification of uncontaminated 
property, the Military Department’s development of an Installation Summary Report that 
considers all property assets, market conditions, and potential disposal options, and many 
environmental restoration and compliance activities. 


C2.3.4.2. Phase Two, Surplus Property Disposal Decision Making:  The second phase 
consists of activities associated with the Military Department’s surplus property disposal 
decision-making.  This phase may include the issuance of one or more Disposal Records of 
Decision (RODs), or similar decision documents.  It also may include the acceptance of 
applications submitted for property under various public benefit conveyance authorities (such as 
public airport, parks, and other public benefit conveyances) and economic development 
conveyance.


C2.3.4.3. Phase Three, Parcel-by-Parcel Disposal:  After the Military Department has 
issued its final disposal decisions, the last phase, parcel-by-parcel decision implementation, 
occurs for each disposal parcel.  This phase lasts until the property has been conveyed. There
also may be continuing environmental cleanup activities conducted by either the Military 
Department or the new owner of the property. 
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C2.F1. Notional Disposal and Redevelopment Process
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C2.3.5.  For this undertaking to be successful, all involved parties must work as a team. 
Representatives from the Military Department, the Base Transition Coordinator, the OEA Project 
Manager, the LRA, local and State governments, and many other Federal, state, and local 
organizations all could potentially have key roles.  The document “Responding to Change: 
Communities and BRAC”1 (reference (aa)) provides information intended for local and State 
officials, LRAs, and the public.  It includes practical advice on organizing an LRA as well as 
developing and implementing a redevelopment plan.  The three phases are expanded in the 
following sections. 


C2.4. PHASE ONE:  BASE REDEVELOPMENT AND DISPOSAL PLANNING


C2.4.1.  Disposal and redevelopment planning requires the concurrent execution of numerous 
activities, most of which are specified by law.  Generally, this phase begins at the approval date 
for the closure or realignment of the installation (see Figure C2.F1.).  OEA is available to assist 
eligible LRAs with redevelopment planning when needed. 


C2.4.2.  In this phase, the Military Department is responsible for completing the following 
tasks:


C2.4.2.1. Relocate active mission elements (mission drawdown). 


C2.4.2.2. Determine what property needs to be retained for military purposes.  


C2.4.2.3. Prepare the Environmental Condition of Property (ECP) Report for use in 
redevelopment planning and due diligence by interested parties (see Chapter 8). 


C2.4.2.4. Screen for DoD and Federal use of the property.  It is important to remember 
that the closure or realignment of an installation (whether leased or owned) does not preclude 
any component of the Department of Defense (including the component currently utilizing the 
installation) from using that installation for missions or functions other than those that were the 
subject of the closure or realignment recommendations.  The property screening process is the 
means by which the Department determines whether it has any other use for the property or it 
will make the property available for use by others.   


C2.4.2.5. Identify and resolve legislative jurisdictional issues with State and local 
governments. 


C2.4.2.6. Consult with the LRA on other Federal agency interests in property and with 
Federal sponsoring agencies for interest in public benefit conveyances.


1 This document and other useful documents may be obtained by visiting OEA’s home page at http://www.oea.gov.
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C2.4.2.7. Encourage other Federal agencies to consult with the LRA to determine public 
benefit conveyance opportunities. 


C2.4.2.8. Consult with the LRA on the personal property that will be made available to 
the LRA for redevelopment. 


C2.4.2.9. Identify installation real property that is surplus to the Federal government’s 
needs that will be made available for redevelopment. 


C2.4.2.10. Provide available facility and environmental data to the LRA. 


C2.4.2.11. Submit uncontaminated parcel determinations to the appropriate 
environmental regulatory agencies. 


C2.4.2.12. Initiate required National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) (reference (t)) 
analysis.


C2.4.2.13. Undertake historic and cultural preservation consultations. 


C2.4.2.14. Plan for and carry out protection and maintenance (caretaking) of installation 
property and facilities not conveyed or redeveloped at the time of active mission departure or 
base closure. 


C2.4.2.15. Continue to perform installation management functions.  


C2.4.2.16. Inventory property assets. 


C2.4.2.17. Assess need for installation summary report that considers all property 
assets, market conditions, and potential disposal options (see paragraph C5.6.1 for more 
discussion on this report). 


C2.4.3.  Local redevelopment planning efforts must be well organized and effectively 
coordinated.  To assure achievement of those objectives, the LRA generally will accomplish the 
following activities during redevelopment planning: 


C2.4.3.1. Seek recognition from the Department of Defense as an LRA, and economic 
adjustment and other assistance as needed. 


C2.4.3.2. Initiate and maintain a comprehensive and effective communication program 
with the public. 


C2.4.3.3. Conduct outreach activities that focus on community needs, including 
homeless assistance, economic redevelopment and other development, and other development 
needs of communities in the vicinity. 


C2.4.3.4. Conduct market research. 


C2.4.3.5. Identify interests in acquiring available real and personal property. 
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C2.4.3.6. Consider past use and current condition of the property, particularly for areas 
that may have ordnance and explosives, taking into account ongoing and planned environmental 
remediation activities when developing the redevelopment plan. 


C2.4.3.7. Develop a comprehensive land-use plan in consultation with the Department 
of Defense. 


C2.4.3.8. Prepare a comprehensive redevelopment plan and other essential 
redevelopment-related planning documents. 


C2.5. PHASE TWO: SURPLUS PROPERTY DISPOSAL DECISION MAKING


C2.5.1.  This phase includes the activities associated with the Military Department’s disposal 
decisions and the LRA’s redevelopment planning.  After redevelopment planning activities are 
completed, the LRA submits its adopted redevelopment plan to the Military Department.  It also 
includes the plan in an application to the Department of Housing and Urban Development 
(HUD), in accordance with the BRAC law.  Following a review of the plan and the homeless 
accommodation submission, HUD will make a determination that the application is complete, 
that the LRA complied with all required procedures, and that the plan satisfies the review criteria 
or will provide the LRA comments on deficiencies.


C2.5.2.  After completing the NEPA analysis and associated documentation, the Military 
Department issues its final disposal decisions.  The decision document addresses the Military 
Department's decisions with respect to the property based on reasonably foreseeable uses and the 
potential mitigation actions that may be required for potential environmental impacts.  Although 
the Military Departments may indicate the specific disposal decisions in these decision 
documents, these decisions do not represent a contractual commitment to a prospective 
transferee and can be amended as appropriate. 


C2.5.3.  This phase also includes the Military Department’s decisions on requests for specific 
property conveyances.  Applications for public benefit conveyances2 are reviewed by the 
appropriate government agencies.  For example, the Department of Education reviews and 
approves all applications for education public benefit conveyances before the Military 
Department acts on the application.  Economic development conveyances (EDCs) also require an 
application.


C2.5.4.  While the Military Department will give deference to the redevelopment plan in 
preparing the record of decision or other decision documents, it always retains ultimate 
responsibility and authority to make the final property disposal decisions.  It also resolves any 
conflicting property interests when the final decisions are issued. 


2 See GSA site http://propertydisposal.gsa.gov/Property/PubBenefitProp/PBCBrochure.pdf
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C2.6. PHASE THREE: PARCEL-BY-PARCEL DISPOSAL


C2.6.1.  After necessary applications have been submitted, reviewed, and accepted, and the 
Military Department has issued its final disposal decisions, the redevelopment process enters the 
decision implementation phase.  This phase includes Military Department conveyance of 
installation property (or property “disposal”). In disposing of that property, the Military 
Department follows its documented disposal decisions, using conveyance authorities established 
by Titles 40 and 49 U.S.C. (references (h) and (j)), DBRCA 90(reference (c)), and other 
authorizing statutes, as implemented in the Federal Management Regulations (41 CFR Part 102-
75) (reference (ab)), and elsewhere.  


C2.6.2.  The Military Department, in consultation with environmental regulators and the 
LRA, then makes parcel-by-parcel decisions on responsibilities for remaining remediation.  
Some remedial actions may be completed by the Military Department, either before or after 
property transfer.  Others may be completed by the new owners as part of a property conveyance. 


C2.6.3.  Installation property should be transferred or conveyed as soon as possible for 
redevelopment.  The Military Department may use a variety of property conveyance methods, 
and it may convey the property in multiple parcels to multiple future owners.  Typical types of 
conveyances may include the following: 


C2.6.3.1. Public benefit conveyances.  A public benefit conveyance typically involves 
airports, education, health, historic monuments, ports, parks and recreation, and wildlife 
conservation areas.  Generally, a Federal agency with specific expertise in a conveyance 
category (such as the National Park Service for parkland and recreation conveyances) is 
authorized to serve as a sponsoring or approving agency. 


C2.6.3.2. Homeless assistance conveyances.  This type of conveyance entails no cost 
consideration for the property, either to the LRA or to the representatives of the homeless.  
Personal property may be transferred to the LRA for use by the homeless assistance provider.  
Homeless conveyances require that the use of the property be limited to authorized programs that 
support the homeless, as determined by HUD.  The LRA is responsible for monitoring 
implementation of the homeless assistance provisions of its redevelopment plan. 


C2.6.3.3. Negotiated sale.  A negotiated sale to public bodies or other entities requires 
payment of not less than the fair market value.  Negotiated sales to public bodies can only be 
conducted if a benefit, which would not be realized from competitive sale or authorized public 
benefit conveyance, will result from the negotiated sale.  Terms of negotiated sales are subject to 
review by Congress. 


C2.6.3.4. Advertised public sale.  Under an advertised public sale, the party that submits 
the highest bid, provided it is not less than the fair market value, may purchase the property. 


C2.6.3.5. Environmental responsibilities conveyance.  This type of conveyance is made 
to a party that enters into an agreement to perform all environmental responsibilities, including 
remediation for the property. 
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C2.6.3.6. Economic development conveyance.  An EDC is made to an LRA for 
purposes of generating jobs.  A Military Department may approve an EDC, but it must seek to 
obtain fair market value for the property.  There is also authority for no-cost EDCs. 


C2.6.3.7. Depository institution facility.  This type of conveyance involves the sale of a 
facility at fair market value to the operating depository institution that constructed or 
substantially improved the facility. 


C2.6.3.8. Conservation.  A Military Department can convey property that is suitable and 
desirable for conservation purposes to states, political subdivisions of states, or nonprofit 
organizations that exist for the primary purpose of conservation of natural resources. 
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C3.  CHAPTER 3 


WORKING WITH COMMUNITIES AND STATES TO FACILITATE TRANSITION
AND BASE REDEVELOPMENT


C3.1. GENERAL


C3.1.1.  To ensure that the Department of Defense maximizes its savings and communities 
maximize their opportunities from BRAC actions, the Department of Defense works closely with 
affected jurisdictions and State agencies to achieve mutual goals of rapid disposal and 
redevelopment of installation property.  In recognition of the impact that BRAC can have on local 
communities, the Department of Defense makes every effort to soften the effects of closures and 
realignments.  It also recognizes that the jobs created through the economic redevelopment of 
facilities can be critically important to mitigating the impact of installation closures or reductions. 


C3.1.2.  Civilian redevelopment of a former military installation is often the single most 
important opportunity for a community to overcome the effects of a closure or realignment.  To 
ease the economic effects on communities, the Department of Defense seeks rapid conveyance of 
property to new owners so they can achieve the community’s redevelopment objectives, such as 
job creation, providing housing, increasing the local tax base, and improving the overall quality of 
life within the community.  In addition, the Department of Defense recognizes the uniqueness of 
each community and is prepared to provide a combination of resources to respond to different 
circumstances.  The Military Department provides detailed information on the condition of the 
installation’s land and facilities so that redevelopment planners and potential users can take 
baseline conditions and environmental cleanup plans into account.  While job creation and tax 
base expansion are common community redevelopment goals, public facilities are also often part 
of base redevelopment plans.  Federal property laws provide a variety of property conveyance 
authorities to satisfy diverse redevelopment scenarios. 


C3.1.3.  This chapter outlines how the Department of Defense works with local communities 
and the States to effect a smooth transition of BRAC installations to alternative uses.  For further 
information on property disposal, see Chapter 5, and for environmental actions, see Chapter 8. 


C3.2. LOCAL ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT RESPONSE


C3.2.1.  The base closure and realignment notification will prompt community leaders to act, 
especially when the BRAC action is likely to have a direct and significantly adverse consequence 
for the community.  Ideally, community leaders will quickly begin taking steps to develop a 
feasible plan for the future use of the installation’s property.  In accordance with the BRAC law 
reference (c), affected jurisdictions should quickly create an LRA and direct it to develop a 
redevelopment plan for the property that will foster long-term economic recovery for the 
community after the installation closes. 


C3.2.2.  The LRA, established by a State or local governments, is formally recognized by the 
Secretary of Defense, acting through the OEA.  It serves as the primary link between DoD and the 
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installation and the community and Federal and State agencies for all base closure matters.  The 
LRA is the single entity responsible for identifying local redevelopment needs and preparing a 
redevelopment plan for the Military Department to consider in the disposal of installation 
property.  In this context, the term “redevelopment plan” means a plan that (1) represents local 
consensus on the redevelopment with respect to the installation and (2) provides for 
redevelopment of the property that becomes available because of the installation closure or 
realignment. For further information, see the document “Organizing for BRAC” (reference (ac)).1


C3.2.3.  Initially, the LRA should focus on crafting the base redevelopment plan.  During the 
base closure process, it is not uncommon for one entity to be recognized as the LRA for reuse 
planning purposes, and a follow-on entity designated to coordinate and oversee implementation of 
the plan.  In some cases, the LRA also may want to implement all or part of the redevelopment 
plan.  Not all communities will choose to create an implementation LRA.  Implementation 
responsibilities, including restructuring or dissolving the planning LRA, should await completion 
of the redevelopment plan and a financial feasibility analysis of alternative scenarios for actual 
redevelopment.  OEA will formally recognize an implementation LRA only if the LRA pursues 
an EDC.2


C3.2.4.  OEA will assign a project manager to work in cooperation with the Military 
Department in establishing a long-term working relationship with the LRA, to provide guidance 
on how to organize and proceed, and to coordinate provision of available Federal resources.  In 
accordance with provisions of Section 2915 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1994, Public Law 103-160 (reference (ad)), the Military Department must appoint a Base 
Transition Coordinator (BTC) for each closing installation.  The BTC assists in coordinating 
many of the installation closure actions that have implications for the LRA’s redevelopment plan.  
The Military Department may designate one of its personnel, who already has other base closure 
and disposal responsibilities, to serve as the BTC. 


C3.2.5.  The Military Department representatives and the BTC should expect the LRA to 
often request information, consultation, and assistance.  This relationship is vital to a successful 
transition of the surplus property.  Cooperation and coordination are essential.  In addition, 
providing complete, early, and accurate technical and environmental information about the 
surplus property and improvements to the LRA is essential to enable redevelopment plans to take 
realistic account of existing property conditions. 


C3.2.6.  There is no single approach or template that fits all aspects of every base realignment 
or closure situation.  Just as each installation has unique aspects, so do the communities and 
States for economic adjustment activities and base redevelopment.  Through close cooperation 
and coordination among the Military Department, OEA, and LRA, the best approach can be 
realized to suit each given situation. 


1 It may be obtained by visiting OEA’s home page at http://www.oea.gov.


2 For more information on EDCs, go to the OEA website, http//www.oea.gov, or see Chapter 5. 
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C3.3. DEFENSE ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT PROGRAM AND OEA


The Defense Economic Adjustment Program was established in 1961 to help communities 
respond to economic impacts caused by significant defense program changes, including major 
base realignments and closures.  OEA implements the provisions of this program in cooperation 
with the Military Departments.  Direct technical assistance through the OEA project manager and 
planning grants may be provided to affected, eligible communities to help the LRA organize and 
develop economic adjustment strategies and base redevelopment plans.  This assistance is 
coordinated through the President’s Economic Adjustment Committee (EAC), which is composed 
of representatives from 22 Federal departments and agencies that administer assistance programs.  
OEA personnel serve as the staff of the EAC.  Requests for OEA assistance can be made by local 
elected leaders, the LRA, members of Congress, or a governor.  OEA maintains more specific 
guidance on all aspects of local economic adjustment through a series of written documents and 
on its Website.3


C3.4. BASE REDEVELOPMENT PLANNING PROCESS


C3.4.1.  The opportunity to merge all or parts of former military installations into the 
community and to reuse or redevelop the facilities can provide communities with a unique 
opportunity to shape their physical, economic, and social future.  While BRAC decisions usually 
present a negative economic effect in the short term, the assumption of responsibility for base 
property often provides opportunities to create new jobs and satisfy unmet public facility and 
service needs.  In some cases, the installation offers a “once-in-a-lifetime” chance for a 
community to make major changes in local land use and economic redevelopment and other 
development strategies because of the unique character of the installation and its facilities.  An 
effective redevelopment planning process is crucial to realize these opportunities. 


C3.4.2.  The BRAC law prescribes a tightly drawn timeline for LRAs to plan.  The needs of 
the local homeless must be addressed during the planning process, and community consensus on 
base redevelopment is essential for success.  The redevelopment plan is not only a vision and 
blueprint for the future, it also serves as a major decisional input for the Military Department’s 
NEPA analysis. 


C3.5. IDENTIFYING INTERESTS IN SURPLUS PROPERTY


After the Military Department identifies the real and personal property that is surplus to Federal 
needs, the LRA must quickly begin its outreach program for uses of that property.  Within 30 
days of the notice of surplus, the LRA must publish a notice in the local newspaper soliciting 
interest from representatives of the homeless. The LRA also should solicit interest from other 
interested parties that are eligible for conveyance of property under various public benefit 
conveyances.  This solicitation must be accomplished within a subsequent 90 to 180 days.  In 
parallel with this outreach, the LRA must determine feasible uses for the base that consider the 


3  (http://www.oea.gov).
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market attraction, physical and environmental conditions of the property, and public needs.  The 
LRA shall consider requests for property from representatives of the homeless when preparing the 
redevelopment plan for the property and enter into legally binding agreements to provide property 
to assist the homeless, contingent upon Military Department decisions on property disposal.  (See 
Chapter 5 for more information on the property disposal process, outreach and homeless 
accommodation requirements, and conveyance options.) 


C3.6. PREPARING THE REDEVELOPMENT PLAN AND ACCOMMODATING 
HOMELESS ASSISTANCE NEEDS


C3.6.1.  The redevelopment plan should address numerous factors, including the following: 


C3.6.1.1. Sustainable redevelopment, supported by a coordinated management plan. 


C3.6.1.2. Overall redevelopment of the installation in a comprehensive and coordinated 
manner. 


C3.6.1.3. Proposed land uses, including development controls, such as zoning. 


C3.6.1.4. Possible future property recipients or tenants. 


C3.6.1.5. Public involvement and comments throughout the process. 


C3.6.1.6. Current and projected market demand for different potential land uses. 


C3.6.1.7. Balance between homeless-assistance needs and community and economic 
redevelopment needs of the community. 


C3.6.1.8. Sources and uses of available funding or revenue. 


C3.6.1.9. Personal property necessary to support redevelopment. 


C3.6.1.10. How the redevelopment plan takes account of past land uses and current 
property conditions including environmental conditions. 


C3.6.2.  The redevelopment plan is to be completed not later than 270 days after the outreach 
process was completed.  The LRA must submit an application containing the redevelopment plan 
and a homeless assistance submission to HUD and the Military Department. A copy also must be 
sent to the local HUD field office.  (See Chapter 5 for further information.) 


Public Law 101-510, section 2905(b)(7)(K)(iii)—“The Secretary of Defense shall dispose 
of buildings and property under clause (i) in accordance with the record of decision or 
other decision document prepared by the Secretary in accordance with the National 
Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.).  In preparing the record of 
decision or other decision document, the Secretary shall give substantial deference to the 
redevelopment plan concerned.”
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C3.6.3.  The redevelopment plan (see the above quote from the BRAC law) is important 
because the Military Department will use it to conduct the property disposal environmental 
analysis required by NEPA.  The Military Department treats the plan as part of the proposed 
Federal action for the installation. (See Chapter 8 for a detailed discussion of the NEPA process.)
The plan also will serve as a basis for consideration of public benefit conveyances or an EDC if 
the LRA or other entities seek to obtain property by those property disposal methods.  As the 
LRA develops the redevelopment plan, it is critical that the environmental condition of the 
property be a factor considered in the redevelopment planning process.  Planning reuses with all 
the information available can allow for LRAs to determine the most appropriate reuse for the 
property given environmental, economic, and other conditions and to avoid delays in the process. 


C3.6.4.  The LRA should participate in public scoping meetings during the NEPA 
environmental analysis process and in public meetings of the Restoration Advisory Board (RAB), 
which provides community input into the installation’s environmental restoration efforts.  (See 
Chapter 8 for a detailed discussion of environmental actions.) 


C3.7. REALIGNMENTS THAT CAUSE SIGNIFICANT PERSONNEL REDUCTIONS 
OR EXPANSIONS


BRAC 2005 decisions that call for a major reduction in installation personnel, without surplus 
property being made available, can pose a significant challenge to communities.  Other 
communities may need to absorb a significant influx of personnel associated with realignment 
actions that bring additional or expanded missions to an installation.  Significant personnel 
increases also have the potential to stress the capacities of some off-base community services and 
facilities.  (See Chapter 9 for detailed discussion of these realignment situations.) 


C3.8. FEDERAL DOMESTIC AGENCY RESOURCES


In addition to OEA assistance, other Federal technical and financial assistance is available to 
communities for planning and implementing local economic adjustment strategies.  This 
assistance is mainly provided by the Economic Development Administration (EDA) within the 
Department of Commerce; the Employment and Training Administration of the Department of 
Labor (DOL); and agencies with oversight of public benefit property disposal programs, such as 
for public airports, seaports, prisons, educational and healthcare facilities, and recreation and 
conservation projects.  OEA coordinates the use of these resources in its role as the staff of the 
EAC.  The following subsections outline some of the assistance available in three vital areas:  
personnel, property transfer, and planning and implementation. 


C3.8.1. Personnel Assistance


C3.8.1.1. The closure of an installation will result in the loss of both military and civilian 
jobs.  Military personnel will be transferred as their positions are eliminated, while the civilian 
employees may leave the area in search of work at any time after the initial BRAC announcement.  
In addition, their dependents also could transfer, potentially leaving major openings in the 
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community labor force.  The LRA should consider the impacts associated with personnel 
reductions during redevelopment planning. 


C3.8.1.2. Both the Department of Defense and the DOL (Retraining and Readjustment 
Services for Dislocated Workers) offer placement assistance to affected workers through the DoD 
Priority Placement Program (PPP) and DOL’s retraining and placement services through local 
Workforce Investment Boards.  (See Chapter 4 for a detailed discussion of the Department of 
Defense’s personnel assistance programs.) 


C3.8.2. Property Transfer Assistance.  Those Federal agencies—including the Federal 
Aviation Administration (FAA), the Maritime Administration (MARAD), and the Federal 
Highway Administration (FHWA) within the Department of Transportation, the Department of 
Housing and Urban Development, the Department of Education, the Department of Health and 
Human Services, and the National Park Service under the Department of the Interior—that have 
public benefit conveyance authorities provide assistance with the evaluation of property 
acquisition proposals under the respective public benefit programs and preparation of applications 
for property.  Significant amounts of surplus property have been conveyed during prior BRAC 
cycles through these programs. 


C3.8.3. Planning and Implementation Assistance.


C3.8.3.1. While the primary source for economic adjustment planning is OEA, the 
Department of Commerce’s EDA can provide funds for more detailed economic adjustment 
planning, such as specialized analysis.  Historically, EDA has been a primary source for 
implementation funding, including business development.  Examples include infrastructure 
reengineering, building demolition, business development revolving loan funds, and local loan 
guarantee programs. 


C3.8.3.2. Many military installations have airfields, which can be readily converted to 
civilian airports.  The FAA’s Airport Improvements Program and Military Airports Program can 
potentially provide substantial funding for airport feasibility studies, development of master plans, 
and airport conversion projects.  Other agencies also may have assistance programs that can be 
applied to local economic adjustment needs.  OEA project managers can help the LRA identify 
Federal assistance programs suited to meeting its planning and implementation needs. 
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C4.  CHAPTER 4 


PERSONNEL MANAGEMENT


C4.1. GENERAL


C4.1.1.  One of the biggest challenges for the commander of an installation facing 
realignment or closure actions is the fair and effective management of human resources.  The 
purpose of this chapter is to review some of the human resource issues that commanders may 
face, describe some of the techniques that have been effectively used to address those issues, and 
highlight assistance programs designed to help employees affected by the realignment or closure.  
The programs presented in this chapter also are discussed at length in other publications and 
documents.  In any cases of confusion or inconsistency with other documents, readers are 
encouraged to consult with their servicing human resources office (HRO) advisor for 
clarification. 


C4.1.2.  After the installation receives the order to close or realign, the commander and staff 
begin planning for the drawdown of personnel.  In that planning, they must consider both the 
military and civilian workforce that remain after any unit relocates.  Ideally, commanders will 
phase this drawdown of personnel to coincide with the transfer or inactivation of the 
installation’s units and staff activities.  This chapter highlights the actions and issues that should 
be considered in drawing down the military force and then addresses those related to the 
drawdown of civilian personnel.  However, these actions must be taken in concert with the 
Military Department’s policies, rules, and practices for closing or realigning installations and 
moving organizations.  These Department-specific rules provide guidance for military personnel 
distribution and include well-tested management timelines that can be very useful. 


C4.2. MILITARY PERSONNEL


C4.2.1.  Preparation begins early.  Commanders should identify critical people to remain on 
the installation to help plan, coordinate, and carry out the closure.  Military personnel commands 
will assist to ensure that the critical people remain assigned to the installation.  After preparation 
of the drawdown plan and schedule of deadlines for transfers and inactivation, commanders 
should continue to work closely with the local military personnel command.  They should focus 
on managing the flow of replacements and reassignments, stemming the stream of replacements 
to units inactivating or relocating, and ensuring that the flow of departing personnel does not 
unduly sap the ability of remaining units to do their jobs before the installation’s mission is 
formally terminated. 


C4.2.2.  Commanders also should be mindful of those people at the installation completing 
their military careers and entering civilian life.  They, and their family members, should be 
encouraged to take advantage of the assistance available to them through the Military 
Department’s transition program.  These programs, which are also open to civilian employees, 
provide job search workshops, resume assistance, and career counseling. 
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C4.2.3.  Due to the nature of this BRAC, which involves significant realignment of existing 
military personnel, there will be a significant impact on military spouse employment as well.  In 
addition to being an important indicator of quality of life for military families, military spouse 
employment plays a major role in retention. Frequent permanent changes of station (PCS) moves 
associated with the military lifestyle create challenges for spouses and family members to 
maintain stable careers and job tenure, and to obtain and receive training and education.  Many 
resources have been developed by the Departments of Defense and Labor to help address the 
workforce challenges of military spouses. For example, www.Milspouse.org is an electronic tool 
detailing educational, employment and training, and other relevant community resources 
available to military spouses (e.g., child care and transportation). Militaryspousejobsearch.org is 
a job search tool that connects spouses of U.S. military members with employers committed to 
hiring military spouses.  Local programs for helping military spouses also have been developed 
through ongoing collaboration between Family Support Centers and One-Stop Career Centers. 
Partnerships with these two entities will be a valuable resource for aiding military spouses 
impacted by BRAC.


C4.3. CIVILIAN PERSONNEL


C4.3.1.  In contrast to military personnel management, civilian personnel are hired and 
separated at the installation level.  However, one of the primary changes within the Department 
of Defense since previous BRAC rounds is that much of the human resource (HR) function for 
civilian personnel, such as processing personnel actions, maintaining records, recruiting for 
vacancies, and administering RIFs, now occur at regional service centers.  HR specialists remain 
at Human Resources Offices to provide advisory services to management and employees.  The 
Department of Defense is taking advantage of current technologies, such as the Internet, to 
ensure that HR guidance and information are readily available. 


C4.3.2.  In some base closures and realignments, it is impossible to avoid separating civilian 
employees.  To ensure these separations occur in a considerate and effective manner, the 
Department of Defense uses a variety of placement and transition assistance programs.  These 
include employee placement programs, civilian voluntary separation and early retirement 
incentives, retraining initiatives and outplacement assistance, and post-separation benefits and 
entitlements.  In addition, installations may use hiring freezes and filling jobs on a temporary 
basis to reduce the impact of a RIF.  Some of the key provisions of the Civilian Assistance and 
Re-Employment (CARE) Program, are summarized below.  Also, a useful reference is the DoD 
BRAC HR website,1 which contains links to the most current guidance on personnel actions at 
BRAC installations.  This website also contains information on specific programs available to 
help DoD nonappropriated fund (NAF) employees who are affected by base closure that are not 
addressed elsewhere in this chapter. 


1
http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition
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C4.3.3. Placement Programs.


C4.3.3.1. DoD Priority Placement Program.  The DoD Priority Place Program, or PPP, 
is an automated system for the referral and mandatory placement of displaced employees when 
well qualified for other DoD vacancies.  Registration is mandatory for employees entitled to 
severance pay during the RIF notice period and for 1 year following separation.  For employees 
not entitled to severance pay, registration is voluntary.  At the discretion of the installation 
commander, employees may voluntarily register prior to the RIF notice for up to 1 year before 
the effective date of the RIF or base closure.  Installation commanders must carefully analyze the 
impact of early registration against the continuing needs of the installation’s mission.  PPP 
registrants are frequently picked up at other DoD installations within weeks of registration, so 
commanders need to have a plan for continuing to get the work done as installation employees 
accept PPP placements and other employment offers.  The DoD CARE Office may approve up to 
1 additional year of early registration at the request of the activity.  Employees may be eligible to 
register outside the commuting area, and the downsizing organization will reimburse moving 
expenses within the limits allowed by the Joint Travel Regulations, Volume 2 (reference (ae)). 


C4.3.3.2. Reemployment Priority List.  The Reemployment Priority List (RPL) is a 
government-wide program that is required by law and subject to Office of Personnel 
Management (OPM) regulations.  Career or career-conditional employees in receipt of a RIF 
separation notice or certificate of expected separation may voluntarily register in the RPL.  
Referral through this program, which is separate from the PPP, provides employees priority over 
certain non-DoD job applicants for DoD jobs within the commuting area. 


C4.3.3.3. Defense Outplacement Referral System.  The Defense Outplacement Referral 
System (DORS) is a voluntary referral system for DoD employees seeking positions at other 
installations.  Unlike the PPP, DORS does not provide mandatory placement rights or guarantee 
reimbursement of moving expenses.  Employees may not register in both PPP and DORS at the 
same time.  However, the spouse of an employee registered in PPP also may register in DORS.  


C4.3.3.4. Interagency Career Transition Assistance Plan.  The Interagency Career 
Transition Assistance Plan (ICTAP) is a government-wide program available to employees 
separated by RIF, or because of declining relocation outside of the commuting area.  Under this 
program, employees receive selection priority when they apply and are well qualified for 
vacancies in other Federal agencies.  Eligibility for ICTAP begins on receipt of a specific 
separation notice or a notice of proposed removal for declining a management-directed 
reassignment or transfer of function outside the commuting area.  It continues for up to 1 year 
after separation, or up to 2 years for those with veterans’ preference if separated by RIF from a 
restricted position. 


C4.3.3.5. Department of Labor One-Stop Career Centers.  A wide array of services and 
training is available to civilian employees and military spouses who lose their jobs and must seek 
new employment due to BRAC.  State Workforce Agencies along with local One-Stop Career 
Centers are positioned to coordinate, train, and provide outplacement services for displaced 
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civilian employees.  Any of the 3,400 nationwide One-Stop Career Centers can be located by 
calling the toll-free help line at 1-877-872-5627 (1-877-US2-JOBS) (TTY: 1-877-889-5627).2


C4.3.4. Separation Incentive Programs.


C4.3.4.1. Voluntary Separation Incentive Pay (VSIP).  VSIP, commonly known as a 
“buyout,” is a permanent DoD authority that may be used to encourage displaced employees to 
separate voluntarily by resignation or retirement as a way of avoiding an involuntary separation 
of another employee.  Employees declining a transfer of function are not eligible for a buyout.  
Under this program, cash payments are made in lump sum or approved installments, and they are 
based on the severance pay formula and currently may not exceed $25,000 before taxes. 


C4.3.4.2. VSIP Phase II.  The VSIP Phase II program expands the use of buyouts 
beyond the boundaries of individual activities within the continental United States and authorizes 
managers at non-downsizing activities to use buyouts to create vacancies to place PPP registrants 
facing RIF separation at downsizing DoD activities.  Operated through the PPP, VSIP Phase II 
buyout and relocation costs are paid by the downsizing activity where the eligible PPP registrant 
is displaced.  This program is particularly effective when there are participating non-downsizing 
DoD activities in the same commuting area as the closing installation. 


C4.3.4.3. Voluntary Early Retirement Authority (VERA).  The VERA program is a 
permanent DoD authority that allows eligible employees to retire early and receive a reduced 
annuity.  It may be used to reduce the number of personnel employed by the Department of 
Defense.  The reasons for approving VERA include RIF or transfer of function. Eligible 
employees must be at least 50 years of age with 20 years of service, or at any age with 25 years 
of service. 


C4.3.4.4. Voluntary Reduction in Force (VRIF).  The VRIF program allows employees 
not affected by RIF to volunteer for separation to save another employee from being affected by 
RIF.  VRIF volunteers may receive RIF separation benefits (such as severance pay or temporary 
continuation of Federal Employee Health Benefits (FEHB) coverage) if otherwise eligible, but 
they are not eligible for PPP registration or VSIP. 


C4.3.4.5. Outplacement Subsidy.  The Department of Defense has authorized activities 
discretionary authority to pay up to $20,000 Permanent Change of Station relocation expenses 
when another Federal agency hires and relocates a surplus employee in receipt of a RIF 
separation notice.  Eligible employees are responsible for applying for vacant positions in other 
Federal agencies, and for advising those agencies of the available outplacement subsidy.  
Employees who decline valid job offers through the DoD PPP are ineligible for outplacement 
subsidies. 


2 Or at www.servicelocator.org.   In addition, online services are available at www.careeronestop.org.
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C4.3.5. Retraining Initiatives and Outplacement Assistance.


C4.3.5.1. Workforce Investment Act Eligibility.  Through the Workforce Investment 
Act (WIA), the DoL provides funding for retraining and readjustment assistance to displaced 
Federal employees, including nonappropriated fund (NAF) employees.  This assistance, which 
includes retraining, counseling, testing, placement assistance, and other support activities, is 
available to employees through State Employment Security Agencies.  Employees assigned to 
DoD installations approved for closure or realignment may apply for WIA assistance up to 24 
months in advance of the effective date of the closure or realignment. 


C4.3.5.2. Hiring Preference for Contractor Jobs.  As required by Part 52-207-3, Federal 
Acquisition Regulation (reference (af)), employees at closing installations have the right of first 
refusal for certain jobs with private contractors hired to prepare the installation for closure or to 
maintain it after closure.  The contractor must afford eligible and qualified DoD employees right 
of first refusal before hiring from any other source.  Normally, these jobs are in areas of 
environmental restoration, utilities modification, roads and grounds work, security, and fire 
protection.


C4.3.5.3. Funds for Outplacement Assistance.  The Department of Defense may 
authorize use of appropriated funds for outplacement (placement outside the Department of 
Defense including private industry) assistance when the outplacement benefits the Department 
and costs are reasonable.  Installation commanders may authorize outplacement assistance for 
various activities, including the following: 


C4.3.5.3.1.  Career transition and remedial training. 


C4.3.5.3.2.  Contractor placement services, in which there is no job placement fee. 


C4.3.5.3.3.  Administrative support, such as use of computers, copiers, and other 
equipment. 


C4.3.5.3.4.  Clerical support to prepare job applications or resumes. 


C4.3.6. Post Separation Benefits and Entitlements.


C4.3.6.1. Extended Employment for Retirement and Health Benefits Eligibility (FEHB).
Downsizing organizations must retain eligible civilian employees in an annual leave status 
beyond their scheduled separation date (provided they have adequate annual leave balances) to 
attain first eligibility for immediate retirement or to become eligible for continued health benefit 
coverage during retirement.  This provision also covers NAF employees to the extent they 
become eligible for their retirement and health benefits programs. 


C4.3.6.2. Temporary Continuation of Federal Employee Health Benefits Coverage.
Under the FEHB program, downsizing organizations will pay the government’s share of an 
eligible employee’s health insurance premium (and applicable administrative fees) for a period 
of up to 18 months after involuntary separation from a position or voluntary separation from a 
surplus position.  This provision applies to employees enrolled in the FEHB Program at the time 
of separation and are separated by RIF, resign after receipt of a RIF separation notice, volunteer 
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for RIF, or resign from a surplus position.  Employees serving on temporary appointments 
receiving a government contribution to their FEHB coverage, and whose appointment terminates 
(or is allowed to expire) because of RIF, are also eligible.  Employees declining a transfer of 
function are not eligible. 


C4.3.6.3. Automatic Waiver of FEHB Minimum Participation Requirement.  To 
continue FEHB coverage as a retiree, employees must normally be enrolled in the program for at 
least 5 years immediately prior to separation.  However, OPM has granted pre-approved waivers 
of the 5-year requirement to DoD employees covered under the FEHB program who: 


C4.3.6.3.1.  Have been covered continuously since October 1 for each succeeding 
fiscal year; 


C4.3.6.3.2.  Retire during the DoD VERA and VSIP period; and 


C4.3.6.3.3.  Receive a VSIP; or 


C4.3.6.3.4.  Take early optional retirement; or 


C4.3.6.3.5.  Take discontinued service retirement based on an involuntary separation 
due to RIF, directed reassignment, reclassification to a lower grade, or abolishment of position. 


C4.3.6.4. Unemployment Compensation.  Most employees who become unemployed 
due to BRAC will have the protection of unemployment compensation.  To file a claim, an 
employee should contact the nearest State Workforce Agency in the state in which they became 
unemployed to determine eligibility.3  When separating a civilian from DOD employment, the 
HRO should provide the employee with Standard Form 8 (“Notice to Employees about 
Unemployment Insurance”) and/or Standard Form 50 (“Notification of Personnel Action”).  The 
information contained in these forms is necessary to process and pay unemployment 
compensation claims. 


C4.3.6.5. Severance Pay.  Severance pay is based on a formula that includes years of 
Federal service, basic pay at the time of separation, age, and previous severance pay.  It also 
includes an adjustment for employees over age 40.  Employees who receive a buyout and/or 
those who will be eligible for an immediate civil service or military annuity on or before their 
separation date are not eligible for severance pay.  Severance pay eligibility also terminates if an 
employee declines a reasonable job offer prior to separation.  A job offer is considered 
reasonable if it is from a DoD installation in the commuting area, has the same tenure and work 
schedule as the current position, and is no more than two grades or pay levels below the current 
position.   Severance pay may be paid on a bi-weekly basis or in a lump sum. 


3 A link to all State Workforce Agencies can be found at http://workforcesecurity.doleta.gov/map.
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C4.3.7. Continuation of Operations.


C4.3.7.1. Reassignment or Promotion to Critical Vacancies.  The Department of 
Defense has waived the applicable provisions of the PPP to permit the permanent reassignment 
or promotion of employees to vacancies that are critical to operations.  See the section on 
“Drawdown Considerations” within this chapter for further information regarding critical 
vacancies.


C4.3.7.2. Job Exchanges.  Job exchanges are concurrent reassignments excepted from 
the PPP to accommodate the placement of a displaced employee from a closing activity to a non-
closing activity.  Specifically, reassignments are authorized for a job exchange between an 
employee eligible for optional or discontinued service retirement at an activity not scheduled for 
closure and an employee (not eligible for retirement) at a closing activity.  Both activities must 
agree to the exchange.  Employees placed at the closing activity must agree to remain in the 
position until released by the installation, and they must forfeit PPP registration.  The closing 
installation pays all permanent change of station relocation expenses for both reassigned 
employees. 


C4.3.7.3. Annual Leave Restoration.  Employees permanently assigned to an installation 
designated for closure may have the right to accumulate annual leave without regard to existing 
“use-or-lose” limitations.  Leave in excess of the statutory limit is restored and placed in a 
separate leave account.  This provision does not apply to employees assigned to organizations or 
functions located at closing installations, but designated to continue after closure or when such 
organizations or functions are relocating within the commuting area of the closing activity.
Lump sum payment for this leave is required when the employee is assigned to a position in a 
Federal agency outside the Department of Defense or to another position at a DoD installation 
that is not being closed or realigned. 


C4.3.7.4. Employment of Annuitants.  5 U.S.C. 9902(j) (reference (ag)) gives the 
Secretary of Defense authority to hire and set the salary of newly appointed annuitants, that is, 
individuals receiving an annuity from the Civil Service Retirement and Disability Fund, without 
a reduction in pay or of the annuity.  According to DoD policy, this authority may be delegated 
to installation commanders and annuitants hired under this policy serve at the will of the 
appointing authority.  Delegated officials may elect to reemploy annuitants in positions, 
including those at closing installations, subject to the following criteria: 


C4.3.7.4.1.  In positions that are hard to fill as evidenced by historically high 
turnover, a severe shortage of candidates, or other significant recruiting difficulty; or positions 
that are critical to the accomplishment of the organization’s mission, or the completion of a 
specific project or initiative. 


C4.3.7.4.2.  Individuals with unique or specialized skills, or unusual qualifications 
that are generally not available. 


C4.3.7.4.3.  In positions for not more than 2,087 hours (e.g., 1 year full-time or 2 
years part-time) to mentor less experienced employees or provide continuity during critical 
organizational transitions. 
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C4.3.7.5. Temporary Appointment Time Limit Exception.  Commanders at installations 
scheduled to close within 2 years may approve exceptions to the regulatory requirements 
regarding the 2-year maximum service limit for temporary appointments and to the restrictions 
on successive temporary appointments to the same or successor positions. 


C4.3.7.6. Elimination of 120-Day Detail Limitation.  As authorized by 5 U.S.C. 
3341(b)(2) (reference (ah)), the 120-day limitation on details does not apply to those made in 
connection with the closure or realignment of a military installation pursuant to a base closure 
law.


C4.4. HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE PROGRAM


C4.4.1.  In recognition of the importance of home ownership and financial security to 
military and civilian employees and their families, the Homeowners Assistance Program (HAP) 
provides some financial relief to military and civilian homeowners whose homes lose value as a 
result of an installation closure or realignment.  This relief can be provided through a variety of 
methods after a program has been authorized for an impacted area. 


C4.4.2. Eligibility.


C4.4.2.1.  To qualify, applicants must be one of the following: 


C4.4.2.1.1.  A military member (including the Coast Guard) or Federal civilian 
employee assigned or employed at or near the installation announced for closure or realignment. 


C4.4.2.1.2.  A NAF employee who was assigned to the installation on the closure or 
realignment announcement date. 


C4.4.2.1.3.  Personnel transferred or terminated within 6 months prior to the 
announcement who were owner-occupants at the time of transfer. 


C4.4.2.1.4.  Civilian and military personnel on an overseas tour who transferred 
within 3 years prior to the announcement and are homeowners in the area. 


C4.4.2.1.5.  Civilian employee homeowners on an overseas tour with reemployment 
rights in the area affected by the closure. 


C4.4.2.1.6.  Any military member homeowner ordered into on-post housing within     
6 months prior to the announcement. 


C4.4.2.2.  In addition, applicants must be relocating beyond commuting distance from the 
area.  Commuting distance varies due to location, major highways, and other factors and is 
determined by a market impact study conducted by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers.  All 
applicants must have been the owner-occupant of the home for which assistance is being 
requested on the announcement date.  These are the general eligibility requirements, but other 
qualifying criteria exist. 
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C4.4.3. Description.  HAP is authorized in Section 1013, Demonstration Cities and 
Metropolitan Development Act of 1966, Public Law 89-754 (reference (ai)), as amended.  It 
provides for some monetary relief for eligible Federal personnel—both military (including Coast 
Guard) and civilian—faced with losses on the sale of their primary residence when, as a result of 
the actual or pending closing of such base or installation, in whole or in part, or if as the result of 
such action and other similar action in the same area, there is no present market for the sale of 
such property upon reasonable terms and conditions. 


C4.4.3.1.  HAP offers four general forms of assistance: 


C4.4.3.1.1.  Reimbursement for part of the loss from selling a home. 


C4.4.3.1.2.  Assistance if there are not enough proceeds from the sale of a home to 
pay off the mortgage. 


C4.4.3.1.3.  Purchase of a home by paying off the mortgage. 


C4.4.3.1.4.  Assistance if there has been a default on the mortgage. 


C4.4.3.2.  Military and civilian personnel should be aware that the program requires a 
lengthy timeframe to assess the impact of a base closure or realignment on a local real estate 
market.  As a result, implementation of this program is often subsequent to the closure of an 
installation.4


C4.4.4. Process.


C4.4.4.1.  Before HAP can be authorized, the Department of Defense must make an 
official announcement of a base closing or realignment action that affects a community.  In 
addition, the Army Corps of Engineers must determine that real estate values have dropped as a 
direct result of the base closing or realignment.  If these conditions are met, the local command 
may submit a request for approval and implementation of HAP. 


C4.4.4.2.  Individuals can help support the command’s request with signed and dated 
statements describing their efforts to sell their homes, along with copies of listing agreements, 
newspaper ads, or other evidence.  If a property was sold to another party, the owner should 
include one copy of the deed transferring the property to the buyer and one copy of the closing 
and settlement statement. 


C4.4.4.3.  If the mortgage is either a Department of Veterans Affairs (VA) guaranteed or 
Federal Housing Authority (FHA) insured and the house was transferred on a private sale by an 
assumption of the existing mortgage, the seller should request a release of liability from either 
VA or FHA.  If the buyer is not acceptable to VA or FHA, the seller will not receive HAP 
benefits until a release of liability is obtained. 


4 For more detailed information, go to http://www.hq.usace.army.mil/hap/.
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C4.4.5. Final Determination.  The Army Corps of Engineers will analyze the community 
situation, conduct market surveys, and make recommendations to the Deputy Assistant Secretary 
of the Army (Installations & Housing) for final determination and program approval.  If the 
conditions are met, and a program is approved, the Army Corps of Engineers will establish a 
HAP program that will be administered by real estate specialists within the Army Corps of 
Engineers in coordination with the installation commander. 


C4.5. DRAWDOWN CONSIDERATIONS


C4.5.1.  In summary, the following major concerns are paramount at closing and realigning 
installations: 


C4.5.1.1.  Providing equitable and humane treatment of employees. 


C4.5.1.2.  Maintaining high morale among the workforce. 


C4.5.1.3.  Keeping employees informed during every step of the process. 


C4.5.1.4.  Retaining key personnel as long as their services are needed. 


C4.5.1.5.  Meeting mission requirements as the size of the workforce decreases. 


C4.5.1.6.  Taking care of employees and their families. 


C4.5.2.  The programs and authorities described in this chapter are designed to help 
commanders and leaders through this process.  Affected personnel who want more information 
are encouraged to visit the DoD BRAC Human Resources web site.5


5 http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition.
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C5.  CHAPTER 5 


REAL PROPERTY DISPOSAL


C5.1. INTRODUCTION  It is in the best interest of the Department of Defense and the 
affected communities to complete the disposal of real property at closed or realigned 
installations as rapidly as possible to expedite its reuse. The Department of Defense is 
committed to using the most appropriate real property conveyance authorities to achieve 
rapid disposal.


C5.2. PREPARING FOR SCREENING AND DISPOSAL


C5.2.1.  The Military Department must examine the installation’s property records to 
determine the full extent of property interests and rights.  There are often restrictions on property 
that will affect its disposal and future uses.  Portions may be subject to long-term easements for 
utilities or access; other parts of the installation may be located on leased property.  Property 
may be subject to reversionary interests, public trust doctrine, or public land withdrawal terms.  
In each case, the Military Department must determine the effect of such interests prior to 
initiating the property disposal process. It also must determine the legislative jurisdiction status 
of the property and, if appropriate, initiate prompt action to retrocede jurisdiction to the State. 


C5.2.2.  Contracts for privatization of housing and utilities, as well as other agreements such 
as cable television franchises, must be examined to evaluate the impact of closure and 
realignment on those contractual relationships.  In addition, water, air, and mineral rights and 
other natural infrastructure assets at the installation must be identified because they may affect 
the value of the property. 


C5.2.3. Reversionary Rights.  In some cases, the deed for the government’s acquisition of 
the property may contain a provision stating that the property will revert to the former owner in 
the event it ceases to be used for military purposes.  The terms of the reversion clause in the deed 
will determine whether the property is available for use by another Military Department or 
Federal agency, reverts to the former owner upon the operational closure of the installation, or 
can be disposed of under other processes. 


C5.2.4. Property Subject to the Public Trust Doctrine.  Many installations are located in 
coastal areas and portions of the base may have been constructed on filled land.  As long as the 
Federal Government owns such property, it can be used for any government purpose.  If the 
Federal Government acquired the property from a State or local government (the trustee), it may 
be subject to the public trust doctrine.  The property acquisition documentation must be 
examined to determine whether the State’s interest was extinguished by Federal acquisition.
This issue should be resolved before property is screened for other DoD or Federal interest. 


C5.2.5. Property Subject to Legislative Disposal Provisions.  Federal laws should be 
checked to determine if any law obligates the Department of Defense to dispose of the property 
to a specific recipient or in a specific manner. 
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C5.3. IDENTIFYING DOD AND FEDERAL PROPERTY NEEDS


C5.3.1.  The Military Department shall issue official notices of availability to other DoD 
Components and Federal agencies.  The notices will generally describe the number of acres and 
the improvements on the property; the reservations or restrictions relating to the title; and 
provide available environmental information on the condition of the property.  The notices will 
inform agencies that they: 


C5.3.1.1.  Will be required to pay fair market value (Military Departments and Coast 
Guard are eligible for no-cost transfers) as determined by the Secretary, and that the Department 
of Defense will not ordinarily agree to waive this requirement per FMR 41 CFR 102.75 
(reference (ab)); 


C5.3.1.2.  Must agree to accept custody of the property when offered; and 


C5.3.1.3.  Must agree to accept the property in “as-is” condition, and that the Military 
Department will not agree to retain continuing liability for the environmental condition of the 
property post-transfer or otherwise “indemnify” the receiving agency. 


C5.3.2.  Agencies will be informed that they must express initial interest in the property 
within 30 days of the date of the notice of availability and submit a completed General Services 
Administration (GSA) Form 1334, “Request for Transfer of Excess Real and Related Personal 
Property,” reference (aj), signed by the head of the agency or department within 60 days of the 
date of the notice of availability.  Other Military Departments must submit a completed DD 
Form 1354 (reference (ak)) within the same timeframe.  Figure C2.F1. gives an overview of the 
entire process. 


C5.3.3. Withdrawn Public Domain Lands.


C5.3.3.1.  Withdrawn lands are public domain lands (usually in the western United States 
or Alaska) that are under the jurisdiction of the Department of the Interior (DOI) for which use 
for military purposes has been authorized for a period of time.  The property may have been 
withdrawn for military use by an Executive Order (EO) or by an Act of Congress.  For such 
lands, the Military Department responsible for the closing installation will provide the Bureau of 
Land Management (BLM) with the notice of availability, as well as information about which, if 
any, public domain lands will be affected by the installation’s closing.  Before the date of 
approval of the closure, the Department should request that BLM review its land records to 
identify any withdrawn public domain lands at the closing installation.  Any property record 
discrepancies between BLM and the Military Department should be resolved during this time 
period.  The BLM will notify the Military Department of the final agreed-upon description of the 
public domain lands.   
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43 CFR 2372—“(a) Agencies holding withdrawn or reserved lands which they no longer need 
will file, in duplicate, a notice of intention to relinquish such lands in the proper office (see Sec. 
1821.2-1 of this chapter). (b) No specific form of notice is required, but all notices must contain 
the following information: (1) Name and address of the holding agency. (2) Citation of the order 
which withdrew or reserved the lands for the holding agency. (3) Legal description and acreage 
of the lands, except where reference to the order of withdrawal or reservation is sufficient to 
identify them. (4) Description of the improvements existing on the lands. (5) The extent to which 
the lands are contaminated and the nature of the contamination. (6) The extent to which the lands 
have been decontaminated or the measures taken to protect the public from the contamination 
and the proposals of the holding agency to maintain protective measures. (7) The extent to which 
the lands have been changed in character other than by construction of improvements. (8) The 
extent to which the lands or resources thereon have been disturbed and the measures taken or 
proposed to be taken to recondition the property. (9) If improvements on the lands have been 
abandoned, a certification that the holding agency has exhausted General Services 
Administration procedures for their disposal and that the improvements are without value. (10) A 
description of the easements or other rights and privileges which the holding agency or its 
predecessors have granted over the lands. (11) A list of the terms and conditions, if any, which 
the holding agency deems necessary to be incorporated in any further disposition of the lands in 
order to protect the public interest. (12) Any information relating to the interest of other agencies 
or individuals in acquiring use of or title to the property or any portion of it. (13) 
Recommendations as to the further disposition of the lands, including where appropriate, 
disposition by the General Services Administration.”  


C5.3.3.2.  When the Military Department agrees with BLM’s findings, BLM will begin 
determining whether the lands are suitable for DOI programs.  The Military Department will 
transmit a Notice of Intent to Relinquish (see above quote from 43 CFR 2372, reference (al)) to 
BLM as soon as the property is identified as excess to DoD needs.  BLM will complete its 
suitability determination within 30 days of receiving the Notice of Intent to Relinquish.  If public 
domain lands are to be used by a DoD Component, BLM will determine whether the existing 
authority for DoD use must be modified.  If BLM determines that the land is suitable for return 
to the public domain, it notifies the Military Department that the Secretary of the Interior will 
accept the Military Department’s relinquishment of the land.  If the land is not found to be 
suitable for return to the public domain, BLM will so notify the Military Department, which will 
then dispose of the property pursuant to the applicable real property disposal authorities 
described in this chapter. 


C5.3.4. Air Traffic Control and Air Navigation Equipment.  Within 90 days of the notice of 
availability, FAA will survey any air traffic control and air navigation equipment at the 
installation to determine what is needed to support the continuing air traffic control, surveillance, 
and communications functions supported by the Military Department.  FAA also will identify the 
facilities needed to support the National Airspace System.  FAA requests for property to manage 
the National Airspace System are not subject to the application process described in paragraph 
C5.3.6; instead, FAA will work with the Military Department to prepare an agreement to take 
over the facilities and obtain the real property rights necessary to control the air space being 
relinquished.
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C5.3.5. Property for Indian Tribes.  As part of Federal screening, the Bureau of Indian 
Affairs (BIA) will have an opportunity to request that property be held in trust on behalf of 
Federally recognized Indian tribes. Property that is held in trust for Indian tribes is exempt from 
local planning and zoning requirements as well as taxation, as with Federal property.  It is DOI’s 
responsibility to contact the federally recognized tribes in the vicinity of the installation after it 
receives the Notice of Availability and to determine whether to submit a Request for Transfer of 
Excess Real and Related Personal Property on behalf of a tribe.  Such requests must be signed by 
the Secretary of the Interior or an authorized designee.  The Military Department will evaluate 
these requests using the same criteria applied to other Federal agency transfer requests.  Indian 
tribes may not acquire excess real property directly by Federal agency transfer from the Military 
Department; they need to make their interests known through the BIA.  An Indian tribe also may 
seek to acquire surplus property through a public benefit conveyance for education, public 
health, or other applicable public benefit purposes through the appropriate sponsoring agency, as 
well as through public sale, in accordance with the regulations applicable to those conveyance 
authorities.  An Indian tribe interested in a public benefit conveyance should consult with the 
LRA and applicable Federal sponsoring agency in preparing this request. 


C5.F1. Property Determinations


C5.3.6. Receiving and Evaluating Requests for Excess Property from Military Departments 
and Federal Agencies


C5.3.6.1.  Requests for transfer of real and related personal property may be made by a 
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Military Department (for its own requirements or those of DoD Components whose property 
requirements it supports) or by other Federal agencies.  The closure or realignment of an 
installation (whether leased or owned) does not preclude a DoD component (even the component 
currently utilizing the installation) from using that installation for missions or functions other 
than those that were the subject of the closure or realignment recommendation.  The Military 
Department will keep the LRA informed about DoD and Federal agency interests.  Federal 
agencies are also strongly encouraged to consult with the LRA on the compatibility between 
Federal uses and the LRA’s redevelopment planning. 


C5.3.6.2  A request from a DoD Component or Federal agency must contain the 
following:


C5.3.6.2.1.  A completed GSA Form 1334 (reference (aj)).  This form must be signed 
by the head of the department or agency requesting the property, or by an authorized designee.
If the authority to acquire property has been delegated, a copy of the delegation must accompany 
the form (for requests from other Military Departments, a DD Form 1354 (reference (ak)) is 
required instead of GSA Form 1334). 


C5.3.6.2.2.  A statement from the head of the requesting Component or agency that 
the request does not establish a new program (i.e., one that has never been reflected in a previous 
budget submission or Congressional action). 


C5.3.6.2.3.  A statement that the requester has reviewed its real property holdings and 
cannot satisfy its requirement with existing property.  This review must include all property 
under the requester’s accountability, including permits to other Federal agencies and outleases to 
other organizations. 


C5.3.6.2.4.  A statement certifying that the requested property would provide greater 
long-term economic benefits than acquisition of a new facility or other property for the program. 


C5.3.6.2.5.  A statement that the program for which the property is requested has 
long-term viability. 


C5.3.6.2.6.  A statement that considerations of design, layout, geographic location, 
age, state of repair, and expected maintenance costs of the requested property clearly 
demonstrate that the transfer will prove more economical over a sustained period of time than 
acquiring a new facility. 


C5.3.6.2.7.  A statement certifying that the size and location of the property requested 
are consistent with the actual requirement. 


C5.3.6.2.8.  A statement that reimbursement to the Military Department, at fair 
market value as determined by the Military Department, will be made at the later of January 
2008 or the date of transfer.  This requirement does not apply to requests from other Military 
Departments or the Coast Guard. 
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C5.3.6.2.9.  A statement that the requesting agency agrees to accept the care, custody, 
and costs for the property on the date the property is available for transfer, as determined by the 
Military Department. 


C5.3.6.2.10.  A statement that the requesting agency agrees to accept transfer of the 
property in its existing condition, including environmental, and further accepts all future 
government liabilities for conditions on the property, such as remediating releases of hazardous 
substances, pollutants, or contaminants, as of the date of transfer. 


C5.3.6.3.  The Military Department will use the following criteria when reviewing 
applications from DoD and Federal requesters: 


C5.3.6.3.1.  The requirement upon which the request is based is both valid and 
appropriate.


C5.3.6.3.2.  The proposed Federal use is consistent with the highest and best use of 
the property.  (See the text box below for the definition of “highest and best use,” which pertains 
to both Federal and non-Federal requesters.) 


C5.3.6.3.3.  The requested transfer will not have an adverse impact on the transfer of 
any remaining portion of the installation. 


C5.3.6.3.4.  The proposed transfer will not establish a new program or substantially 
increase the level of an agency’s existing programs. 


C5.3.6.3.5.  The application offers fair market value for the property (does not apply 
to the Department of Defense and Coast Guard). 


C5.3.6.3.6.  The proposed transfer addresses applicable environmental responsibilities 
to the satisfaction of the Military Department, in accordance with the “as-is” transfer policy. 


C5.3.6.3.7.  The proposed transfer is in the best interest of the Federal government. 


C5.
forward requests by other Military Departments to the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense 


41 CFR Part 102-71.20 “Highest and best use” means the most likely use to which a 
property can be put, which will produce the highest monetary return from the property, 
promote its maximum value, or serve a public or institutional purpose.  The highest and 
best use determination must be based on the property’s economic potential, qualitative 
values (social and environmental) inherent in the property itself, and other utilization 
factors controlling or directly affecting land use (e.g., zoning, physical characteristics, 
private and public uses in the vicinity, neighboring improvements, utility services, access, 
roads, location, and environmental and historical considerations).  Projected highest and 
best use should not be remote, speculative, or conjectural.


3.6.4.  The Secretary of the Military Department responsible for the installation will 
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(Install
rty), 


 the 


ns on Military Department and Federal Agency Transfer 


ations and Environment) for review before making a final decision.  If competing 
demands arise (e.g., two Federal agencies submit acceptable applications for the same prope
the Military Department will resolve the conflict considering first the paramount needs of
national defense mission, followed by the homeland defense mission, followed by the views of 
the LRA and other appropriate factors. 


C5.3.7. Making Final Determinatio
Requests.


.7.1.  The Military Departments will make the final determination regarding DoD 
and Federal property needs for excess property at closing and realigning installations no later 
than 6 m


to the receiving Military Department or Federal 
agency should be completed as quickly as possible following final approval of transfer requests.  
At a mi irm 


 a portion of the 
installation after the rest of the property has been determined surplus and redevelopment 
plan ation of 


rly, if 


ordingly, such untimely requests to withdraw previously approved transfer 
quests or submit new transfer requests after surplus determinations may only be approved by 


the g


5.4.  IDENTIFYING INTERESTS IN SURPLUS PROPERTY


C5.3


onths after the date of approval of closure or realignment.  Consistent with DoD policy
that rapid property disposal is normally in the best interest of all parties including the affected 
local communities, the time period for making final determinations regarding DoD and Federal 
property needs will be extended only by the Secretary of the Military Department in 
circumstances demonstrating good cause.


C5.3.7.2.  The transfer of property 


nimum, the head of the Component or agency requesting the property must make a f
commitment to accept the property, in accordance with the provisions of this chapter, under the 
terms that the Military Department has offered before the remainder of the installation is 
declared surplus.  This should occur within the same 6-month period.


C5.3.8.  If a requesting agency decides not to accept the transfer of


ning is underway, it significantly complicates the planning process and the identific
surplus property for use by the homeless, and it increases costs for all participants.  Simila
an agency makes an untimely property transfer request after the property has already been 
determined surplus, it can also delay and frustrate redevelopment planning and increase costs to 
all participants. 


C5.3.9.  Acc
re


Secretary of the Military Department and then only in cases with an unusually compellin
and unforeseen public interest that was not known when the surplus determination was made.  
After the Military Department has made final determinations on the transfer requests, it will 
publish a formal surplus property determination, as further discussed in Section C5.4. 


C


C5.4.1.  Base closure makes the identification of property for use by the homeless an integral 
art of the redevelopment planning process for the entire installation. This section describes how 


the
p


Military Department and the LRA will apply this process to identify interests of State and 
local governments, representatives of the homeless, and other interested parties in surplus 
Federal property at the closing or realigning installation. 
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C5.4.2. Publicizing the Availability of Property.


C5.4.2.1. Establishment and Recognition of a Local Redevelopment Authority.  As soon 
as practicable after the list of installations recommended for closure or realignment is approved, 
the Dep


l


e


g
n a 


artment of Defense will recognize an LRA for each installation where there is surplus 
real property for disposal.  The LRA, an entity established by a State or local government, is 
recognized by the Secretary of Defense as the entity responsible for preparing the redevelopment 
plan for any property made surplus by closure or realignment of an installation. State and loca
governments are urged to create a redevelopment authority that includes the governmental body 
or bodies, if any, with land-use planning (i.e., zoning) authority over the installation, because th
redevelopment plan that is prepared by the LRA may not be able to be implemented if the land-
use planning authority is unwilling to enact zoning ordinances that are consistent with the 
redevelopment plan.  OEA, after consulting with the Military Department, is responsible for 
officially recognizing an LRA and assisting LRAs in their redevelopment planning 
responsibilities.  After it recognizes an LRA, OEA will publish information about it (includin
name, address, telephone number, and point of contact) in the Federal Register and i
newspaper of general circulation in the vicinity of the installation. 


C5.4.2.2. Surplus Property Notice.  As soon as possible after the surplus determination 
has been made, the responsible Military Department shall: 


eal property to HUD and the 
installation’s LRA.  If there is no recognized LRA at the time of the surplus determination, the 
Military D ds of 


 information about the surplus real property in the Federal 
Register and in a newspaper of general circulation in the communities in the vicinity of the 
installation nents


n


al


,
at


st


C5.4.2.2.1.  Provide information on the surplus r


epartment will provide this information to the governor of the State and the hea
local governments concerned. 


C5.4.2.2.2.  Publish


.  The published information should be similar to that furnished to DoD Compo
and Federal agencies in the notice of availability.  The surplus notice will include informatio
about the LRA if one has been recognized, along with the Military Department’s determination, 
based on a highest and best use analysis, concerning availability of some or all of the surplus re
property for conveyance to State and local governments and other eligible entities for public 
benefit purposes.  Examples of such purposes include education, health, parks and recreation, 
historic monuments, public airports, highways, correctional facilities, ports, self-help housing
and wildlife conservation.  The Military Department will send a copy to the Federal agencies th
sponsor or approve such conveyances. 


C5.4.3. Soliciting Notices of Intere .


rence (c)) requires that the LRA publish the time 
period that the LRA will receive notices of interest from State and local governments, 
represe


 in the 
pulation


C5.4.3.1.  The base closure law (refe


ntatives of the homeless, and other interested parties located in the vicinity of the 
installation (“interested parties”).  A representative of the homeless need not be located
vicinity of the installation as long as the representative proposes to serve the homeless po
in the vicinity of the installation.  It is in the LRA’s interest to identify all interests in the 
property before preparing the redevelopment plan.  If the Military Department receives any 
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notices of interest, it should provide them to the LRA for consideration in its redevelopment 
planning.


C5.4.3.2.  The LRA and the Military Department will provide interested parties with 
information regarding surplus property, including the condition of existing structures and the 
availab


gs to allow interested parties 
and members of the public to provide their views regarding the proposed land-use plan and 
redevel


be available 
to assist the LRA in identifying interests in base property (including how to conduct outreach 
efforts)


ility of utilities.  The Military Department will also arrange for the LRA and other 
interested parties to have the opportunity to inspect the property. 


C5.4.3.3.  The LRA will give public notice and hold hearin


opment of the base, including consideration of the needs of the homeless.   


C5.4.3.4.  Representatives of the Military Department, OEA and HUD will 


 and addressing expressions of interest in its redevelopment plan. 


C5.4.4. Local Timeframes.  Although DoD encourages communities to begin planning early, 
e local redevelopment planning process and identification of interests in surplus property must 


beg


of
ine for 


th
in no later than the completion of Federal screening—the date of the Federal Register


publication of available surplus property.  Within 30 days after the Military Department 
publishes the Determination of Surplus, the LRA shall publicize its notice for expressions 
interest in a local newspaper, and through other means as deemed appropriate.  The deadl
expressing interest is set by the LRA, but it can be no earlier than 3 months and no later than 6
months after publication of the LRA’s notice for expressions of interest.  The LRA notice shall 
inform interested parties of its process, including the required format, content, deadline, and 
address for submitting formal notices of interest. 


C5.4.5. Outreach.


C5.4.5.1.  The Military Department and LRA shall assist State and local governments, 
representatives of the homeless, and other interested parties in evaluating surplus property at the 
installa


ns


of the 
e


while conducting its outreach efforts, work with Federal 
agencies that sponsor public benefit conveyances and refer potentially interested parties to the 
appropriate PBC sponsoring agency.  Those agencies can provide information on parties in the 


tion by providing information on the condition of the property, hosting site visits, and so
forth.  The LRA should coordinate these evaluations with the installation commander to ensure 
that they do not disrupt any ongoing military activities.  Furthermore, the LRA is required to 
conduct outreach efforts to provide information on the surplus real property to representatives of
the homeless.  The LRA should contact the local HUD field office for an updated list of perso
and organizations that are representatives of the homeless in the vicinity of the installation.  The 
LRA should then invite these representatives to participate in the redevelopment planning 
process.  This participation should occur in conjunction with a workshop, seminar, or forum in 
which the LRA and representatives of the homeless discuss homeless needs in the vicinity 
installation and whether there is appropriate property at the installation to meet those needs.  Th
LRA is responsible for formulating and undertaking this outreach effort to make redevelopment 
planning as inclusive as possible.


C5.4.5.2.  The LRA should, 
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vicinity es.


m 


 of the installation that might be interested in and eligible for public benefit conveyanc
The LRA should inform such parties of the availability of the property and consider their 
interests within the planning process.  The Military Department will notify sponsoring Federal 
agencies of surplus property that is available for consideration for public benefit conveyance.  It 
will also keep the LRA apprised of any expressions of interest.  Expressions of interest fro
parties potentially eligible to receive public benefit conveyances are not required to be 
incorporated into the redevelopment plan, but they must be considered.  The appropriate 
sponsoring Federal agency will determine all public benefit conveyance property recipients. 


C5.4.6. Information Required in Notice of Interest from Representative of the Homeless.


C5.4.6.1.  The term “homeless person” is defined as an individual who lacks a fixed, 
reg
nighttime residence that is a supervised publicly or privately operated shelter designated to 
provide


o receive a homeless 
assistance conveyance.  All questions regarding the eligibility of a particular entity should be 
referred


t


ular, and adequate night-time residence; or an individual or family that has a primary 


 temporary living accommodations (including welfare hotels, congregate shelters, and
transitional housing for the mentally ill) or a public or private place not designated for, or
ordinarily used as, a regular sleeping accommodation for human beings. 


C5.4.6.2.  Organizations that propose to use base property to provide services to the
disabled or to low-income persons who are not homeless are not eligible t


 to HUD headquarters base closure team. 


C5.4.6.3.  The following text box details what must be included in the notice of interes
from representatives of the homeless. 


32 CFR Part 176.20(c)(2)(ii) “The notices of interest from representatives of the homeless must 
include:


(A) A description of the homeless assistance program proposed, including the purposes to which the 
property or facility will be put, which may include uses such as supportive services, job and skills 
training, employment programs, shelters, transitional housing or housing with no established 
limitation on the amount of time of residence, food and clothing banks, treatment facilities, or any 
other activity which clearly meets an identified need of the homeless and fills a gap in the continuum 
of care;


(B) A description of the need for the program;  


(C) A description of the extent to which the program is or will be coordinated with other homeless 
assistance programs in the communities in the vicinity of the installation;  


(D) Information about the physical requirements necessary to carry out the program including a 
description of the buildings and property at the installation that are necessary to carry out the program;  


(E) A description of the financial plan, the organization, and the organizational capacity of the 
representative of the homeless to carry out the program; and  


(F) An assessment of the time required to start carrying out the program.” 
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C5.4.6.5.  Although the LRA may publicly disclose the identity of the representative of 
the homeless who submitted a notice of interest, pursuant to the base closure law it may not 
release any information submitted to the LRA regarding the capacity of the representative of the 
homeless to carry out its program, a description of the organization, or the organization’s 
financial plan for implementing the program without the consent of the representative of the 
homeless, unless such a release is authorized under Federal law and under the law of the State 
and communities in which the installation is located. 


C5.4.6.6.  The notices of interest from entities other than representatives of the homeless 
should specify the name of the entity and its specific interest in property or facilities, along with 
a description of the planned use.  The LRA may also request that these entities submit a 
description of the planned use to the sponsoring Federal agency as well. 


C5.4.7. Preparing Redevelopment Plan and Accommodating Homeless Assistance Needs


Public Law 101-510, Section 2905(b)(7)(E)(ii) -- A redevelopment authority may not 
release to the public any information submitted to the redevelopment authority under 
clause (i)(V) without the consent of the representative of the homeless concerned 
unless such release is authorized under Federal law and under the law of the State and 
communities in which the installation concerned is located. 


.


C5.4.7.1.  The LRA will give public notice and hold at least one public hearing to allow 
interested parties and members of the public to present their views regarding the proposed 
redevelopment of the installation and property that may be considered to help the homeless.  The 
LRA and the Military Department should provide interested parties information regarding the
surplus property, including the condition of existing structures and the availability of utilities, 
and they should be given an opportunity to inspect the site. 


3


ocal governments, 


(6) Make the draft application available to the public for review and comment periodically during 


the application prior to its submission to HUD and the appropriate Military Department. A 
su


2 CFR 176.20(c) Responsibilities of the LRA: 


(5) Develop an application, including the redevelopment plan and homeless assistance 
submission, explaining how the LRA proposes to address the needs of the homeless. This 
application shall consider the notices of interest received from State and l
representatives of the homeless, and other interested parties. This shall include, but not be limited 
to, entities eligible for public benefit transfers under either 40 U.S.C. 471 et. seq., or 49 U.S.C. 
47151-47153; representatives of the homeless; commercial, industrial, and residential 
development interests; and other interests. From the deadline date for receipt of notices of interest 
described at §176.20(c)(1), the LRA shall have 270 days to complete and submit the LRA 
application to the appropriate Military Department and HUD. The application requirements are 
described at §176.30. 


the process of developing the application. The LRA must conduct at least one public hearing on 


mmary of the public comments received during the process of developing the application shall 
be included in the application when it is submitted.
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C5.4.7.2.  Within 270 days after the deadline for notices of interest, the LRA is required 
to complete its redevelopment plan for the closing installation and submit its application 
(containing the redevelopment plan and homeless assistance submission) to HUD and the 
Military Department.  If the LRA fails to complete the redevelopment plan within the time 
provided, the Military Department may consider implementing procedures set out in this chapter 
for identifying property for the homeless and completing the disposal process without a 
redevelopment plan.


C5.4.8. Considering and Accommodating Notices of Interest.


C5.4.8.1.  Under the base closure law, the LRA is required to consider the notices of 
interest received from the representatives of the homeless and from other interested parties when 
preparing their plan.  The LRA must balance the needs of the communities for economic 
redevelopment and other development with the needs of the homeless.  In considering and 
accommodating homeless assistance needs, the LRA should be mindful of the criteria that HUD 
uses in evaluating the homeless assistance provisions of redevelopment plans.  The criteria from 
24 CFR 586.35 (reference (am)) and 32 CFR 176.35 (reference (e)) are shown in the following 
text box. 
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CFR Section 176.35 (b) HUD’s review of the application -- 


Standards of review.  The purpose of the review is to determine whether the application is 
complete and, with respect to the expressed interest and requests of representatives of the 
homeless, whether the application: 


1) Need. Takes into consideration the size and nature of the homeless population in the 
communities in the vicinity of the installation, the availability of existing services in such 
communities to meet the needs of the homeless in such communities, and the suitability of the 
buildings and property covered by the application for use and needs of the homeless in such 
communities. HUD will take into consideration the size and nature of the installation in reviewing 
the needs of the homeless population in the communities in the vicinity of the installation. 


(2) Impact of notices of interest. Takes into consideration any economic impact of the homeless 
assistance under the plan on the communities in the vicinity of the installation, including: 


(i) Whether the plan is feasible in light of demands that would be placed on available social 
services, police and fire protection, and infrastructure in the community; and, 


(ii) Whether the selected notices of interest are consistent with the Consolidated Plan(s) or any 
other existing housing, social service, community, economic, or other development plans adopted 
by the political jurisdictions in the vicinity of the installation. 


(3) Legally binding agreements. Specifies the manner in which the buildings, property, funding, 
and/or services on or off the installation will be made available for homeless assistance purposes. 
HUD will review each legally binding agreement to verify that: 


(i) They include all the documents legally required to complete the transactions necessary to 
realize the homeless use(s) described in the application; 


(ii) They include all appropriate terms and conditions; 
(iii) They address the full range of contingencies including those described at §176.30(b)(3)(i); 
(iv) They stipulate that the buildings, property, funding, and/or services will be made available 


to the representatives of the homeless in a timely fashion; and 
(v) They are accompanied by a legal opinion of the chief legal advisor of the LRA or political 


jurisdiction or jurisdictions which will be executing the legally binding agreements that the legally 
binding agreements will, when executed, constitute legal, valid, binding, and enforceable 
obligations on the parties thereto. 


(4) Balance. Balances in an appropriate manner a portion or all of the needs of the communities in 
the vicinity of the installation for economic redevelopment and other development with the needs 
of the homeless in such communities. 


(5) Outreach. Was developed in consultation with representatives of the homeless and the 
homeless assistance planning boards, if any, in the communities in the vicinity of the installation 
and whether the outreach requirements described at §176.20(c)(1) and §176.20(c)(3) have been 
fulfilled by the LRA. 


C5.4.8.2.  As part of the planning process, the LRA should consider how specific 
requests for property by the homeless would affect the redevelopment of the remainder of the 
installation.  It also may propose alternate sites on or off the installation to the representatives of 
the homeless that would be more compatible with the LRA’s plans for redevelopment of the 
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remainder of the installation.  The LRA must provide an opportunity for public comment before 
submitting its plan to HUD and the Department of Defense.  


C5.4.9. Legally Binding Agreements.


C5.4.9.1.  If the LRA approves an application by a representative of the homeless for 
property on the installation and reaches an agreement with the representative on the terms and 
conditions, the parties shall enter into a legally binding agreement.  That agreement may provide 
for a parcel of installation property to be conveyed either to the representative of the homeless or 
to the LRA at no cost.  If the property is to be conveyed to the LRA, then the LRA will lease or 
otherwise convey it to representatives of the homeless at no cost.  The representative must use 
the property for homeless assistance purposes, such as homeless shelters, transitional housing, 
job training, warehousing, and food banks.  The property may not be used for unrelated 
purposes, or sold, to generate revenue for the representative’s programs. 


C5.4.9.2.  During the planning process, the LRA may decide that the presence of a 
facility for the homeless would be incompatible with the proposed redevelopment plan for the 
installation.  As an example, the LRA may propose a port facility, a civil airport or a shopping 
mall for the entire installation.  In such cases, it may be in the public interest for the LRA, at its 
expense, to offer property off the installation, or other assistance or resources, to representatives 
of the homeless, instead of the surplus property at the installation. 


C5.4.9.3.  The legally binding agreement between the LRA and the representative of the 
homeless must contain a provision stating that implementation of the agreement is contingent 
upon the decision regarding the disposal of the buildings and property covered by the agreement 
by the Military Department.  HUD must approve these legally binding agreements.  The 
agreements also must contain a provision that, in the event the representative of the homeless 
ceases to use the property to assist the homeless, the property will revert to the LRA or another 
eligible representative of the homeless. 


C5.4.10. Determination of Eligibility for Public Benefit Conveyance (PBC).


C5.4.10.1.  PBCs, which are authorized by Federal statute, are conveyances of surplus 
government property to State and local governments and certain nonprofit organizations for a 
specific public purpose, such as schools, parks, airports, ports, prisons, self-help housing, and 
public health facilities.  For each of these public purposes, there is a sponsoring Federal agency 
(such as the Department of Education for conveyances for school purposes) with regulations that 
set forth the criteria it uses for determining whether an applicant is eligible for a public benefit 
conveyance and whether the applicant has a need for the property.  Generally, the applicant must 
demonstrate that it has the financial resources to improve the property and begin to use the 
property for the approved purpose within a specific period of time.  These transfers can be 
further categorized as described below: 


C5.4.10.1.1. Sponsored public benefit conveyances.  These conveyances include 
PBCs for education, public health, public park or recreation, self-help housing, and port facility 
purposes.  Applications are provided by the sponsoring Federal agency to the interested entity.
Sponsoring Federal agencies must officially approve the completed applications and recommend 
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and submit a request to the Military Department for the transfer on behalf of the applicant. The 
terms and conditions attached to the use and/or redevelopment and the value (or the discount 
allowed) of the real property are determined by the sponsoring agency.  In this type of 
conveyance, the Military Department assigns the real property to the sponsoring agency for 
subsequent transfer to the recipient. The deed includes, by reference, the application or defined 
planned use for the property, as well as the property description, various disclosure documents, 
and covenants and conditions provided by the sponsoring agency and the Military Department.   
Special conditions may be added by the Military Department or the sponsoring Federal agency to 
protect the government’s interest in the property.  Properties typically include a discretionary 
right of reversion for noncompliance with the terms of the transfer.  The Military Department 
may include, at its discretion, the right to revert for national defense purposes, if this requirement 
is defined in the assignment.  The Military Department may transfer related personal property 
along with the conveyance of real property. 


C5.4.10.1.2. Approved public benefit conveyances. These conveyances include 
PBCs for non-federal correctional facilities, law enforcement, emergency management response, 
wildlife conservation, historic monuments, airport facilities, and power transmission lines.  The 
terms and conditions attached to the redevelopment are determined by the Military Department, 
which transfers the qualifying personal property directly to the approved PBC recipient.  This 
may include related personal property as well. 


C5.4.10.2.  If an entity has expressed interest in a public benefit conveyance during the 
LRA’s outreach process or the Military Department’s Determination of Surplus notification, the 
LRA or the Military Department will refer the entity to the sponsoring agency, which will 
determine whether the applicant for the property is eligible to acquire the property under its 
criteria.  This screening for public benefit conveyances should be completed before the 
submission of the redevelopment plan to HUD and the Department of Defense.  The 
redevelopment plan should identify sites where public uses such as schools, parks, or airports 
would be suitable. 


C5.4.11. Completion of Redevelopment Plan.  The redevelopment plan should propose land 
uses that consider past use of the property, existing property conditions, needs of the homeless in 
the communities in the vicinity of the installation, and needs of the communities in the vicinity 
of the installation for economic redevelopment and other development.  After completion of the 
redevelopment plan, the LRA must submit an application containing the plan to the Secretary of 
Defense and the Secretary of HUD.  The application must include all of the information required 
by HUD regulations published at 24 CFR Part 586.30 (reference (am)) and DoD regulations 
published at 32 CFR Part 176.30 (reference (e)). (See the following summary.) 
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32 CFR Part 176.30     “LRA application.”  (Summary -- see actual regulations for full text) 


(a) Redevelopment plan. A copy of the redevelopment plan shall be part of the application. 


(b) Homeless assistance submission. This component of the application shall include the following: 


    (1) Information about homelessness in the communities in the vicinity of the installation. 
    (2) Notices of interest proposing assistance to homeless persons and/or families. 
    (3) Legally binding agreements for buildings, property, funding, and/or services. 
    (4) An assessment of the balance with economic and other development needs. 


(5) A description of the outreach undertaken by the LRA. The LRA shall explain how the 
outreach requirements described at §176.20(c)(1) and §176.20(c)(3) have been fulfilled. This 
explanation shall include a list of the representatives of the homeless the LRA contacted during the 
outreach process. 


(c) Public comments. The LRA application shall include the materials described at §176.20(c)(6). 
These materials shall be prefaced with an overview of the citizen participation process observed in 
preparing the application. 


C5.4.12. Review of Homeless Assistance Application.


C5.4.12.1.  Not later than 60 days after receiving the completed application, the Secretary 
of HUD shall complete the review.  That review will determine whether the LRA’s application is 
complete and, with respect to the expressed interests and requests of representatives of the 
homeless, whether the application meets HUD’s criteria.  The standards of the review are 
addressed in 32 CFR Part 176.35 (reference (e)). 


C5.4.12.2.  The homeless assistance submission is the LRA’s opportunity to convince 
HUD that the LRA complied with the required procedures and took into account all the factors in 
HUD’s standards of review.  The LRA should explain in detail why it believes the application 
appropriately balances the needs of the homeless in the community with economic 
redevelopment and other development needs of the community.  When reviewing the plan, HUD 
takes into consideration and is receptive to the predominant views of the local communities.  
HUD may enter into negotiations and consultations if it determines that the plan does not meet 
the statutory requirements and the LRA may modify the plan after such consultations.  Upon 
completion of its review, HUD must notify the LRA, the Military Department, and the 
Department of Defense of its determination.  If HUD determines that the LRA’s redevelopment 
plan meets the above requirements, the Military Department will complete the disposal decision 
and proceed with disposal of the property. 


C5.4.13. Revision of Application and Redevelopment Plan.  If the Secretary of HUD 
determines that the application of the LRA does not meet the review criteria, the Secretary 
includes a summary of the deficiencies in the application, an explanation of the determination, 
and a statement of the actions needed to address the determination.  The LRA then has the 
opportunity to cure the deficiencies identified by HUD.  This sequence of events is laid out in the 
following text box. 
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32 CFR Part 176.35(c) and (d)   


(c) Notice of determination.


(1) HUD shall, no later than the 60th day after its receipt of the application, unless such 
deadline  is extended pursuant to §176.15(a), send written notification both the DoD and the 
LRA of its preliminary determination that the application meets or fails to meet the requirements 
of §176.35(b).  If the application fails to meet the requirements, HUD will send the LRA: 


(i) A summary of the deficiencies in the application;  


(ii) An explanation of the determination; and  


(iii) A statement of how the LRA must address the determinations.  


(2) In the event that no application is submitted and no extension is requested as of the 
deadline specified in §176.20(c)(5), and the State does not accept within 30 days a DoD written 
request to become recognized as the LRA, the absence of such application will trigger an 
adverse determination by HUD effective on the date of the lapsed deadline.  Under these 
conditions, HUD will follow the process described at §176.40. 


 (d) Opportunity to cure.


(1) The LRA shall have 90 days from its receipt of the notice of preliminary determination 
under §176.35(c)(1) within which to submit to HUD and DoD a revised application which 
addresses the determinations listed in the notice. Failure to submit a revised application shall 
result in a final determination, effective 90 days from the LRA's receipt of the preliminary 
determination, that the redevelopment plan fails to meet the requirements of §176.35(b).  


(2) HUD shall, within 30 days of its receipt of the LRA's resubmission, send written 
notification of its final determination of whether the application meets the requirements of 
§176.35(b) to both DOD and the LRA.


C5.4.14. Identification of Property for Use by Homeless without a Redevelopment Plan.


C5.4.14.1.  If an LRA does not submit a redevelopment plan or a revised redevelopment 
plan within the times provided, or if HUD does not approve the LRA’s revised plan, HUD has 
the responsibility for identifying installation property that could be used to assist the homeless.  
In carrying out that responsibility, HUD will undertake the following activities (see the following 
text box). 
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32 CFR 176.40 Adverse determinations. 


 (a) Review and consultation. If the resubmission fails to meet the requirements of §176.35(b), or if 
no resubmission is received, HUD will review the original application, including the notices of 
interest submitted by representatives of the homeless. In addition, in such instances or when no 
original application has been submitted, HUD:  


(1) Shall consult with the representatives of the homeless, if any, for purposes of evaluating the 
continuing interest of such representatives in the use of buildings or property at the installation to 
assist the homeless;  


(2) May consult with the applicable Military Department regarding the suitability of the 
buildings and property at the installation for use to assist the homeless; and  


(3) May consult with representatives of the homeless and other parties as necessary.  


(b) Notice of decision.


(1) Within 90 days of receipt of an LRA’s revised application which HUD determines does not 
meet the requirements of §176.35(b), HUD shall, based upon its reviews and consultations under 
§176.40(a):  


(i) Notify DoD and the LRA of the buildings and property at the installation that HUD 
determines are suitable for use to assist the homeless; and  


(ii) Notify DoD and the LRA of the extent to which the revised redevelopment plan meets 
the criteria set forth in §176.35(b).  


(2) In the event that an LRA does not submit a revised redevelopment plan under §586.35(d), 
HUD shall, based upon its reviews and consultations under §176.40(a), notify DoD and the LRA of 
the buildings and property at the installation that HUD determines are suitable for use to assist the 
homeless, either  


(i) Within 190 days after HUD sends its notice of preliminary adverse determination under 
§176.35(c)(1), if an LRA has not submitted a revised redevelopment plan; or  


(ii) Within 390 days after the Military Department’s Federal Register publication of 
available property under §176.20(b), if no redevelopment plan has been received and no 
extension has been approved. 


C5.4.14.2.  Upon receipt of the notice from HUD, the Military Department completes its 
NEPA analysis of property disposal, and it disposes of the buildings and property in consultation 
with HUD and LRA.  The Military Department’s proposed Federal action for property disposal 
shall incorporate the notification from HUD regarding buildings and property that would be 
suitable for use to assist the homeless only to the extent that the Military Department considers 
appropriate and consistent with the highest and best use of the installation as a whole, taking into 
consideration the redevelopment plan (if any) submitted by the LRA. 
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C5.5. PROPERTY DISPOSAL ALTERNATIVES (the “Toolbox”) 


C5.5.1.  After completion of the NEPA process and compliance with the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA) (reference (f)), the 
Military Department will dispose of all surplus property.  As the disposal agency, the Military 
Department has the authority to select the methods of disposal.  It may dispose of surplus real 
and personal property at the installation as one conveyance, or convey the property in multiple 
parcels using one or more property conveyance authorities. 


C5.5.2. Disposal of Property for Use by Homeless.  Property that has been identified for use 
to assist the homeless as determined by HUD must be conveyed to either the representative of 
the homeless or the LRA, as provided in HUD’s approval of the application.  If the property is 
conveyed to the LRA, it then will make it available to the representative of the homeless.  It also 
will be responsible for monitoring the use of the property and ensuring that the representatives of 
the homeless comply with the legally binding agreement and provide the services that they 
agreed to provide for the benefit of the homeless.  The conveyance must be for no cost.  The 
deed must include a provision that, in the event the representative of the homeless ceases to 
provide services to the homeless, the property will revert to the LRA.  The LRA must take 
appropriate action to secure, to the maximum extent practicable, another qualified representative 
of the homeless to use the property to assist the homeless.  If the LRA is unable to find a 
qualified representative of the homeless to use the property, it will own the property without any 
requirement to use the property to assist the homeless.  If there is no HUD-approved 
redevelopment plan and no legally binding agreement between the LRA and the representative of 
the homeless, the deed will provide that the property will revert to the United States in the event 
that the representative of the homeless fails to use the property for the benefit of the homeless. 


C5.5.3. Public Benefit Conveyance (PBC).


C5.5.3.1.  PBCs are conveyances of real and personal property to State and local 
governments and certain nonprofit organizations for public purposes as authorized by statute.
These public purposes include schools, parks, airports, ports, public health facilities, law 
enforcement, emergency management response, correctional facilities, historic monuments, self-
help housing, and wildlife conservation.  If the Military Department has determined that the best 
use of a particular parcel is consistent with a specific public benefit conveyance, a Federal 
sponsoring agency may request assignment of the property for purposes of conveying the 
property to a designated eligible recipient, such as the Department of Education for schools or 
the National Park Service for parks and recreation purposes.  The sponsoring agencies are 
responsible for selecting qualified applicants and determining the amount of the discount (if any) 
from fair market value to be proposed.


C5.5.3.2.  With the exception of airport, law enforcement, emergency management 
response, historic monuments, and wildlife conservation conveyances, the sponsoring agency 
will normally draft and execute the deeds.  The Military Department must inform the sponsoring 
agency of any land use controls, as defined in “Defense Environmental Restoration Program 
Management Guidance” promulgated by the DUSD (I&E) in a September 28, 2001, 
memorandum (reference (an)) that must be included in the deed.  The sponsoring agency will 
include additional deed covenants and restrictions consistent with its authorities and regulations; 
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the sponsoring agency is also responsible for monitoring compliance with those additional 
covenants and restrictions.


C5.5.3.3.  The sponsoring Federal agency is required to accept the assignment and 
convey the ownership of the property within 45 days of the Military Department making it 
available for assignment.  Further information about public benefit conveyances can be found in 
the Federal Management Regulation, 41 CFR Part 102-75 (reference (ab)). 


C5.5.4. Conservation Conveyances.  10 U.S.C. 2694a  (reference (ao)) (see quote below) 
authorizes a Military Department to convey surplus property that is suitable for conservation 
purposes to a State or local government, or to a nonprofit organization that exists primarily for 
the purpose of natural resource conservation.  The deed may permit the recipient to convey the 
property for the same purpose and conduct incidental revenue-producing activities.  The deed 
also must contain a clause that the property shall revert to the United States in the event that it 
ceases to be used for conservation purposes. 


(4) is not subject to a pending request for transfer to another Federal agency or for conveyance to 
any other qualified recipient for public benefit transfer under the real property disposal processes 
and authorities under subtitle I of title 40.” 


(2) is suitable and desirable for conservation purposes;


(3) has been made available for public benefit transfer for a sufficient period of time to potential 
claimants; and  


10 U.S.C. 2694a —“Authority to Convey — The Secretary of a military department may convey 
to an eligible entity described in subsection (b) any surplus real property that —  


(1) is under the administrative control of the Secretary;  


C5.5.5. Transfer Authority in Connection with Payment of Environmental Remediation 
Costs.


C5.5.5.1.  Public Law 101-510, Section 2905(e) (reference (c)) authorizes the Military 
Departments to convey property to an entity that will undertake the responsibility for all 
environmental actions on the property.  If the fair market value of the property is more than the 
restoration cost, the purchaser must pay the Military Department the difference.  If the fair 
market value is less than the restoration cost, the Military Department may pay the purchaser the 
difference.  The proposed purchaser will be selected through a two-step competitive negotiation 
process.  The solicitation will include the qualification requirements for bidders, a description of 
the property for sale, proposed land use controls, zoning classification (if the property has been 
zoned), environmental condition of the property, and requirements for an early transfer and a 
Section 2905(e) conveyance.  The Administrator of the Environmental Protection Agency 
(EPA) and the governor of the State should be notified of the intent by the Military Department 
to request a CERCLA covenant deferral.  The Military Department will request a statement of 
qualifications from prospective purchasers. Because the purchaser will be responsible for 
completing the restoration, the Military Department must confirm that prospective purchasers 
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have the technical expertise and financial capability to complete the restoration before 
considering them for award.  The Military Department will evaluate the responses to the 
solicitation, determine which bidders meet the qualification requirements, and notify all bidders 
of its decision. 


C5.5.5.2.  Qualifying bidders will be given a specific period of time to review the terms 
of Federal and State laws, administrative decisions, agreements (including schedules and 
milestones), and concurrences previously received from regulators.  Bidders must consider the 
terms of previous agreements and concurrences in their bids.  If a remedy has not been selected, 
bidders may base bids on remedies that they believe will meet the applicable standards and 
achieve regulator concurrence.  The qualifying bidders will then submit their bid packages, 
setting out their bids for the property.  The Military Department may negotiate with the bidders, 
provided their prices are at or above the fair market value for the property (taking into 
consideration the cost of all environmental restoration, waste management, and environmental 
compliance activities assumed by the offeror).  If none of the bidders offers fair market value for 
the property, the Military Department will terminate the bidding process and consider other 
options for disposal of the property.   Once a winning bidder has been determined by the Military 
Department, EPA (and a state as appropriate) will negotiate an enforceable cleanup agreement 
with that party, after which a covenant deferral request could be submitted to the Regional 
Administrator, who has been delegated the authority by EPA's Administrator. 


C5.5.5.3.  If the Military Department selects a winning bidder, it will submit a covenant 
deferral request to the Governor of the State (regardless of the installation’s National Priorities 
List (NPL) status), and to the Administrator of EPA if on the NPL.  The covenant deferral 
request should adequately address all of the requirements in CERCLA 120(h)(3)(C) for EPA and 
the State to approve the deferral. The EPA’s “Guidelines on the Transfer of Federal Property by 
Deed Before All Necessary Remedial Action Has Been Taken Pursuant to CERCLA Section 
120(h)(3)__ Early Transfer Authority Guidance” (reference (ap)) and appropriate state guidance 
can be valuable aids when developing the covenant deferral request. 


C5.5.5.4.  Once the requested deferral has been approved by the regulatory agency(ies), 
the Military Department can enter into a binding purchase agreement.  At closing, the Military 
Department will tender a deed that includes the land-use controls. The restoration cost credited in 
this transaction must be the lesser of the costs incurred by the recipient of the property for 
restoration or the amount the Secretary of Defense would otherwise have incurred.  The 
Secretary also must certify these costs to Congress. Upon completion of the restoration by the 
recipient, the Military Department will give CERCLA (reference (f)) 120(h)(3)(A)(ii)(I) 
covenants (CERCLA 120(h)(3)(A)(i) and (ii)(II) covenants will have been given at the time of 
conveyance).


C5.5.6. Public Sales.  The Military Department, in consultation with the LRA, will 
determine when public sale is the best method to dispose of a parcel. The Department of Defense 
believes that market-based property conveyance using public sales is an effective means of 
achieving the mutual goal of rapidly putting the property back into productive uses by new 
owners.   In preparing for public sale, it is necessary to decide whether the property would be 
more marketable as a single parcel or whether it should be subdivided for sale.  The amount of 
advertising and the method of sale will depend upon the value of the property and the potential 
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market.  The Department of Defense has successfully employed a number of different public sale 
approaches, including sealed bid, Internet auction, and auction on the site to the highest 
responsible bidder. Further information about public sales can be found in the Federal 
Management Regulation, 41 CFR Part 102-75 (reference (ab)). 


C5.5.7. Economic Development Conveyances.


C5.5.7.1.  The BRAC law (reference (c)) authorizes a Military Department to convey real 
and personal property to an LRA for the purpose of job generation on the installation.  Only an 
LRA is eligible to acquire property under an EDC.  The LRA must demonstrate in its application 
that the proposed uses for the property will generate sufficient jobs to justify an EDC 
conveyance, and that the proposed land uses are realistically achievable given current and 
projected market conditions.  The Military Department is required to seek to obtain fair market 
value consideration for EDC conveyance of property on installations that were approved for 
closure or realignment after January 1, 2005.  On a case-by-case basis, the Military Department 
may grant an EDC without consideration, subject to the following statutory requirements: 


C5.5.7.1.1.  The LRA agrees that the proceeds of sale or lease of the property 
received during at least the first 7 years after the initial conveyance shall be used to support the 
economic redevelopment of, or related to, the installation. 


C5.5.7.1.2.  The LRA agrees to take title to the property within a reasonable time 
after the Military Department makes its surplus determinations. 


C5.5.7.2.  The following uses of proceeds by the LRA support economic redevelopment 
as required above: 


C5.5.7.2.1.  Road construction and public buildings. 


C5.5.7.2.2.  Transportation management facilities. 


C5.5.7.2.3.  Storm and sanitary sewer construction. 


C5.5.7.2.4.  Police and fire protection facilities and other public facilities. 


C5.5.7.2.5.  Utility construction. 


C5.5.7.2.6.  Building rehabilitation. 


C5.5.7.2.7.  Historic property preservation. 


C5.5.7.2.8.  Pollution prevention equipment or facilities. 


C5.5.7.2.9.  Demolition. 


C5.5.7.2.10.  Disposal of hazardous materials generated by demolition. 


C5.5.7.2.11.  Landscaping, grading, and other site or public improvements. 
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C5.5.7.2.12.  Planning for or the marketing of the development and reuse of the 
installation. 


C5.5.7.3.  Before investments made off the installation can be considered allowable uses 
of proceeds, the LRA must demonstrate that they are related to those uses listed above and 
directly benefit the economic redevelopment and long-term job generation efforts on the 
installation. 


C5.5.7.4.  EDC agreements must require the LRA to submit an annual financial statement 
certified by an independent certified public accountant.  This statement should cover the LRA’s 
use of proceeds from a sale, lease, or equivalent use of EDC property.  The agreement also must 
provide that the Military Department may recoup from the LRA any proceeds that are not used 
for economic development within, at minimum, the 7-year period following initial EDC 
conveyance.  The Military Department may require a longer recoupment period if it determines 
that a longer period is warranted. 


C5.5.7.5.  The Military Department may convey property to the LRA using EDC 
authority subject to a requirement that it subsequently lease one or more portions of the property 
to a Federal agency.  Such conveyance authority shall not be used when the Secretary concerned 
determines that the mission requirement of the benefiting Federal agency can reasonably be met 
by direct transfer of property.  Conveyances under this authority will be at fair market value and 
the associated lease shall include the following conditions: 


C5.5.7.5.1.  Be for a term of not more than 50 years, but may have options. 


C5.5.7.5.2.  Not require payment of rent by the United States. 


C5.5.7.5.3.  Permit another Federal agency to complete the lease term. 


C5.5.8. Negotiated Sales.  The Military Department may dispose of property by negotiated 
sale only under limited circumstances.  Negotiated sales to public bodies can only be conducted 
if a public benefit, which would not be realized from competitive sale or authorized public 
benefit conveyance, will result from the negotiated sale.  The most common exception to the 
requirement for a competitive public sale is a negotiated sale to a State or local government for a 
public purpose (such as acquiring property for a new city hall) that does not qualify under one of 
the public benefit conveyance authorities.  The grantee must pay not less than fair market value 
based upon highest and best use and an appraisal.  An Explanatory Statement detailing the 
circumstances of the proposed sale must be sent to the appropriate Congressional committees 
and there is a 30-day waiting period after notification before the property may be conveyed.  The 
deed must include an excess profits clause that requires the grantee to remit all proceeds in 
excess of its costs if it sells the property within 3 years.  Further information about negotiated 
sales may be found in the Federal Management Regulation, 41 CFR Part 102-75 (reference (ab)). 


C5.5.9. Disposal to Depository Institutions.  The Military Department may convey the 
property and improvements to a bank or credit union that conducted business on a closed 
installation and constructed or substantially renovated the facility with its funds.  The Military 
Department must offer the land on which the facility is located to the financial institution before 
offering it to another entity; however, the depository institution must agree to pay fair market 
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value.  If the institution constructed the facility at its expense, it must pay fair market value for 
just the underlying land.  If the institution substantially renovated a structure belonging to the 
Military Department, it must pay fair market value for the structure as well as the land, less the 
value of the renovations.  The Military Department may not convey the property to the institution 
if the operation of a depository institution would be inconsistent with the redevelopment plan. 


C5.5.10. Exchanges for Military Construction.  Section 2869 of title 10, United States Code 
(reference (aq)), provides an alternative authority for disposal of real property at a closing or 
realigning installation.  That authority allows any real property at such an installation to be 
exchanged for military construction at that or another location.  This authority may be exercised 
at any time after the date of approval of the closure or realignment.  The Military Department 
may seek offers of military construction in exchange for real property or receive them 
unsolicited.  If the exchange takes place after the property has been determined to be surplus, 
consultation must take place in accordance with section 2905(b)(2)(D) of the DBCRA (reference 
(c)).


10 U.S.C. 2869—“(a) Conveyance Authorized; Consideration.— The Secretary 
concerned may enter into an agreement to convey real property, including any 
improvements thereon, located on a military installation that is closed or realigned 
under a base closure law to any person who agrees, in exchange for the real property—
(1) to carry out a military construction project or land acquisition; or  
(2) to transfer to the Secretary concerned housing that is constructed or provided by the 
person and located at or near a military installation at which there is a shortage of 
suitable military family housing, military unaccompanied housing, or both.  


(b) Conditions on Conveyance Authority.— The fair market value of the military 
construction, military family housing, or military unaccompanied housing to be 
obtained by the Secretary concerned under subsection (a) in exchange for the 
conveyance of real property by the Secretary under such subsection shall be at least 
equal to the fair market value of the conveyed real property, as determined by the 
Secretary. If the fair market value of the military construction, military family housing, 
or military unaccompanied housing is less than the fair market value of the real 
property to be conveyed, the recipient of the property shall pay to the United States an 
amount equal to the difference in the fair market values.”  


C5.6. PROPERTY DISPOSAL CONSIDERATIONS


C5.6.1. Property Disposal Planning.  The Military Department may develop an installation 
summary report that considers all property assets, market conditions, and potential disposal 
options.  The purpose of this summary report is to help identify the highest and best use of the 
property to assist in formulating a property disposal strategy, taking into account all property 
assets and property conditions. 
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C5.6.2. Appraisals.


C5.6.2.1.  The Military Department must obtain appraisals of the fair market value of the 
property prior to conveyance under an EDC, negotiated sale, public sale, sale under Section 
2905(e) of the DBCRA (reference (c)), or conveyance to a depository institution.  A Military 
Department does not need to obtain appraisals for parcels that will be conveyed at no cost to 
assist the homeless, by a public benefit conveyance, or for property with an estimated value less 
than $300,000 that will be disposed of by competitive public sale.  The Military Department 
must use only experienced and qualified real estate appraisers familiar with the types of property 
being appraised.  Appraisals must be based upon the highest and best use of the property, taking 
account of all property conditions that are relevant to fair market value.  After the Secretary 
concerned has made a determination of fair market value pursuant to the DBCRA (reference (c)), 
the Military Department shall share the appraisals with the LRA when considering an EDC 
application.  The purpose of sharing the appraisal is to fully inform the LRA regarding the 
Military Department’s determination of the fair market value; it is not to promote or allow 
“negotiation” of the fair market value.  The determination of fair market value is statutorily 
assigned to the Secretary and the appraisal represents, when adopted by the Secretary, his 
determination of the fair market value.  The fair market value is not itself to be negotiated. 


C5.6.2.2.  In preparing the estimate of fair market value, the Military Department will use 
the most recent edition of the Uniform Appraisal Standards for Federal Land Acquisitions.  The 
Military Department will consult with the LRA on valuation assumptions, guidelines, and 
instructions given to the appraiser where fair market value estimating is being conducted for an 
EDC.


C5.6.3. Environmental Covenant Deferral Process.


C5.6.3.1.  CERCLA (reference (f)) requires Federal agencies to include a covenant in the 
deed conveying property to a non-federal party that provides certain warranties regarding 
completion of environmental remediation.  It also authorizes a procedure for the deferral of this 
covenant (known as ‘early transfer’) to enable property conveyance before environmental 
remediation is complete.  The following text box addresses the covenant deferral authority.
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42 USC 9620(h)(3)(C)(i), “Deferral.--  


(i) In general.-- The Administrator, with the concurrence of the Governor of the State in which the 
facility is located (in the case of real property at a Federal facility that is listed on the National 
Priorities List), or the Governor of the State in which the facility is located (in the case of real 
property at a Federal facility not listed on the National Priorities List) may defer the requirement of 
subparagraph (A)(ii)(I) with respect to the property if the Administrator or the Governor, as the case 
may be, determines that the property is suitable for transfer, based on a finding that--  


(I) the property is suitable for transfer for the use intended by the transferee, and the intended use is 
consistent with protection of human health and the environment;  


(II) the deed or other agreement proposed to govern the transfer between the United States and the 
transferee of the property contains the assurances set forth in clause (ii);  


(III) the Federal agency requesting deferral has provided notice, by publication in a newspaper of 
general circulation in the vicinity of the property, of the proposed transfer and of the opportunity for 
the public to submit, within a period of not less than 30 days after the date of the notice, written 
comments on the suitability of the property for transfer; and  


(IV) the deferral and the transfer of the property will not substantially delay any necessary response 
action at the property.”


C5.6.3.2.  In furtherance of the goal of rapidly putting property back into productive uses 
by new owners, the Military Department should identify early in the property disposal planning 
process all property that appears to be suitable for an “early transfer” conveyance by using the 
process authorized in CERCLA (reference (f)) for deferral of the normal deed covenant that all 
actions needed to protect human health and the environment have been taken.  This covenant 
deferral process can be used in combination with any of the property disposal authorities.  The 
Military Department must obtain the approval of the Administrator of EPA, with concurrence of 
the governor of the State, for property listed on the NPL, or approval from the governor for 
property not listed on the NPL.  The Military Department must publish notice of the proposed 
CERCLA covenant deferral in a local newspaper, complete a 30-day waiting period for public 
comment, and address and incorporate any comments received, as appropriate. 


C5.6.4. Complying with National Historic Preservation Act (reference (u)).   


C5.6.4.1.  Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act, or NHPA (see the 
following excerpt), requires Federal agencies to afford the Advisory Council on Historic 
Preservation (ACHP) a reasonable opportunity to comment on such undertakings.  To comply 
with those requirements, installations must follow the provisions of the ACHP regulations, 36 
CFR 800, “Protection of Historic Properties” (reference (ar))1.


1 Detailed guidance is available on the ACHP Web site in “The Section 106 Regulations Users Guide” at 
http://www.achp.gov/usersguide.html.  A flowchart for the Section 106 process is at 
http://www.achp.gov/regsflow.html
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Section 106, National Historic Preservation Act of 1966 (NHPA) —“The head of any Federal 
agency having direct or indirect jurisdiction over a proposed Federal or federally assisted 
undertaking in any State and the head of any Federal department or independent agency having 
authority to license any undertaking shall, prior to the approval of the expenditure of any Federal 
funds on the undertaking or prior to the issuance of any license, as the case may be, take into 
account the effect of the undertaking on any district, site, building, structure, or object that is 
included in or eligible for inclusion in the National Register.  The head of any such Federal 
agency shall afford the Advisory Council on Historic Preservation established under Title II of 
this Act a reasonable opportunity to comment with regard to such undertaking.”  


C5.6.4.2.  If historic properties will be adversely affected by a Federal undertaking, the 
Federal agency generally enters into a memorandum of agreement with appropriate interested 
parties.  The NHPA (reference (u)) is a procedural statute; it does not require a specific outcome.  
Whenever practicable, the Federal agency should conduct the Section 106 process concurrent 
with NEPA, 36 CFR 800.8 (reference (t)).  (Chapter 8 provides more information on NEPA.) 


C5.6.4.3.  BRAC activities, such as realignment, transfer, lease, or sale, constitute an 
“undertaking” as defined in the ACHP regulations (36 CFR 800, (reference (ar)), see quote 
below) and require compliance with Section 106.  Any conveyance, lease, or sale of historic 
property out of Federal ownership or control constitutes an “adverse effect” (unless the property 
is protected by legally enforceable restrictions or conditions), as defined in the ACHP 
regulations, see 36 CFR 800.5(a)(2)(vii) (reference (ar)).  Depending on its conditions, a lease 
also may constitute an adverse effect.  Any ongoing requirement, such as a survey or recordation, 
in existing memoranda of agreement or purchase agreements must either be completed prior to 
BRAC transfer or accounted for in an updated BRAC-specific consultation. 


36 CFR 800, “Protection of Historic Properties.” —“(a) Purposes of the Section 106 process.
Section 106 of the National Historic Preservation Act requires Federal agencies to take into 
account the effects of their undertakings on historic properties and afford the Council a reasonable 
opportunity to comment on such undertakings.  The procedures in this part define how Federal 
agencies meet these statutory responsibilities. The section 106 process seeks to accommodate 
historic preservation concerns with the needs of Federal undertakings through consultation among 
the agency official and other parties with an interest in the effects of the undertaking on historic 
properties, commencing at the early stages of project planning.  The goal of consultation is to 
identify historic properties potentially affected by the undertaking, assess its effects and seek ways 
to avoid, minimize or mitigate any adverse effects on historic properties.”


C5.6.4.4.  ACHP broadly defines the term “historic property” to include any “prehistoric 
or historic district, site, building, structure, or object included, or eligible for inclusion, in the 
National Register of Historic Places,” see 36 CFR 800.16(l)(1) (reference (ar)).  The term also 
includes properties of traditional religious and cultural importance (generally referred to as 
“traditional cultural properties” or TCPs) to a Federally recognized Indian tribe or Native 
Hawaiian organization. 
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C5.6.4.5.  The installation’s Integrated Cultural Resources Management Plan should 
include information on historic and TCP properties on the installation.  Any property 50 years or 
more in age, regardless of use or condition, as well as Cold War-era assets less than 50 years in 
age, must be evaluated for eligibility for inclusion in the National Register of Historic Places 
(National Register).  The National Register process, including eligibility criteria, is found in 36 
CFR 63 (reference (as)). 


C5.6.5. Complying with Native Americans Grave Protection and Repatriation Act 
(NAGPRA) (reference (s)). 


C5.6.5.1.  NAGPRA requires Federal agencies to protect, inventory, and repatriate Native 
American cultural items to lineal descendants, culturally affiliated Indian tribes, and Native 
Hawaiian organizations.  It defines Native American “cultural items” as: 


C5.6.5.1.1.  Native American human remains. 


C5.6.5.1.2  Funerary objects. 


C5.6.5.1.3  Sacred objects. 


C5.6.5.1.4  Objects of cultural patrimony. 


C5.6.5.2.  Although most installations have started the NAGPRA process, they must 
complete it or otherwise provide for its completion prior to closure. In addition to existing 
collections, NAGPRA also applies to cultural items intentionally excavated or inadvertently 
discovered during ground disturbing activities, including the process of completing archeological 
inventories as part of BRAC. 


C5.6.6. Complying with Executive Order (E.O.) 13007, “Indian Sacred Sites” (reference 
(at)).  An installation that has known sacred sites must comply with reference (at).  This order 
requires that, where practicable and appropriate, Federal agencies must ensure reasonable notice 
is provided to Federally recognize Indian tribes of proposed actions or land management policies 
(which include BRAC actions) that may restrict future access to or ceremonial use of, or 
adversely affect the physical integrity of, sacred sites. Executive Order 13007 (reference (at)) 
defines sacred sites.2


C5.6.7. Options to Buy and Purchase Agreements.  Purchase agreements or memoranda of 
agreement, whether for EDCs, negotiated sales, or other forms of negotiated conveyances, shall 
not include options to buy.  Those documents should not bind the Military Department to hold 
the property for a period of time after it is otherwise ready for conveyance while the prospective 
grantee has an opportunity to decide whether it wants to acquire the property.  The purchase 
agreement or memorandum of agreement must be a binding contract that identifies the buyer and 


2 More information on the connection between reference (as) and Section 106 can be found at  
http://www.achp.gov/eo13007-106.html.
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the seller, the property to be conveyed, the consideration, and all material terms and conditions 
including the time for performance of the obligations there under. 


C5.6.8. Leasing of BRAC Property.  The goal of the Military Department is to dispose of 
any surplus property as promptly as possible.  Prompt disposal reduces caretaker costs and helps 
the local community by expediting the redevelopment of the property.  The extensive real 
property and environmental requirements to ensure that property is suitable for interim lease can 
detract from the Military Department’s ability to accomplish actions needed to dispose of the 
property.  As a result, whenever the leasing of property might delay the disposal of the property, 
the military department will not lease base closure property.  It may, however, lease surplus 
property pending final disposition if the Military Department determines that the lease would 
facilitate State and local economic efforts and not interfere with or delay property disposal.  The 
Military Department may accept less than fair market value if it determines that such acceptance 
would be in the public interest and fair market rent is unobtainable or not compatible with such 
public benefit.  Before entering into a lease, the Military Department must consult with EPA to 
determine whether the environmental condition of the property is such that a lease is advisable.
The Military Department must assure compliance with the requirements of 10 U.S.C. 2692 
(reference (au)) prior to authorizing a lessee to store, treat, or dispose of any toxic or hazardous 
material on leased property. 


C5.6.9. Proceeds from Sales and Leases of BRAC Property.  All proceeds from the sale of 
BRAC property and the rent from property that has been closed under BRAC must be deposited 
in the BRAC Account.  However, if any real property or facility was acquired, constructed, or 
improved with commissary or non-appropriated funds, a portion of the proceeds from the 
transfer or disposal of property at that installation shall be deposited into a reserve account.  The 
amount deposited shall be equal to the depreciated value of the investment made with such funds 
as of the date of closure. 
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C6.  CHAPTER 6 


PERSONAL PROPERTY


C6.1. INTRODUCTION


C6.1.1.  The Department of Defense will dispose of personal property at a closing installation 
in a timely and orderly fashion, in consideration of the continuing military needs for the 
equipment and the redevelopment needs of the community.  This task will be accomplished in 
consultation with the LRA.  The needs of the Military Department to continue using the personal 
property to support its relocating units or other military missions and functions at another 
installation are of paramount consideration in determining the ultimate disposition of the 
property.  The Department of Defense recognizes that personal property not required by the 
Military Department can have an important impact on the local community’s prospects for 
economic recovery.  After considering military needs, the Military Department should make 
every effort to find the best and most cost-effective use for the property while making every 
reasonable effort to assist the LRA in obtaining the available personal property needed to 
implement its redevelopment plan in a timely fashion.  The procedures described in this chapter 
only apply to realigning installations to the extent that their real property becomes surplus and 
available for redevelopment. 


C6.1.2. Definition of Personal Property.  Personal property includes all property except land 
and fixed-in-place buildings, naval vessels, and records of the Federal government.  Personal 
property does not normally include fixtures. 


C6.1.3. General Practice.  Personal property is often useful to the redevelopment of real 
property, but is also important to the functioning of the military mission.  Figure C6.F1. shows 
the general practice by which personal property is identified for reuse and subsequently disposed 
of at a closing installation.  This process can be summarized as follows: 


C6.1.3.1.  The installation commander will inventory the personal property at the 
installation no later than 6 months after the date of closure or realignment approval and prepare 
usable inventory records. 


C6.1.3.2.  The installation commander will consult with the LRA on property not 
required by the military, which will help the LRA identify assets with reuse potential.  That 
consultation should include a walk-through of the installation so LRA officials can view 
available personal property and continue during redevelopment planning.  The Military 
Department will be sensitive to the planning needs of the LRA and not move available property 
likely to be suitable for reuse during redevelopment planning.  However, personal property 
necessary to meet military requirements or non-Military Department-owned property may be 
relocated off base. 
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FIGURE C6.F1. BRAC Personal Property General Practice Flow Chart


77







DoD 4165.66-M 


C6.1.3.3.  The Military Department should advise the LRA to identify in its 
redevelopment plan the personal property necessary for the effective implementation of the plan.  
Personal property may be conveyed to an LRA or other recipients under various authorities, 
including public sale, negotiated sale, or an EDC.  The LRA may negotiate for NAF-owned 
property separately. 


C6.1.3.4.  Payment for personal property may be at fair market value or at no cost, 
depending on the conveyance authority used. 


C6.2. PERSONAL PROPERTY INVENTORY


C6.2.1. Inventory Requirement.  The installation commander must conduct an inventory of 
all property owned by the Department of Defense on the installation, including any non-
contiguous parcels of property to be disposed of in conjunction with the main site, within            
6 months after the approval date of closure or realignment.  The goal of the inventory is to 
establish the status of property required for continuing military missions and to identify, as early 
as possible, personal property that will be made available to the LRA for reuse planning 
purposes.


C6.2.2. Procedure.  Personal property records should be assembled and made available as 
soon as possible after the date of approval.  After the property records are available, a physical 
inspection and count should be made to determine the condition and quantity of personal 
property that will be made available to the LRA for reuse planning purposes.  That inventory 
should be performed under the direction of the installation commander, with input from tenant 
commanders, if applicable, and in consultation with the LRA.  The inventory should: 


C6.2.2.1.  Include all DoD tenant organizations, including the National Guard and 
Reserves, if applicable (see section on eligibility criteria for personal property items identified as 
“not available for reuse” or “not needed for redevelopment” later in this chapter).  DoD tenant 
organizations must provide the physical inventory documentation to the installation commander 
and prepare to support the personal property consultation and walk through for all tenant 
personal property. 


C6.2.2.2.  Exclude non-DoD tenant organizations and transient property (e.g., other 
Federal agency offices, GSA vehicles, and contractor equipment); property located on any 
portion of the installation retained by the Department of Defense and not related to the 
productive capacity or minimum maintenance requirements of the installation; and NAF-owned 
property.


C6.2.2.3.  Identify personal property that is available for redevelopment, or not available 
for redevelopment. Installation personal property records should be provided to the LRA in 
available formats.  However, if these formats are not easily usable, the installation commander 
should consider reasonable requests for summary data or other similar simplified formats. 


C6.2.3. Personal Property Categories.
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C6.2.3.1.  The following descriptions and categories of personal property should facilitate 
LRA and Military Department dialogue during the redevelopment planning period.  This 
information is also provided to help installation and tenant commanders determine items of 
personal property that will be made available for redevelopment purposes.  Personal property 
should be identified according to the following categories: 


C6.2.3.1.1. Available for redevelopment and not available for redevelopment. The 
installation commander will identify both accountable and non-accountable personal property as 
either available or not available for redevelopment in accordance with paragraph C6.2.4. 


C6.2.3.1.2. Ordinary fixtures. This category includes items commonly referred to as 
fixtures in typical real estate transactions.  It includes, but is not limited to, such items as 
sprinklers, lighting fixtures, electrical and plumbing systems, built-in furniture, and fuse boxes 
that are usually affixed to a facility.  These items are normally considered part of, designed for, 
and integral to the function of the real property.  Removal of these items could significantly 
diminish the value of the real property.  Commanders may consider designating items in this 
category as personal property normally only if they have possible historic or artistic value. 


C6.2.3.1.3. Not needed for redevelopment. After the inventory and LRA 
consultation (see paragraph 6.3), the inventory list or other identification records should be 
updated to include items not needed for redevelopment (see also paragraph C6.2.4).  This 
determination can be made at any time. 


C6.2.3.1.4. Federally owned archeological collections.  These collections include 
prehistoric and historic material remains, and associated records, recovered under the authority of 
the Antiquities Act, the Reservoir Salvage Act, Section 110 of the National Historic Preservation 
Act, or the Archaeological Resources Protection Act (references (av), (aw), (u), and (ax), 
respectively). 


Antiquities Act (16 U.S.C. 431- 433) — “Be it enacted by the Senate and House of 
Representatives of the United States of America in Congress assembled, That any person who 
shall appropriate, excavate, injure, or destroy any historic or prehistoric ruin or monument, or any 
object of antiquity, situated on lands owned or controlled by the Government of the United States, 
without the permission of the Secretary of the Department of the Government having jurisdiction 
over the lands on which said antiquities are situated, shall, upon conviction, be fined in a sum of 
not more than five hundred dollars or be imprisoned for a period of not more than ninety days, or 
shall suffer both fine and imprisonment, in the discretion of the court.” 


Reservoir Salvage Act (16 U.S.C. 469-469c) — “It is the purpose of sections 469 to 469c–1 of 
this title to further the policy set forth in sections 461 to 467 of this title, by specifically providing 
for the preservation of historical and archeological data (including relics and specimens) which 
might otherwise be irreparably lost or destroyed as the result of (1) flooding, the building of 
access roads, the erection of workmen’s communities, the relocation of railroads and highways, 
and other alterations of the terrain caused by the construction of a dam by any agency of the 
United States, or by any private person or corporation holding a license issued by any such agency 
or (2) any alteration of the terrain caused as a result of any Federal construction project or 
federally licensed activity or program. 
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Section 110 of the National Historic Preservation Act (16 U.S.C. 470h-2) — “a) (1) The heads of 
all Federal agencies shall assume responsibility for the preservation of historic properties which 
are owned or controlled by such agency. Prior to acquiring, constructing, or leasing buildings for 
purposes of carrying out agency responsibilities, each Federal agency shall use, to the maximum 
extent feasible, historic properties available to the agency. Each agency shall undertake, consistent 
with the preservation of such properties and the mission of the agency and the professional 
standards established pursuant to section 101(g), any preservation, as may be necessary to carry 
out this section.


Archaeological Resources Protection Act (16 U.S.C. 470aa-mm) — “Amended the 1960 
Reservoir Salvage Act; provided for the preservation of significant scientific, prehistoric, historic, 
and archeological materials and data that might be lost or destroyed as a result of federally 
sponsored projects; provided that up to one percent of project costs could be applied to survey, 
data recovery, analysis, and publication.” 


C6.2.3.2.  If an installation has an agreement with a repository off the installation to 
preserve and store Federal archeological collections, it must ensure that the agreements with 
these repositories are transferred to another military entity. 


C6.2.3.3.  Additionally, all personal property is either accountable or non-accountable.  
This distinction affects the level of detail required for the inventory records to be provided to the 
LRA.  These categories of personal property are defined below: 


C6.2.3.3.1. Accountable personal property.  Property for which a continuously 
updated itemized inventory is maintained.  Inventorying accountable property should be 
straightforward, using installation inventory procedures and records. 


C6.2.3.3.2. Non-accountable personal property. Property for which an updated 
itemized inventory is not maintained.  For example, some office furnishings (e.g., desks, chairs, 
and file cabinets) and consumables (e.g., paper and pencils) not attached to the buildings are non-
accountable.  All non-accountable personal property determined to be available for 
redevelopment should be inventoried.  Consumables do not have to be included, however.  The 
level of detail of inventory information to be provided to the LRA should be determined by the 
installation in consultation with the LRA.  Non-accountable personal property may be 
inventoried on a gross basis by facility and provided to the LRA in summary format, as the two 
exampl


OQ)—25 rooms and offices, 
furnished.


es below illustrate: 


C6.2.3.3.2.1.  Bachelor Officers’ Quarters (B


C6.2.3.3.2.2.  Administration Building—10 offices, furnished. 
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C6.2.3.3.3. Unserviceable but repairable personal property.  Certain items of 
personal property may be in unserviceable but repairable condition.  These items should b
specifically noted on the inventory record, including any safety precau


e
tions that apply to them. 


C6. s-is”2.3.4.  All transferred personal property will be conveyed to the recipient in an “a
condition and will not be repaired by the Military Department, regardless of condition at the time 
of conveyance. 


C6.2.4. Eligibility Criteria for Personal Property Items.


C6.2.4.1.  The installation commander may initially identify items as not available for 
redevelopment if they meet one of the following criteria: 


C6.2.4.1.1. Property Required for the Operation of a Unit, Function, Component, 
Weapon, or Weapon System at Another Installation.  This category includes property belo
to a unit or ity relocating to another installation where equivalent property does not exist.
For example, a unit bein


nging
activ


g transferred to another location may take with it any property it needs to 
function prope clude any 
personal property, both accountable and non-accountable, that is required for continuing military 
operations ould be 


C6.2.4.1.2. Property Required for the Operation of a Unit, Function, Component, 


rly as soon as it arrives at its new location. That property may in


at an installation not necessarily involved in a BRAC action.  In any case, it sh
economical and cost-effective to relocate the personal property to the new location. 


Weapon, or Weapon System at Another Installation within the Military Department or Defense 
Agency.  This category includes all personal property, both accountable and non-accountable, 
that is required for continuing military operations and is economical to relocate to the new 
location.


C6.2.4.1.3. Property Uniquely Military in Character and is likely to have No Civilian 
Use (other than use for its material content or as a source of commonly used components). Suc
property includes classified items; nuclear, biological, and


h
chemical items, weapons and 


munitions; museum-owned property, military heritage property, and items of significant historic 
value that are maintained or displayed on loan from a museum or other entity; and similar 
military items. 


C6.2.4.1.4. Property Stored at the Installation for Distribution. This category 
includes spare parts or stock items, such as materials or parts used in a manufacturing or re
function, but not maintenance spare parts for equipment that will be left in place. 


C6.2.4.1.5.


pair


ram of Property Meets Known Requirements of an Authorized Prog
another Federal Agency that would otherwise have to purchase similar items and the property 
has been requested in writing by the head of the agency.  If the authority to acquire personal 
property has been delegated, a copy of the delegation must accompany the request.  The 
requesting Federal agency must pay packing, crating, handling, and transportation charges 
associated with such transfers of personal property. 


C6.2.4.1.6. Property is Needed Elsewhere in the National Security Interest of the 
United States. For any personal property located on the installation, the property can be 
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relocated o


 the 


C6.2.4.1.7. Federally Owned Archeological Collections


r otherwise designated as not available for redevelopment if the Secretary of the 
Military Department determines that it is needed in the national security interest of the United 
States.  In exercising this authority, the Secretary of the Military Department may transfer
property to any DoD Component or other Federal agency.  This authority may not be delegated 
below the level of an Assistant Secretary. 


. Installations must comply 
with 36 CF d


fer custody of 
collections and records to non-federal government repositories, it cannot transfer ownership. If 
an installat l


C6.2.4.1.8. Property Belongs to NAF Instrumentalities or


R 79 (reference (ay)), which contains the definitions, standards, procedures, an
guidelines to be followed by Federal agencies to preserve collections of prehistoric and historic 
material remains, and associated records.  While the Federal government can trans


ion has an agreement with an off-installation repository to store or display Federa
archeological collections, it must ensure that responsibility for maintaining the agreement with
the repository is transferred to another military entity.  A closing installation must ensure 
collections and records are transferred to the custody of an appropriate repository and the
agreement with that repository is maintained by another military entity. 


 Other non-DoD Entities.
Several situations could be encountered: 


C6.2.4.1.8.1. NAF property.  This category includes property purchased with
funds generated by government personnel and their dependents for religious activities; morale, 
welfare or recreational activities; post exchanges; ship stores; military officer or enlisted clubs; 
or veterans’ canteens.  This property is not owned by the Military Department.  Disposal of 
consecrated items must be in accordance with faith requirements of the distinctive faith groups 
who consecrated them.  Arrangements to purchase NAF property (including negotiating the 
purchase price) must be made with the property owner through the Military Department. 


C6.2.4.1.8.2. Non-DoD personal property. This category consists of personal
property that belongs to, for example, a lessee renting space on the active installation, a 
contractor, or a government employee.  As a result, it is not the property of the Military 
Department and cannot be identified as being available for redevelopment.  This property will 
not be subject to availability for planning purposes or for transfer to the LRA or any other 
recipient. 


C6.2.4.1.8.3. State-owned National Guard property. At installations hosting 
National Guard units, some items of personal property may have been purchased with state 
funds.  The


ied by the State property officer.  However, certain 
items of personal property used by National Guard units at closing installations have been 
purchased with le


 Not 


se items are not available for redevelopment planning or subject to transfer for 
redevelopment purposes, unless so identif


 Federal funds.  These items are subject to inventory and may be made availab
for redevelopment planning purposes. 


C6.2.4.2.  Personal property that is available for redevelopment will be designated as
Needed for Redevelopment based on the following criteria: 
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C6.


C6.2.4.2.3.  The LRA indicates it will not submit a redevelopment plan.  


2.4.2.1.  The LRA indicates it does not need the property (e.g., during the 
installation walk-through). 


C6.2.4.2.2.  The LRA does not include the property in its redevelopment plan. 


C6.3. LRA CONSULTATION


C6.3.1. Initial LRA Consultation.  Consultation between the installation commander and t
LRA should occur throughout the redevelopment planning period.  The following guidelines 
should be used to facilitate that consultation. 


he


C6.3.1.1. Consult early.  The installation commander should coordinate all personal 
property-related decisions with the LRA early in the redevelopment planning process. 


C6.3.1.2. Provide a usable inventory record.  The installation commander will pro
usable inventory record to the LRA and should consider all reasonable requests for person
property information from t


vide a 
al


he LRA within the Military Department’s standard inventory 
manageme pport
its redevelo y a 
realigning


C6.3.1.3. Offer a walk-through


nt process.  This record should help the LRA identify the personal property to su
pment plan.  All property should be identified.  However, property to accompan


unit need be only broadly identified. 


. As part of the personal property inventory and 
consultation process, the installation commander should invite the LRA to walk-through the 


mander will determine the timing of this walk-through.  The 
walk-through will help the LRA identify items of personal property it wants to include in the 
red


uired for military use


installation.  The installation com


evelopment plan. 


C6.3.1.4. Identify items no longer req .  The installation commander 
and applicable tenant commanders should identify personal property that is no longer required 
for military use and available for redevelopment.  The identification of those items should be
made to the LRA following the inventory and be updated as necessary. 


C6.3.1.5. Resolve disagreements as they arise. The Military Department should strive to 
respond within 30 days to all requests by the LRA to reconsider an issue related to personal 
property availability or disposal decisions made by the installation commander.  Final auth
for resolving personal property issues rests with the Military Department. 


C6.3.2.


ority


Follow-Up LRA Consultation.  The installation commander will continue to consult 
with the LRA throughout the redevelopment planning period.  The objectives of that consultation 
include


r
ed


 the following: 


C6.3.2.1.  Ensure the LRA knows which items of personal property are available to it fo
incorporation in its redevelopment plan and which items are being relocated off-base or dispos
of by other means. 
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C6.3.2.2.  Allow for timely disposal of personal property identified by the LRA as not 
needed for its redevelopment planning. 


C6.3.3. Off-base Movement of Personal Property.  Except for property subject to the 
exemptions in paragraph C6.2.4, personal property that is available for redevelopment shall 
remain


C6.3.3.3.  Twenty-four months after the date of approval of the closure or realignment of 
the inst


SFER METHODS


 at the installation being closed or realigned until one of the following events occurs: 


C6.3.3.1.  One week after the Secretary of the Military Department receives the 
redevelopment plan. 


C6.3.3.2.  The date on which the LRA notifies the Military Department that it will not 
submit a redevelopment plan. 


allation.


C6.3.3.4.  Ninety days before the date of the closure or realignment of the installation.


C6.4. PERSONAL PROPERTY TRAN


C6.4.1. Principal Authorities Affecting Personal Property Transfers.  Several authoriti
guide the transfer of personal property, including the following: 


C6.4.1.1.  32 CFR Parts 174 and 176 (Base closure community assistance and homele


es


ss
assistan


provisions for public airports; historic 
monum


lity uses) (reference (ab)). 


(referen z)). 


l property) (reference (ba)). 


y)


ce conveyances to LRAs or representatives of the homeless) (reference (e)). 


C6.4.1.2.  41 CFR Part 102–75 (Special disposal 
ents; education and public health uses; shrines, memorials or religious uses as part of 


another public benefit conveyance; public park or recreation uses; housing for displaced persons; 
and non-federal correctional faci


C6.4.1.3.  41 CFR Part 102–75 (Negotiated sales and public sales) (reference (ab)). 


C6.4.1.4.  41 CFR Part 102–14 through 102-220 (Utilization of personal property) 
ce (a


C6.4.1.5.  41 CFR Part 102–37 (Donation of persona


C6.4.1.6.  41 CFR Part 102–38 (Sale, abandonment, or destruction of personal propert
(reference (bb)).   


C6.4.1.7.  Stevenson-Wydler Technology Innovation Act of 1980, Public Law 96-480, as
amended (15 U.S.C. 3710(i)) (reference (bc)) (Donation of research equipment to educational 
institutions and nonprofit organizations). 


C6.4.1.8.  Executive Order 12999 (reference (bd)) (Donation of personal property to 
further math and science education). 
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C6.4.2. Personal Property Disposition and Disposal Strategy.  The Military Department 
should develop personal property disposal plans that coincide with its real property disposal 
plans.  The Military Department must determine how to convey the personal property needed for 
redevel
personal property that supports th
convey


ng with the real property.  Personal property that does not support or add value 
to the r ion and 
Market  value 
to the L


pment.  Only the personal property identified as required for redevelopment 
by the L


opment to the intended recipient.  In accordance with the available actions below, the
e intended reuse and adds value to the real property should be 


ed at fair market value unless otherwise authorized (e.g., PBC and homeless 
conveyances) alo


eal property should be conveyed at fair market value through a Defense Reutilizat
ing Office (DRMO) or one of the conveyance methods listed below at fair market
RA.  Installation commanders should consult with local DRMO officials and the LRA 


when determining personal property disposal methods for property identified by the LRA in 
support of redevelo


RA, and not being conveyed in conjunction with a real property conveyance, can convey 
separately to the LRA via an EDC.  All personal property conveyance to an LRA should occur at 
fair market value unless the conveyance meets the established criteria for a no-cost EDC. 


C6.4.2.1. Leases.  Personal property associated with a lease will typically be included
the leasehold (see Chapter 5 for additional information on leasing).  However, that property 
cannot be used outside the leasehold prem


 in 


ises.


C6.4.2.2. Public Sales of Personal Property with Real Property. Under a public sale, 
personal property is sold and conveyed as an economic unit with the realty to the highest bidder 
at no less than fair market value.  The Federal disposal agent is not obligated to accept less than 
fair market value bids. 


C6.4.2.3. Negotiated Sales of Related Personal Property to Public Entities.  Under a 
negotiated sale, related personal property should be valued with the realty as an economic unit.  
Negotiated sales are at no less than the appraised fair market value. 


C6.4.2.4. Public Airport Conveyances.  Surplus personal property may be transferred a
part of an airport conveyance.  The Military Department may transfer personal property that is 
desirable for developing, improving, operating, or maintaining a public airport or is needed for 
developing sources of revenue from non-aviation businesses at a public airport (and the public 
interest is not best suited for industrial use).  The FAA must approve all public airport transfers. 


s


C6.4.2.5. Public Benefit Conveyances and Similar Approved, Sponsored, or Requested 
Conveyances.  When personal property is required for the redevelopment of real property subject 
to a PBC, it may be related and treated as part of the real property conveyance.  These transfe
can be further categorized as described below: 


rs


C6.4.2.5.1. Sponsored public benefit conveyances. These conveyances include PBCs
for education, public health, public parks or recreation, and port facility purposes. Surplus 
personal property may be transferred by the sponsoring Federal agency in accordance with its 
rules for implementing authorized programs.  The terms and conditions attached to the 
redevel dopment and the value (or the discount allowed) of the personal property are determine
by the sponsoring agency.  In this type of conveyance, the Military Department assigns the real, 
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related, and other qualifying personal property to the sponsoring agency for transfer to the 
sponsored applicant. 


C6.4.2.5.2. Approved public benefit conveyances. These conveyances include PBC
for non-federal correctional facilities, law enforcement, emergency management response, 


s


wildlife conservation, historic monuments, and power transmission lines.  The terms and 
conditi


ances


ons attached to the redevelopment are determined by the Military Department, which 
transfers the qualifying personal property directly to the approved PBC recipient. 


C6.4.2.6. Homeless Assistance Convey .


iders:


providers to identify any personal 
property to


f


intended use of the personal property in 
the hom pment plan. 


C6.4.2.6.1.  Personal property may be transferred to an LRA or a homeless assistance 
provider for homeless assistance purposes (see Chapter 5).  Property transferred under this 
authority may be used by a homeless assistance provider either on or off the installation. 


C6.4.2.6.2.  After providing the LRA with the personal property inventory, the 
installation commander should recommend to the LRA that the following strategy be used for 
identifying and transferring personal property intended for use by homeless assistance prov


C6.4.2.6.2.1.  Coordinate with the proposed 
 be conveyed. 


C6.4.2.6.2.2.  Incorporate the agreed-to disposition of all personal property 
identified in any binding contracts negotiated between the LRA and selected representatives o
the homeless. 


C6.4.2.6.2.3.  Include identification and 
eless assistance portion of the adopted redevelo


C6.4.2.7. Economic Development Conveyances.  Economic development conveyances 
must satisfy the following conditions: 


C6.4.2.7.1.  Personal property may be transferred as part of an EDC of the real 
property (see Chapter 5 for more details). 


C6.4.2.7.2.  Personal property EDCs can be made only to the LRA.  Any proceeds 
from the sale o


rsonal property EDCs are subject to the provisions of reference (c), 
which governs


urpose of immediately leasing or reselling it to finance base redevelopment.  
However, the L


f BRAC personal property to EDCs must be deposited into the BRAC Account.


C6.4.2.7.3.  Pe
 personal property disposal at closing and realigning installations. 


C6.4.2.7.4.  Personal property may not be acquired by the LRA under a no-cost EDC
solely for the p


RA may provide the property at no cost to others for use in accordance with the 
redevelopment plan for the installation. 
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C6.4.2.8. Special Transfer Categories.  If a NAF personal property owner makes th
property available for disposal, the LRA or


e
 other interested parties must negotiate purchase terms 


with the property owner. 


C6.4.2.9. Sale and Donation of Surplus Personal Property.  Personal property designated
as available for redevelopment and not needed by the LRA in support of its redevelopment plan 
should be sold or otherwise disposed through the DRMO.


C6.5. AIR EMISSION RIGHTS TRADING GUIDANCE


C6.5.1. Clean Air Act.  The Clean Air Act (reference (d)) amendments of 1990 (CAAA) 
calls for a reduction in emissions by both military and civilian activities to meet the national 
ambien


tions may allow movement or transfer of emission rights between 
parties at the same site, to other locations within the State, or, in some instances, to other States.  
It also c


t air quality standards for clean air. The Act introduced the marketplace into emission
control regulations.  To further emission reductions through market trading, the CAAA and 
implementing State regula


ontains the following provisions: 


C6.5.1.1. Non-attainment.  The CAAA designates acceptable ambient levels of selected 
(“criteria”) pollutants.  Areas that exceed those levels are designated as “non-attainment” areas 
and the State’s control plan (“State Implementation Plan” or SIP) must be adequate to reach 


e required to 
llution problem. 


attainment within a specified time.  The required reduction controls and the tim
achieve those reductions depend on the severity of the air po


C6.5.1.2. Economic incentive programs. To encourage innovative approaches to reduc
air pollution, the CAAA authorizes development of programs to trade emission rights, which a
rights to emit specific amounts of criteria pollutants.  Various State trading programs have been
developed such as cap-and-trade allocation and emission reduction credit (ERC) banking.  In
addition, some States have entered into agreements that allow interstate trades. 


C6.5.1.3.


e
re


amsEmissions trading progr .  A variety of individual trading programs have 
been created throughout the countr


R


formal program for 
ERCs (


,
ary of the 


Militar


y.  Some allow trading reductions from stationary, mobile, 
and area sources, and even intrastate and interstate trading.  Generally, if an approved program is
in place, when an owner permanently shuts down an emission source, ERCs can be created by 
submitting an application and fee to the State or air quality control region (AQCR).  The AQC
may discount or retain some of the ERCs as part of a reserve bank to support future economic 
growth or to meet attainment requirements.  Even in States that do not have a 


including mobile source emission reductions), the Department of Defense has 
successfully quantified and traded these “offsets” to other DoD Components or Federal agencies 
to support conformity requirements. Because programs differ among the States and regulatory 
changes are frequent, consultation with experts within the Military Department is strongly 
encouraged.  The trading and transfers of mobile source emissions raise special considerations
including transfers that support conformity, and should be referred to the Secret


y Department. 
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C6.5.1.4. Permit transfers.  Stationary sources may be issued air permits by the State or 
AQCRs to emit specific levels of criteria pollutants during a year.  Regulators usually allow the
transfer of these air permits with transfer of the stationary source. 


C6.5.1.5. General conformity.  The CAAA requires a Federal agency to demonstrate that 
a new Federal action, or a federally approved or supported action, will not cause deteri
air quality or impact attainment status in a non-attainment or maintenance (former non-
attainment) area.  Because military installations that gain units, functions, or weapons systems a
a result of a BRAC action are required to comply with conformity, they need to determine 
whether emission reductions or offsets, which are needed to demonstrate conformity, can be 
transferred from closing or realigning installations. 


C6.5.2. Guidance an


oration of 


s


d Implementation.


f
any such emission credits will be made by the Secretary of the Military Department in 
accorda


C6.5.2.1.  Emission credits can have substantial value and the Military Department 
should consider these assets in its overall property disposal plan.  Decisions on the distribution o


nce with the BRAC law (reference (c)), Section 2905(b). 


C6.5.2.2.  When a receiving installation is located in an area that could be awarded 
credits, offsets, or allowances from a closing installation, the receiving installation should 
determine its emission needs as early as possible. 
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C7.  CHAPTER 7


MAINTENANCE, UTILITIES, AND SERVICES


C7.1. INTRODUCTION


Surplus facilities and equipment at installations that have been closed or realigned can be 
important to the eventual reuse of the installation.  Each Military Department is responsible for 
protecting and maintaining such assets in order to preserve the value of the property in 
accordance with the law.  


C7.2. GENERAL PRACTICE


C7.2.1.  The Military Department will seek to minimize caretaker costs while supporting 
redevelopment.  However, if no redevelopment plan is prepared, or if no reuse is actively being 
pursued for parts or all of the installation, the Military Department may reduce maintenance 
levels to the minimum levels required for similar surplus government property considering 
potential return to the government on such expenditures.  


C7.2.2.  The Military Department will follow a general practice for closing installations that 
protects and maintains the asset.  That practice consists of the following elements: 


C7.2.2.1.  The Military Department, in consultation with the LRA and within the limits 
described in paragraph C7.3.2, will determine the initial maintenance levels for real property and 
their durations on a facility-by-facility basis.  Such levels of maintenance may be adjusted over 
time as circumstances warrant. 


C7.2.2.2.  Maintenance of personal property will generally be limited to physical security 
in the expectation that this property will quickly be conveyed. (See Chapter 6 for more 
information on personal property.) 


C7.2.2.3.  Personal and real property will be transitioned from its active mission 
maintenance level to its initial maintenance level after the property is no longer put to military 
use or the active mission departs (see Section C7.3). 


C7.2.2.4.  The Military Department will relinquish its responsibility when possession and 
control of the property has been transferred to another entity pursuant to an agreement to transfer 
such property.  To ensure caretaker funds are allocated appropriately, the Military Department 
should specify a time for closing on the transfer of such property, usually no more than 60 days 
from execution of the transfer agreement.  At that time, the Military Department will cease its 
caretaker funding of such property. It also should not agree to delay or phase the transfer of any 
facility solely for the purposes of continuing to protect or maintain the facility. 
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C7.2.2.5.  Maintenance functions that are the responsibility of the Military Department 
can be performed by a variety of service providers.  All such maintenance providers will sustain 
the maintenance levels agreed to and funded by the Military Department. 


C7.2.2.6.  The Military Department will notify the LRA of any intended change in an 
established initial maintenance level for a facility, or part thereof, or item of personal property, if 
such a change becomes necessary (e.g., closure or change in mission, no reuse apparent for the 
property, or expiration of the maintenance periods identified in paragraph C7.3.2).  This notice 
will occur prior to the reduction in maintenance level and give the LRA a reasonable period of 
time, as determined by the Military Department, in which to submit comments on the proposed 
reduction.


C7.2.2.7.  Procedures and responsibilities for obtaining common services, such as fire 
protection, security, utilities, telephones, roads, and snow or ice removal, must be discussed and 
resolved in the earliest stages of the closure or realignment process.  The Military Department 
cannot guarantee continued provision of these common services.  For example, the Military 
Department will not be responsible for funding particular needs of new tenants or new owners of 
facilities, such as augmentation of fire response times. 


C7.2.2.8.  Maintenance levels of privatized utilities and housing will be determined by 
their associated contracts. 


C7.3. ESTABLISHING INITIAL MAINTENANCE LEVELS


C7.3.1. Determining Initial Maintenance Levels.  The Military Department will meet with 
the LRA after approval of the installation for closure or realignment (and again periodically 
during the redevelopment planning process, if necessary) to discuss the LRA’s reuse plans and to 
work toward establishing initial and ongoing maintenance levels.  Initial maintenance levels for 
all real property vacated as a result of BRAC will be to levels required to support the use of any 
such facilities or equipment for nonmilitary reuse purposes, but not exceed the standard of 
maintenance in effect at the approval of the closure or realignment. 


C7.3.2. Initial Maintenance Levels and their Duration.


C7.3.2.1.  The Military Department will set initial maintenance levels at a minimum that 
will ensure weather tightness for buildings, limit undue facility deterioration, and provide 
physical security.  The Military Departments have developed specific maintenance levels that 
consider several factors, including the following: 


C7.3.2.1.1.  Required operational status of the facility and the level of effort and 
scope of work necessary to sustain that status. 


C7.3.2.1.2.  Anticipated time until facility reuse. 


C7.3.2.1.3.  Location-specific climatic conditions (e.g., air conditioning, 
dehumidification, and heat). 
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C7.3.2.2.  The initial maintenance levels shall not:


C7.3.2.2.1.  Exceed the standard of maintenance and repair in effect on the date of 
closure or realignment approval. 


C7.3.2.2.2.  Be less than maintenance and repair required to be consistent with 
Federal government standards for excess and surplus properties (see 41 CFR Parts 102-75.945 
and 102-75.965) (reference (ab)).1


C7.3.2.2.3.  Require any property improvements, including construction, alteration, or 
demolition, except when required for health, safety, or environmental purposes, or is 
economically justified in lieu of continued maintenance expenditures. 


C7.3.2.3.  The Military Department may not reduce initial maintenance levels until one of 
the following events occurs: 


C7.3.2.3.1.  One week after the LRA submits the redevelopment plan to the Secretary 
of the Military Department. 


C7.3.2.3.2.  The date on which the LRA notifies the Military Department that it will 
not submit a redevelopment plan. 


C7.3.2.3.3.  Twenty-four months after the date of approval of the closure or 
realignment of the installation. 


C7.3.2.3.4.  Ninety days before the date of the closure or realignment of the 
installation. 


C7.3.2.4.  The Military Department may extend the period for initial or adjusted 
maintenance levels for property still under its control if the Secretary of the Military Department 
determines such levels of maintenance are justified.  Examples may include:  


C7.3.2.4.1.  Where there is a benefit to the government to do so; or  


C7.3.2.4.2.  When it will clearly benefit redevelopment and property conveyance is 
delayed by the government. 


C7.3.2.5.  The continued maintenance of physical infrastructure (i.e., utility systems) 
presents a unique challenge in that water supply, electrical power, and sewage disposal facilities 
may need to be operated after mission departure at rates far below their designed capacity.  The 
Military Department will perform an engineering analysis to determine what structural and 
operating changes are necessary (e.g., valve closures in water supply systems or power shutoff in 
unused facilities) to ensure lawful and cost-effective operation.  It also should address conversion 
of utilities as early as possible in the disposal process. 


1 Guidelines for protection and maintenance are in the GSA Customer Guide to Real Property Disposal,  
http://propertydisposal.gsa.gov/ResourceCenter/laws_regs_all/letters/csg.PDF.
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C7.3.2.6.  All periods of initial maintenance will be terminated when ownership or 
control of the property is turned over to another party by deed or lease.  In the case of Federal 
agency transfers, the Military Department and the receiving agency will coordinate the transition 
of maintenance responsibilities, but the receiving agency will be expected to assume this 
responsibility as soon as the Military Department makes the property available for transfer or 
assignment.  The Military Departments will work with public benefit conveyance sponsoring 
agencies on transfer of responsibility to public benefit conveyance recipients. 


C7.3.3. Disagreements.  If the LRA disagrees with the Military Department’s determination 
of initial or subsequent maintenance level, the Military Department should make every effort to 
resolve that disagreement at the lowest possible level within its chain of command.  Final 
authority for resolving disagreements rests with the Secretary of the Military Department. 


C7.4. FACILITY MAINTENANCE AND COMMON SERVICES


C7.4.1. Maintenance Providers.  Protection and maintenance of property can be performed 
by several different entities, depending on the particular phase of base closure and disposal.  In 
general, funding for maintenance of property not in reuse will be provided by the Military 
Department.  In addition, property no longer under the Military Department’s control will be 
maintained at the expense of the user or new owner.  The following guidance also applies: 


C7.4.1.1.  Funding of protection and maintenance activities can occur through several 
mechanisms, including the following: 


C7.4.1.1.1. Caretaker contract.  Under such a contract, a military-procured contractor 
performs protection and maintenance. 


C7.4.1.1.2. Cooperative agreement. Under this agreement, the LRA or another 
qualified community entity performs protection and maintenance caretaking on a nonprofit, cost-
reimbursement basis through an agreement with the Military Department.  These agreements 
also may be used to provide for protection and maintenance of properties that will be disposed of 
at a realigning installation. 


C7.4.1.1.3. Support agreement.  Under this agreement, another military organization 
provides the required support. 


C7.4.1.1.4. Residual work force.  Under this arrangement, a residual government 
work force provides the required protection and maintenance. 


C7.4.1.2.  After expiration of the time periods identified in paragraph 7.3.2, the Military 
Department will normally reduce its maintenance to the minimum level for surplus government 
property, as required by 41 CFR Parts 102-75.945 and 102-75.965 (reference (ab)).  This 
regulation states that facility maintenance must provide only those minimum services necessary 
to preserve the government’s interest and realizable value of the property considered and render 
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safe or destroy aspects of excess and surplus property that are dangerous to the public health or 
safety.2


C7.4.1.3. Leased property.  The lease will specify the lessee’s responsibility for 
protection and maintenance of the property during the term of the lease.  


C7.4.1.4. Post-disposal.  After the property has been conveyed, the Military Department 
will not perform nor pay for protection and maintenance.  Protection and maintenance of 
conveyed property will be the sole responsibility of the transferee.  


C7.4.2. Maintenance Activities.  Maintenance of real property, facilities, and equipment can 
entail a wide range of activities, determined by the Military Department, including the following: 


C7.4.2.1.  Interior and exterior physical inspections of buildings, including building shells 
and exterior windows and doors, to verify security and structural soundness. 


C7.4.2.2.  Scheduled operational inspections and routine maintenance for utilities 
including heat, air conditioning, water supply and plumbing, electricity, sewage, gas, and fire 
protection systems. 


C7.4.2.3.  Maintenance and inspection of elevators and other installed mechanical 
equipment. 


C7.4.2.4.  Pest control, such as periodic termite inspections. 


C7.4.2.5.  Grounds maintenance, including grass mowing and fire breaks. 


C7.4.3. Activities Not Considered Maintenance.


The following activities are not considered normal maintenance responsibilities: 


C7.4.3.1.  Building and other facility demolition, unless necessary to protect public health 
and safety. 


C7.4.3.2.  Asbestos abatement and lead-based paint removal beyond those actions 
required by law and regulation. 


C7.4.3.3.  Installation of facility-specific utilities or utility meters. 


C7.4.3.4.  Construction or modifications to meet Federal, State, or local building or utility 
infrastructure codes. 


C7.4.3.5.  Property improvements or alterations that are not necessary to protect public 
health and safety. 


2 Guidelines for protection and maintenance are in the GSA Customer Guide to Real Property Disposal,  
http://propertydisposal.gsa.gov/ResourceCenter/laws_regs_all/letters/csg.PDF.
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C7.4.4. Common Services.


C7.4.4.1.  The Military Department will arrange for common services that are necessary 
to support initial maintenance levels of government facilities.  These common services may 
include the following: 


C7.4.4.1.1.  Road maintenance (including snow and ice removal) 


C7.4.4.1.2.  Physical security. 


C7.4.4.1.3.  Utility services. 


C7.4.4.1.3.1.  Electricity. 


C7.4.4.1.3.2.  Water and sewage. 


C7.4.4.1.3.3.  Telecommunications. 


C7.4.4.1.3.4.  Gas. 


C7.4.4.1.4.  Fire and emergency services. 


C7.4.4.2.  Users of common services, including LRA tenants, will pay for the services 
provided by the Military Department at rates established to fully recapture the costs of providing 
such services.  After expiration of the initial maintenance period, and in consultation with the 
LRA, the Military Department may elect to discontinue performance of any common services 
not required to support its residual military mission or protection and maintenance activities. 


C7.5. EQUIPMENT AND PERSONAL PROPERTY MAINTENANCE


The Military Department will generally follow a standard approach for establishing and 
maintaining minimum levels of maintenance for items of equipment and other personal property.  
This approach is based on the general practice described in Section C7.2.  Some additional 
guidelines for equipment and personal property maintenance include the following: 


C7.5.1.  Equipment and personal property will be transitioned to initial maintenance levels as 
their mission use ceases or the active mission departs. 


C7.5.2.  Equipment and personal property will be physically secured, at the Military 
Department’s option in consultation with the LRA, either in a central location or in individual 
facilities. 


C7.5.3.  Maintenance of installed equipment and related personal property will be at the 
initial levels for the associated real property, as set by the Military Department in consultation 
with the LRA.  Duration of initial maintenance will be as specified in paragraph C7.3.2, after 
which time only physical security will be provided. 
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C7.5.4.  Maintenance of non-installed equipment and non-related personal property is 
normally restricted to physical security. 


C7.5.5.  The Military Department will stop all personal property maintenance upon transfer 
or reuse.


C7.5.6.  The Military Department will notify the LRA of any intended change in an 
established maintenance level for equipment or personal property, if such a change becomes 
necessary, due to factors that may include closure or change in mission, no reuse apparent, or 
expiration of maintenance periods as specified in paragraph C7.3.2.  This notice will occur prior 
to the reduction in maintenance level. 


C7.5.7.  The Military Department will not repair or replace any personal property that is 
damaged or lost. 


C7.6. DoD-OWNED UTILITY SYSTEM MAINTENANCE AND OPERATION


C7.6.1.  The Military Department will consider and address the operation, maintenance, and 
conveyance of utilities and the effects of mission drawdown and closure on utilities service 
contracts or other agreements early in the disposal planning process.  Utilities include the 
following:


C7.6.1.1.  Water and sewage. 


C7.6.1.2.  Storm water. 


C7.6.1.3.  Electricity. 


C7.6.1.4.  Energy plants (heating and cooling). 


C7.6.1.5.  Waste collection and recycling. 


C7.6.1.6.  Gas (natural and liquid propane). 


C7.6.1.7.  Telecommunications lines, including telephone and cable TV. 


C7.6.2.  The Military Department should find a mechanism and willing recipient to help in 
transferring a closing installation’s utility systems to local entities (public or private) before the 
date of operational closure, or as soon as practicable after closure, to provide continuity of 
service.  It is the Department of Defense’s view that the community is best served when the 
Military Department transfers utility systems to local control early in the closure process.  For 
example, the sooner a public concern accepts transfer of the utility systems, the sooner it can 
apply for assistance, such as Economic Development Administration grants, to upgrade or 
rework systems to meet its specific requirements.  Moreover, if the LRA or local utility company 
operates the utility systems, prospective tenants will have confidence that utility services will 
continue to be provided. 
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C7.6.3.  All utility systems will be transferred in an “as is” condition and will not be 
improved to comply with local code or for other reasons before transfer.  


C7.6.4.  Operation of utility systems by the Military Department at a closed installation will 
normally be at the minimum level required to sustain caretaker operations.  Any operation to 
support reuse in excess of that required for caretaker operations will be the responsibility of the 
LRA.  The Military Department may agree to provide such increased services to support reuse 
prior to property conveyance only if it is fully reimbursed and there is no impact on the 
Department’s operational readiness.  A Military Department may not agree to continue operating 
utility systems after real property conveyance. 
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C8.  CHAPTER 8


ENVIRONMENTAL ACTIONS


C8.1. KEY OBJECTIVES


The Department of Defense has established four key environmental objectives when closing or 
realigning installations:


C8.1.1.  Ensure protection of human health and the environment on BRAC properties. 


C8.1.2.  Expeditiously transfer BRAC property to new owners. 


C8.1.3.  Maximize the utility of BRAC property by making wise public policy and business 
decisions regarding environmental actions. 


C8.1.4.  Maximize the use of all available tools to expedite response actions and 
redevelopment, including integration of early transfer authorities and privatization of response 
actions with redevelopment. 


C8.2. COMPLYING WITH NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (reference (t))


An important feature of the BRAC process is compliance with NEPA.  Under NEPA, the 
Military Departments must identify and consider the proposed action and reasonable alternatives 
and their respective environmental impacts.  Actions to be analyzed include operational 
activities, proposed disposal and reuse actions, and planned community redevelopment.  


C8.2.1. Application.


C8.2.1.1.  The NEPA process is intended to help Federal officials make environmentally 
informed decisions.  It also encourages and incorporates public comment and participation into 
the decision-making process.   


C8.2.1.2.  During the BRAC process, NEPA must be applied to the property disposal and 
relocation of functions at the receiving installation.  However, Public Law 101-510, as amended 
(reference (c)), provides that the Military Department does not have to consider 


C8.2.1.2.1.  The need for closing or realigning the military installation, which has 
been recommended for closure or realignment by the BRAC Commission; 


C8.2.1.2.2.  The need for transferring functions to a military installation that has been 
selected as the receiving installation; or 


C8.2.1.2.3.  The alternative military installations to those recommended or selected. 
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C8.2.2. Process.


C8.2.2.1.  To accomplish this, a formal environmental impact analysis is prepared, either 
in the form of an Environmental Assessment (EA) or an Environmental Impact Statement (EIS), 
depending on the level of analysis required.  In some cases, a Categorical Exclusion may be used 
for Military Department actions.  


C8.2.2.2.  The preparation of an EA is used to provide sufficient evidence in determining 
whether to issue a Finding of No Significant Impact (FONSI) or to prepare an EIS.  A FONSI is 
a determination that, based on the EA, the proposed action will not significantly affect the 
environment and a full EIS is not necessary.  Public comments can be received on the EA and 
the applicability of a FONSI.  Upon issuance of a FONSI, the Military Department can move 
forward with the final disposal decision.


C8.2.2.3.  The preparation of an EIS is more involved and engages the public in a more 
formal process, which can be summarized as follows: 


C8.2.2.3.1.  The Military Department publishes a Notice of Intent in the Federal 
Register that a property disposal action may be undertaken and an EIS will be prepared. 


C8.2.2.3.2.  A public scoping meeting will be held to obtain initial public comments 
about the proposed disposal action.


C8.2.2.3.3.  A Draft EIS (DEIS) is developed and published, and made available for 
public review and comment.  Public hearings are held in or near the affected communities.  


C8.2.2.3.4.  The Final EIS (FEIS) is then completed after considering the public 
comments received on the DEIS.  A Notice of Availability (NOA) of the FEIS will be published 
in the Federal Register.


C8.2.2.3.5.  No less than 30 days after publication of the FEIS, a Record of Decision 
(ROD) is issued.  The ROD indicates what disposal action has been selected, the alternatives 
considered, the potential environmental impacts, and any specific mitigation activities to support 
the decision. 


C8.2.2.3.6.  The FEIS should be completed no later than 12 months after the 
submittal of the LRA’s redevelopment plan.  


C8.2.3. Documentation.


C8.2.3.1.  The Military Department is required to analyze the potential environmental 
effects at the receiving installation or installations.  This analysis will determine the condition of 
the environment, facilities, and natural or historic, and cultural resources.  With such 
information, the Military Department will know which parts of the receiving installation can 
accept relocated functions and which areas need to be avoided or protected.   
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C8.2.3.2.  The NEPA analysis will be conducted according to the regulations of the host 
Military Department, including assignment of funding responsibility by its regulations.  See 
Appendix AP.4 for Military Department NEPA regulations.   


C8.2.3.3.  Before disposing of any real property, the Military Department must analyze 
the environmental effects of the disposal action.  In preparing that analysis, the Military 
Department must develop the proposed Federal action, which will include the redevelopment 
plan, and then consider a range of reasonable disposal alternatives and assess their environmental 
effects in the context of the reasonably foreseeable reuse of the property.  In the record of 
decision, the LRA’s redevelopment plan will be given substantial deference.  The Military 
Department will work closely with the LRA in preparing the NEPA analysis.  


Public Law 101-510, § 2905(b)(7)(K)(ii)&(iii).  


“(ii) For purposes of carrying out an environmental assessment of the closure or realignment of an 
installation, the Secretary of Defense shall treat the redevelopment plan for the installation 
(including the aspects of the plan providing for disposal to State or local governments, 
representatives of the homeless, and other interested parties) as part of the proposed Federal action 
for the installation. 


(iii) The Secretary of Defense shall dispose of buildings and property under clause (i) in 
accordance with the record of decision or other decision document prepared by the Secretary in 
accordance with the National Environmental Policy Act of 1969 (42 U.S.C. 4321 et seq.). In 
preparing the record of decision or other decision document, the Secretary shall give substantial 
deference to the redevelopment plan concerned.”    


C8.2.3.4.  In the event that the LRA fails to prepare an acceptable (as determined by 
HUD) or timely redevelopment plan, the Military Department will prepare the NEPA analysis 
using reasonable assumptions about foreseeable reuse based upon market conditions, current 
property use, surrounding land use, community needs, and other factors that typically are used to 
determine the highest and best use under GSA Federal Management Regulations, 41 CFR 102-75 
(reference (ab)). 


C8.2.3.5.  The NEPA analysis and decision documents prepared in connection with this 
analysis address the military department's decisions with respect to the property based on 
reasonably foreseeable uses and the potential mitigation actions that may be required for 
potential environmental impacts.  Although the Military Departments may indicate the specific 
disposal decisions in these decision documents, these decisions do not represent an enforceable 
commitment to a prospective transferee and can be amended as appropriate.


C8.2.4. Data Gathering.  To ensure efficient and effective data gathering in support of the 
NEPA process, early data collection should be combined with other ongoing processes 
supporting property disposal actions, such as the preparation of ECP reports.  In addition, other 
environmental studies supporting the NEPA process, such as those involving threatened and 
endangered species, cultural or historic resources, and wetlands determination, should be started 
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as early as possible to ensure timely compliance with the applicable regulatory requirements.  
Every effort will be made to provide the data gathered in the NEPA process to the LRA as soon 
as it is available to aid in the development and finalization of its redevelopment plan.  Data 
gathering is a neutral activity and should not be confused with preparation or analysis of 
alternatives, which will not begin until after the closure and realignment recommendations 
become final. 


C8.3. ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION OF PROPERTY REPORT


C8.3.1.  The Military Department with real property accountability shall assess, determine, 
and document the environmental condition of all transferable property in an ECP report (see 
Appendix AP2).  The primary purposes of that report include the following:  


C8.3.1.1.  Provide the Military Department with information it may use to make disposal 
decisions regarding the property. 


C8.3.1.2.  Provide the public with information relative to the environmental condition of 
the property. 


C8.3.1.3.  Assist in community planning for the reuse of BRAC property. 


C8.3.1.4.  Assist Federal agencies during the property screening process. 


C8.3.1.5.  Provide information for prospective buyers. 


C8.3.1.6.  Assist prospective new owners in meeting the requirements under EPA’s “All 
Appropriate Inquiry” regulations when they become final. 


C8.3.1.7.  Provide information about completed remedial and corrective actions at the 
property.


C8.3.1.8.  Assist in determining appropriate responsibilities, asset valuation, and 
liabilities with other parties to a transaction. 


C8.3.2.  The ECP’s scope and level of any additional efforts required to complete it will 
depend upon a number of factors including the following: 


C8.3.2.1.  The current property use. 


C8.3.2.2.  The nature and extent of any known contamination or lack thereof from 
hazardous substances, pollutants, contaminants, or petroleum and petroleum products (for 
uncontaminated determination, see paragraph C8.5.4). 


C8.3.2.3.  Any munitions and explosives of concern known or suspected to be present. 


C8.3.2.4.  The current phase of any remedial or corrective action being taken on the 
property.
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C8.3.2.5.  The availability of existing information regarding the storage, release, or 
disposal on the property of hazardous substances, pollutants, contaminants, or petroleum and 
petroleum products. 


C8.3.2.6.  The presence of protected species or cultural assets. 


C8.3.3.  The ECP report may, based on the installation’s individual circumstance, be 
prepared for an entire installation or for individual parcels.


C8.3.4.  The ECP report will also summarize historical, cultural, and environmental 
conditions and include references to publicly available and related reports, studies, and permits.  
(Appendix AP.2 provides a format and describes the minimal required elements of the ECP 
report.)  The report shall rely on existing information and, if necessary, new information readily 
available in order to provide an accurate summary of the environmental condition of the 
property.  If needed, the Military Department will prepare an ECP Update Report based upon 
new information.  This report may include additional site characterization to meet applicable 
regulatory or planning requirements, or help maximize the value of the property. 


C8.3.5.  The ECP report and any ECP Update Report shall be made publicly available and 
electronically accessible as soon as possible after it becomes final.  The ECP report will be 
forwarded for information purposes to the following entities:  


C8.3.5.1.  Recognized LRAs. 


C8.3.5.2.  Local governments in each jurisdiction in which an installation having BRAC 
real property is located. 


C8.3.5.3.  Environmental agencies with regulatory authority over the matters described in 
the report. 


C8.3.5.4.  Any Federal agency seeking a property transfer at the installation. 


C8.3.5.5.  The Restoration Advisory Board (RAB). 


C8.4. COMPLYING WITH LAWS THAT PROTECT NATURAL AND CULTURAL
RESOURCES


As part of the NEPA analysis, the Military Department will analyze the impacts on natural and 
cultural resources.  For example, EO 11988 (reference (be)) calls for determinations regarding 
floodplains and EO 11990 (reference (bf)) calls for determinations regarding wetlands.  
Additionally and aside from the NEPA requirements, other laws such as the Endangered Species 
Act and National Historic Preservation Act require the Military Department to analyze the 
impacts on natural and cultural resources and to consult with Federal and State agencies before 
making final property disposal decisions.  


C8.4.1. Endangered Species Act (ESA) (reference (o)). 
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C8.4.1.1.  The ESA includes both substantive prohibitions and affirmative obligations 
with which the Military Department must comply.  It requires the Military Department to consult 
with the National Marine Fisheries Service for most marine species and the U.S. Fish and 
Wildlife Service for all other species before taking any BRAC-related realignment or disposal 
action that may affect, adversely or beneficially, a listed threatened or endangered species or 
designated critical habitat.  It also requires the Military Department to confer with those agencies 
for actions that may affect a species that is proposed for listing as threatened or endangered.
Regulations implementing the ESA are contained in 50 CFR 402 (reference (bg)), while the lists 
of endangered and threatened wildlife and plants are contained in 50 CFR 17.11 and 17.12; the 
designated critical habitats are listed in 50 CFR 17.95 and 17.96 (reference (bh)). 


C8.4.1.2.  The transfer of BRAC property does not by itself adversely affect listed 
species, but its reuse could be subject to the take prohibitions in Section 9 of the ESA (reference 
(o)).  The mandatory Section 7(a)(2) consultation process will identify what species are likely to 
be present on the property, what habitat has been designated as critical, what reuse actions are 
likely to result in a take, and whether the developer or new owner will be able to use the property 
as planned.


C8.4.1.3.  The Military Department’s natural resource staff experts should be consulted 
when additional advice is required in this area. 


C8.4.2. Coastal Zone Management Act (CZMA) (reference (n)).  The Coastal Zone 
Management Act (CZMA) requires that all Federal actions that affect any land or water use or 
natural resource of the coastal zone be consistent to the maximum extent practicable with the 
enforceable policies of federally approved State Coastal Management Programs (CMPs).  The 
ministerial act of transferring ownership of property generally will not affect coastal zone 
resources or uses.  However, the new owners will be subject to the State’s enforceable policies.
In rare instances, restrictive covenants that limit the type of reuse to which property can be put 
may be inconsistent with the enforceable policies of a State coastal management program.  
Because such a situation is unlikely, the Military Department disposing of the property should 
address it with the assistance of legal counsel.  In Federal-to-Federal transfers, the receiving 
agency will be responsible for any required consistency determination under CZMA.     


C8.4.3. Historic Preservation.


C8.4.3.1.  The transfer, lease, or sale of National Register-eligible historic property to a 
non-federal entity may constitute an “adverse effect” under the regulations implementing the 
National Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR 800.5(a)(2)(vii)) (reference (bi)).  One way of 
resolving this adverse effect is to restrict the use that may be made of the property subsequent to 
its transfer out of Federal ownership or control through the imposition of legally enforceable 
restrictions or conditions.  The Secretary of the Military Department may include such 
restrictions or conditions (typically a real property interest in the form of a restrictive covenant or 
preservation easement) in any deed or lease conveying an interest in historic property to a non-
Federal entity.  Before doing so, the Secretary should first consider whether the historic character 
of the property can be protected effectively through planning and zoning actions undertaken by 
units of State or local government.  If so, working with such units of State or local government to 
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protect the property through these means is preferable to encumbering the property with a 
covenant or easement.   


C8.4.3.2.  Before including such a covenant or easement in a deed or lease, the Secretary 
shall consider 


C8.4.3.2.1.  Whether the jurisdiction that encompasses the property authorizes such a 
covenant or easement, and  


C8.4.3.2.2.  Whether the Secretary can give or assign to a third party the 
responsibility for monitoring and enforcing such a covenant or easement. 


C8.4.3.3.  In addition, the Military Department should ensure (without providing tax 
advice) that the recipient is aware of potential tax advantages of receiving the property without 
enforceable restrictions, thereby enabling the recipient to grant historic preservation easements 
and obtain available tax advantages. 


C8.4.3.4.  See Appendix AP1 for other laws that impact natural and cultural resources. 


C8.5. COMPLYING WITH LAWS PERTAINING TO CLEANUP OF HAZARDOUS
SUBSTANCES AND PETROLEUM PRODUCTS


The Department of Defense must ensure that appropriate response or corrective actions related to 
petroleum products or their constituents and hazardous substances have been taken, or will be 
taken, to protect human health and the environment on property that is to be transferred.  These 
response or corrective actions and transfer are intertwined and the requirements can be complex.  
Refer to Appendix AP1 for a list of the primary Federal laws and regulations that pertain to the 
cleanup of DoD property.


C8.5.1. Determination of Cleanup Responsibilities.


C8.5.1.1.  In coordination with environmental regulatory agencies and the local 
government, the Military Department will make decisions as early as possible on which 
contaminated sites on BRAC property will have response actions completed by the Department 
of Defense or by the new owner in coordination with environmental regulatory agencies and the 
local government.  When a Military Department retains responsibility for response actions, the 
actions will be completed as soon as possible, consistent with budget parameters and existing 
response or corrective action permits.  As these decisions are being made, the Military 
Departments must consider Interagency Agreements (IAGs) and other cleanup agreements that 
are in place at the facility with the environmental regulatory agencies and the effect these 
decisions will have on those agreements.  If any schedule changes are expected for 
environmental restoration activities, discuss them early in the process with the regulators.


C8.5.1.2.  Historically, remedy selection based on current or historic use helps speed 
cleanup and redevelopment, as does reuse planning that incorporates special environmental 
conditions (e.g., landfills or industrial areas).  A new owner or LRA, when planning how to 
redevelop BRAC properties, may benefit from these concepts.  Response actions at levels that 
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support less restricted uses of the property are a business decision to be normally made by the 
new owner of the property with realization that cleanup costs associated with less restricted 
property usage may be borne by the new owner as part of the redevelopment of the property for 
new  uses.  Therefore, for BRAC properties the Department of Defense prefers that Military 
Department cleanup decisions be based on current use of the property.


C8.5.1.3.  For facilities such as former ranges that have unique military characteristics, 
the Department of Defense prefers the remedy selection be based upon future use as open space.
Open space includes wildlife refuges, endangered and threatened species habitat, conservation 
areas, carbon sequestration areas, and limited recreation areas.  The most common types of such 
properties are impact areas for former ranges and demilitarization areas for open burning or 
detonation of military munitions.


C8.5.1.4.  Where response action responsibilities will be implemented by a new owner, 
the Military Department shall disclose to the new owner all known information regarding 
environmental restoration, waste management, and environmental compliance activities relating 
to the property or facilities.  This information shall include a description of any long-term 
remedies (including land-use controls) and a description of the new owner’s responsibility for 
maintenance and reporting.  


C8.5.1.5.  The Department of Defense uses RABs to improve communication and 
cooperation with communities, regulators, and other stakeholders surrounding military facilities 
requiring environmental restoration. RABs bring together people who reflect the diverse interests 
within the local community, enabling the early and continued flow of information among the 
affected community, DoD, and environmental oversight agencies. The Department of Defense 
utilizes RABs as a forum to share information on the environmental restoration process, 
remediation technologies, and restoration progress. RABs offer an opportunity for members of 
communities affected by cleanup to provide advice to decision makers on restoration issues, ask 
questions, and share ideas. Where there is a DoD-recognized LRA, it should be a RAB 
participant. 


C8.5.2. Obligations for Restoration of Property Being Transferred by Deed.


C8.5.2.1.  Whenever a Military Department enters into a transfer of real property outside 
the Federal government where CERCLA 120(h)(3)) (reference (f)) hazardous substances were 
stored for 1 year or longer, known to have been released, or disposed of, Section 120(h) of 
CERCLA (reference (f)) applies.  The Department of Defense has no authority under Section 
120(h) (reference (f)) to increase or decrease the commitment required by that section.


C8.5.2.2.  Any deed transferring title to real property shall contain, to the extent required 
by law, the notices, descriptions, and covenants specified in Section 120(h) of CERCLA 
(reference (f)).  Check current DoD issuances for additional guidance on the subject of covenants 
under section 120(h). 


C8.5.2.3.  While all property must comply with CERCLA 120 requirements for transfer, 
the cleanup itself may proceed under CERCLA or RCRA, when appropriate.  RCRA establishes 
requirements for operating facilities and provides a comprehensive framework for a cradle-to-
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grave hazardous waste management program.  In 1984 RCRA was expanded by adding 
corrective action authority to compel cleanup of past contamination at RCRA facilities.  Cleanup 
conducted pursuant to RCRA corrective action or CERCLA will substantially satisfy the 
requirements of both programs.  EPA, in its “Improving RCRA/CERCLA Coordination at 
Federal Facilities” policy memorandum issued in December 2005, is committed to the principle 
of parity between RCRA Corrective Action and CERCLA programs and to the idea that the 
programs should generally yield similar remedies in similar circumstances.  


C8.5.3. Munitions Hazards.  Where munitions and explosives of concern are known or 
suspected to be present on the property and to pose a threat to human health and safety, the 
Military Department shall take appropriate measures to address such hazards before transferring 
the property.


C8.5.4. Requirements for Different Types of Response Action/Transfer Scenarios.
Described below are a range of likely scenarios and potential approaches for the conduct of 
response actions and transfer of BRAC property.  While the response action scenarios below are 
written in a CERCLA context, they are equally applicable to RCRA.  For this purpose, the term 
“appropriate regulators” means regulators from whom concurrence is required under a permit, 
enforcement order, or site-specific binding agreement pertaining to the property. 


C8.5.4.1. Uncontaminated Property. In the case of a parcel where no CERCLA 
hazardous substance or petroleum products or their derivatives are known to have been released 
or disposed of, the Military Department shall forward a Request for Identification of 
Uncontaminated Property to EPA (for National Priority List or NPL sites) or the State (for non-
NPL sites) pursuant to criteria in Section 120(h)(4) of CERCLA (reference (f)) (see following 
quote for additional detail).  In the case of a concurrence that is required from a State official, the 
concurrence is deemed to be obtained if, within 90 days after receiving a request for the 
concurrence, the State official has not acted (by either concurring or declining to concur) on the 
request.  EPA must concur not later than 9 months after submittal to the base transition 
coordinator for a specific proposed use for the parcel, or 18 months after the date of approval of 
base closure recommendations.  Therefore, expeditious action is required by the base transition 
coordinator.  If concurrence cannot be obtained within the specified period of time, the Military 
Department should elevate the issue to the Component political level for resolution. 


(1)  the date that is 9 months after the date of the submittal, if any, to the transition 
coordinator for the installation concerned of a specific use proposed for all or a portion of the 
real property of the installation; or 


(2)  the date specified in section 120(h)(4)(C)(iii) of such Act.” 


P.L. 103-160, Section 2910 


“The identification by the Secretary of Defense required under section 120(h)(4)(A) of the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 (42 
U.S.C. 9620(h)(4)(A)), and the concurrence required under section 120(h)(4)(B) of such Act, 
shall be made not later than the earlier of— 
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C8.5.4.2. No Remedial Action Required. In the case of a parcel where: 


C8.5.4.2.1.  CERCLA hazardous substances or petroleum products or their 
derivatives have been released or disposed of; and


C8.5.4.2.2.  CERCLA or petroleum investigations were completed (for hazardous 
substances at NPL sites) and a no-action decision document was completed and concurred in by 
EPA or other appropriate regulators— 


no further action is required for transfer of the property.   


C8.5.4.3. Remedy Completed by the Department of Defense. In the case of a parcel 
where:


C8.5.4.3.1.  CERCLA hazardous substances or petroleum products or their 
derivatives were known to have been released or disposed of; 


C8.5.4.3.2.  CERCLA or petroleum investigations have been completed; 


C8.5.4.3.3.  an environmental response (removal or remedial action) was found 
necessary;


C8.5.4.3.4.  the required environmental response was completed before property 
transfer; and  


C8.5.4.3.5.  remedy completion was concurred in by EPA (for hazardous substances 
at NPL sites) or other appropriate regulators— 


no further action is required for transfer of the property.   


C8.5.4.4. Remedy in Place by the Department of Defense. In the case of a parcel where:   


C8.5.4.4.1.  CERCLA hazardous substance or petroleum products or their derivatives 
were known to have been released or disposed of; 


C8.5.4.4.2.  CERCLA or petroleum investigations have been completed; 


C8.5.4.4.3.  an environmental response (removal or remedial) action was found 
necessary; and 


C8.5.4.4.4.  the selected remedy has been constructed and is operating properly and 
successfully— 


the property will be transferred before the environmental response action has been 
completed, but the remedy is in place and operating successfully. 


C8.5.4.4.5.  The Military Department should obtain concurrence from EPA before 
transfer that the hazardous substance remedy is “operating properly and successfully” (OPS) 
except where Early Transfer/Covenant Deferral applies. 
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C8.5.4.4.6.  An OPS demonstration is not required for transfers from the Department 
of Defense to other Federal agencies or for responses to petroleum products or their derivatives.
After remedy completion, the Military Department should obtain concurrence from EPA (for 
hazardous substances at NPL sites) or other appropriate regulators that the remedy has been 
completed. 


C8.5.4.5. Early Transfer; the Department of Defense Completes the Response or 
Corrective Action.  In the case of a parcel where:


C8.5.4.5.1.  CERCLA hazardous substances or petroleum products or their 
derivatives were known to have been released or disposed of; 


C8.5.4.5.2.  CERCLA or petroleum investigations have been completed; 


C8.5.4.5.3.  an environmental response (remedial or removal) action was found 
necessary; and 


C8.5.4.5.4.  the Department of Defense will complete the response or corrective 
action after property transfer— 


the Military Department shall submit to the State and, if an NPL site, to EPA, a Covenant 
Deferral Request for hazardous substances (not petroleum products). 


C8.5.4.5.5.  The request shall contain sufficient information to satisfy the criteria in 
Section 120(h)(3)(C) of the CERCLA (reference (f)).  Covenant Deferral Requests are not 
required for early transfers from the Department of Defense to other Federal agencies.  After 
remedy completion, the Military Department shall seek concurrence from EPA (for hazardous 
substances at NPL sites) or other appropriate regulators that the remedy is complete.  See “Early 
Transfer Authority: A Guide to Using ETA to Dispose of Surplus Property” (reference (bj)) for 
guidance.


C8.5.4.6. Early Transfer; Privatization of Response or Corrective Action. In the case of a 
parcel where: 


C8.5.4.6.1.  CERCLA hazardous substances or petroleum products or their 
derivatives were known to have been released or disposed of; 


C8.5.4.6.2.  CERCLA or petroleum investigations have been completed; 


C8.5.4.6.3.  an environmental response (remedial or removal) action was found 
necessary and a remedy was selected; and 


C8.5.4.6.4.  the new property owner will complete the selected response or corrective 
action after property transfer, as required by a transfer agreement, contract, or State law cleanup 
program, and obtain all necessary concurrences— 
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The Military Department shall submit to the State and, if an NPL site, to EPA, a 
Covenant Deferral Request for hazardous substances (not petroleum products), to the extent 
required by CERCLA 120(h)(3) (reference (f)). 


C8.5.4.6.5.  The request shall contain sufficient information to satisfy the criteria in 
Section 120(h)(3)(C) of CERCLA (reference (f)).  Where there is an existing and enforceable 
agreement, permit, order, or a response action is proceeding under a State law program, the 
Military Department shall seek to have the responsibilities transferred to the new owner or 
operator.


C8.5.4.7. Early Transfer; Privatization of Response or Corrective Selection and Action.
In the case of a parcel where: 


C8.5.4.7.1.  CERCLA hazardous substances or petroleum products and their 
derivatives were known to have been released or disposed of; 


C8.5.4.7.2.  CERCLA or petroleum investigations have not all been completed or all 
remedies have not yet been selected; and 


C8.5.4.7.3.  the new property owner will complete the required environmental 
response or corrective action (perform the investigation, implement the remedy, complete the 
remedial action, and obtain necessary concurrences as required by any transfer agreement, 
contract, response action agreement with Federal or State regulators)— 


the Military Department shall submit to the State and, if an NPL site, to EPA, a 
Covenant Deferral Request for hazardous substances (not petroleum products), to the extent 
required by CERCLA 120(h) (3) (reference (f)). 


C8.5.4.7.4.  The request shall contain sufficient information to satisfy the criteria in 
Section 120(h)(3)(C) of CERCLA (reference (f)).  Where there is an existing and enforceable 
agreement, permit, or order, or a response action is proceeding under a State law program, the 
Military Department shall seek to have the responsibilities transferred to the new owner or 
operator.


C8.5.5. Finding of Suitability to Transfer or Lease.


C8.5.5.1.  Before transfer or lease of BRAC property, the Military Department shall 
ensure all applicable statutory and regulatory requirements have been satisfied.  The 
FOST/FOSL will substantially follow the outline provided in Appendix AP3.  The Military 
Departments may use conforming checklists or questionnaires for this purpose.  For matters 
specifically related to hazardous substances, petroleum products, and other regulated materials 
(e.g., asbestos) on the property, the Military Department shall prepare a Finding of Suitability to 
Transfer/Lease (FOST/FOSL) summarizing how the applicable requirements and notifications 
for these substances and materials have been satisfied in order for DoD to provide the applicable 
CERCLA 120(h)(3) or CERCLA 120(h)(4) covenants (reference (f)).  The FOST/FOSL shall 
state the property is environmentally suitable for transfer or lease and contain a description of 
any long-term remedies (including land-use controls) and responsibilities for their maintenance 
and reporting.  The FOSL will document that the property is suitable for lease in that the uses 
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contemplated for the lease are consistent with protection of human health and the environment, 
and that there are adequate assurances that all necessary remedial action has been taken or will 
be taken after the execution of the lease. 


C8.5.5.2.  The FOST shall be forwarded to the State and, if an NPL site or EPA permitted 
RCRA site, to EPA, for review and comment. While resolving adverse comments is desirable, 
such resolution is not required for transfer.  For leases, providing the FOSL to EPA for comment 
satisfies the consultation requirement of CERCLA, Section 120(h)(3) (reference (f)), and 10 
U.S.C. Section 2667(f)(2) (reference (bk)).  While resolving adverse comments from regulators 
is desirable, such resolution is not required for leases.  The process for review and comment on 
the FOST may be modified if the FOST is used to also satisfy Resource Conservation and 
Recovery Act (RCRA) (reference (v)) corrective action closure requirements.   


C8.5.6. Coordination with Regulatory Agencies.


C8.5.6.1.  Installations selected for closure in the BRAC 2005 round may have 
established relationships with Federal and State regulators for environmental matters.  They may 
also have cleanup programs in progress or completed.  Existing procedures and relationships 
related to regulatory oversight should be maintained for closing installations, and until the 
property is transferred to a new property owner. 


C8.5.6.2.  Existing permits and cleanup agreements shall be maintained and 
responsibilities fulfilled pursuant to the terms of the permit or agreement unless, consistent with 
such permit or agreement, responsibility is transferred to the new owner, or other arrangements 
are made with the regulatory agencies.  Those other arrangements could include removal of 
certain property from a RCRA, Part B, or issuance of a closure permit to facilitate property 
transfer.


C8.5.6.3.  The Military Department should maintain oversight reimbursement in both 
pre- and post-transfer situations where it retains response action responsibilities, such as cleanup 
after early transfer and 5-year reviews for remedies.  Where cleanup actions have been assumed 
by another party, payment of oversight expenses or fees to environmental regulators may be 
assumed by the transferee and eventually by the new owner in the case of land-use controls. 


C8.6. OTHER PLANNING AND FUNDING CONSIDERATIONS


C8.6.1.  Other environmental actions will be required as a consequence of the base closures 
and realignments.  A host of other environmental requirements may apply to a given base.  
Subject matter experts within the Military Department are available to help determine the 
applicability and required actions.  In the case of interservice realignments, if the new function 
being relocated to the installation causes an additional expenditure to acquire new permits or to 
significantly modify existing permits, the Military Department that is being relocated is 
responsible for providing the resources necessary to satisfy the new permit requirement.  
Additional potential applicable requirements are summarized in the following subsections. 
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C8.6.2. Hazardous Waste Generation.  The closure of an installation could result in a 
significant increase in the generation of hazardous waste.  The Military Department may need to 
expand its hazardous waste contract to cover the increase and to remove wastes more frequently 
and from different locations (including sites not previously listed in the contract.). 


C8.6.3. Resource Conservation and Recovery Act Permit.  The Military Department may 
need to close or transfer a hazardous waste treatment, storage, or disposal facility at an 
installation.  Such an action requires formal procedures and written approval from EPA or the 
State exercising authority under RCRA (reference (v)).  If a permit renewal is due prior to the 
departure of a military unit, facility personnel should consult with the military property disposal 
office.  The property disposal office should attempt to negotiate modifications to the permit, as 
necessary, to remove as much of the base closure property as possible from the permit to help 
facilitate future property transfer. 


C8.6.4. Above/Underground Storage Tanks.  The closure and documentation of closure for 
underground storage tanks is another important task, particularly tanks that contain hazardous 
wastes or regulated substances (as defined in the Solid Waste Disposal Act (reference (bl)) 
hazardous waste or underground storage tank provisions).  Regulatory procedures for such 
closures are set forth in 40 CFR 264 (Hazardous Wastes at Permitted Facilities); 40 CFR 265 
(Hazardous Wastes at Interim Status Facilities); 40 CFR 280 (Regulated Substances Subject to 
the Underground Storage Tank Provisions) (reference (bl)); and in the corresponding provisions 
of State regulations. 


C8.6.5. Clean Air Permits and General Conformity Requirements.


C8.6.5.1.  The CAA (reference (d)) establishes a system for identifying and reducing air 
emissions to protect human health.  It requires that permits be obtained for stationary sources of 
air pollution; typically one overall permit for an installation and one for each new source.  Reuse 
activities must obtain air permits from the local air authority before they can start operating.  In 
some cases, the local air authority may allow the Military Department to transfer existing permits 
with the source.  In other cases, the air authority may require the creation of emission credits, 
while in still others a pressing military requirement in the area may require support of an ongoing 
or expanding mission.  The Military Department must contact the DoD Regional Environmental 
Coordinator to coordinate its actions regarding air emissions and emissions credits.  Disposition 
of emission credits is also discussed in Chapter 6 of this Manual.  (See Section C6.5 for 
supporting details.)  Some of the Military Department’s actions will include surveying and 
documenting all existing CAA permits, including size and expiration data; conducting 
inventories of all mobile sources; contacting the local air authority to find out what options and 
restrictions exist; and coordinating emission issues with the LRA.  


C8.6.5.2.  CAA General Conformity requirements apply to realignment actions that occur 
in certain areas of the country.  EPA’s National Ambient Air Quality Standards Disposal actions 
are exempt from those requirements.  To ensure Federal activities do not hamper local efforts to 
control air pollution, the CAA prohibits Federal agencies from engaging in, supporting, 
licensing, or approving any action that does not conform to an approved State air quality plan:  
the State Implementation Plan or SIP.  If the property will be reused by a Federal agency or if 
Federal agency approval is required for the reuse (such as an FAA-approved airport), the Federal 
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agency may need to comply with all applicable conformity requirements for the proposed reuse.  
The air conformity analysis can be complex and time consuming and must be completed before 
the Federal action can proceed.  The conformity analysis and any necessary Conformity 
Determination is generally included in the NEPA documentation. 


C8.6.6.  Clean Water Act (reference (m)) and Safe Drinking Water Act (reference (w)) 
Permits.  Utilities such as wastewater collection, treatment, and discharge systems; storm water 
collection, treatment, and discharge systems; and drinking water reservoir, treatment, storage, 
and distribution systems and their ancillary fire protection systems often transfer to the local 
municipality, utility district, or, in the case of some isolated bases, the new owner or developer.
Installation personnel in the public works and environmental departments should work with the 
Federal or State permitting authority and the receiving municipality, utility district, or owner to 
facilitate the transfer of permits to the new owner or operator.  If the closing base will be placed 
in caretaker status, the permitting authority may require some regulated utilities to be closed and 
their wastes disposed of in accordance with the requirements established by the permitting 
authority.  For realigning bases that gain missions, the public works and environmental personnel 
should evaluate if the new missions and increased utility requirements will require applications 
for new or modifications of existing direct, indirect, or storm water discharge permits or safe 
drinking water permits.  These individuals must coordinate all changes with the permitting 
authority and receiving municipality or utility district. 


C8.6.7. Asbestos Containing Material.


C8.6.7.1.  Some buildings and facilities on BRAC property may contain asbestos 
containing materials (ACM) that must be addressed in accordance with DoD policy as set forth 
in an Office of USD (AT&L) memorandum dated October 31, 1994 (reference (bm)).   


C8.6.7.2.  Prior to property disposal, all available information as described in Appendix 
AP.2 on the existence, extent, and condition of ACM shall be incorporated into the 
Environmental Condition Property report.  


C8.6.7.3.  Reference (bm) directs that ACM not in compliance with applicable laws, 
regulations, and standards or that poses a threat to human health at the time of transfer shall be 
remediated by the Military Department, or by the transferee under a negotiated requirement of 
the contract for sale or lease.  However, remediation of ACM that poses a threat to human health 
will not be required when the buildings are scheduled for demolition by the transferee; the 
transfer document prohibits occupation of the buildings prior to demolition; and the transferee 
assumes responsibility for the management of any ACM in accordance with applicable laws.  


C8.6.8. Lead-Based Paint.


C8.6.8.1.  In response to the Lead-Based Paint Poisoning Prevention Act (reference (q)) 
and Residential Lead-Based Paint Hazard Reduction Act (Title X) (reference (bn)), DoD policy 
is set forth in the Office of the USD (AT&L) memorandum of January 7, 2000 (reference (bo)), 
and Lead-Based Paint Guidelines for Disposal of DoD Residential Real Property: A Field Guide 
(Interim Final-December 1999) (reference (bp)). That policy calls for DoD Components to 
manage lead-based paint (LBP) in a manner protective of human health and the environment, 
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and to comply with all applicable Federal, State, and local laws and regulations governing LBP 
hazards.


C8.6.8.1.1.  Abate soil-lead surrounding housing constructed between 1960 and 1978 
(Title X requires abatement of LBP hazards in target housing constructed prior to 1960).  The 
transfer agreement may require the purchaser to perform the abatement activities. 


C8.6.8.1.2.  Evaluate the need for interim controls, abatement, or no action for bare 
soil lead concentrations between 400 and 2000 ppm (excluding children’s play areas) based on 
the findings of the LBP inspection, risk assessment, and criteria contained in the Field Guide. 


C8.6.8.1.3.  Evaluate and abate LBP hazards in structures reused as child-occupied 
facilities located on residential real property.  Child-occupied facilities are day care centers, 
preschools, and kindergarten classrooms visited regularly by children under 6 years of age. 


C8.6.8.1.4.  Evaluate and abate soil-lead hazards for target housing demolished and 
redeveloped for residential use following transfer.  Under Title X, residential dwellings that are 
demolished or not intended for occupancy after transfer do not require an inspection and risk 
assessment or LBP control and hazard abatement.  However, DoD requires that the terms of 
property transfer include a requirement for the transferee to evaluate and abate any soil-lead 
hazards prior to occupancy of any newly constructed dwelling units. 


C8.6.8.2.  The Federal requirements for residential structures and dwellings with LBP on 
BRAC properties differ depending on the date of construction of the residential housing being 
transferred.  These requirements may include inspection, notice, and abatement.  However, 
inspection and abatement are not required when the building is scheduled for demolition, non-
residential use, or non-child-occupied facilities, or when the transferee conducts renovation 
consistent with regulatory requirements for abatement of LBP hazards.  Local requirements may 
also apply and they may be more stringent. 


C8.6.9. Polychlorinated Biphenyls.  The Toxic Substances Control Act (TSCA) (reference 
(bp)) generally bans the use, manufacture, processing, and distribution in commerce of 
polychlorinated biphenyls, or PCBs.  While EPA allows transfer prior to cleanup, buyers or 
sellers need to work with their EPA regional PCB contact to establish a cleanup plan prior to 
property transfer.   The Military Department should review all appropriate electrical equipment 
on the installation scheduled to be closed or realigned to ensure that they are appropriately 
classified as PCB, PCB-contaminated, or non-PCB (40 CFR 761.30) (reference (bq))  (see 
Appendix AP2).
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C9.  CHAPTER 9


BRAC ACTIONS CAUSING GROWTH


C9.1. GENERAL


This chapter focuses on community considerations, actions, and opportunities where BRAC 
decisions direct realignment actions that increase military missions and functions and personnel 
levels at existing bases.  At those bases, the community and the installation take advantage of 
existing capacity to host the additional military missions, personnel and families.  The receiving 
bases may involve moves with minimal impact due to community excess capacity and near-term 
capability for expansion.  Other receiving locations may involve large personnel movements, 
particularly in relatively isolated locations.  These larger relocations require an active and 
supporting partnership between the gaining military installation and the local community.  When 
a military base experiences significant mission and personnel increases, the associated 
population increase has the potential to affect the environment, transportation, and other 
community infrastructure and place direct and significant demands on surrounding community 
infrastructure and services.  This chapter outlines some of the actions that can be taken to 
minimize the negative effects of these demands. 


C9.2. PLANNING FOR GROWTH


C9.2.1. Organizing for Growth.


C9.2.1.1.  Large, rapid influxes of personnel and missions create the need for an 
immediate partnership between community leaders and installation leaders to manage the 
changes.  Coordinated management of change provides an opportunity to minimize the negative 
effects on the community while enhancing the long-term quality of life environment for defense 
personnel and community residents.  Communities require time to plan, budget for, and construct 
necessary improvements and facilities. See excerpt from Public Law 109-163 (reference (br)) 
below.


Public Law 109-163 Section 2835. Required consultation with State and local entities on 
issues related to increase in number of military personnel at military installations. 


If the base closure and realignment decisions of the 2005 round of base closures and 
realignments under the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (part A of title 
XXIX of Public Law 101-510; 10 U.S.C. 2687 note) or the Integrated Global Presence and 
Basing Strategy would result in an increase in the number of members of the Armed Forces 
assigned to a military installation, the Secretary of Defense, during the development of the 
plans to implement the decisions or strategy with respect to that installation, shall consult 
with appropriate State and local entities to ensure that matters affecting the community, 
including STAT.3522 requirements for transportation, utility infrastructure, housing, 
education, and family support activities, are considered. 
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C9.2.1.2.  A growth-planning partnership with the military installation is an effective and 
proven approach to cope with a growing installation (see Section C9.3).  Such a partnership can 
help a community assess its absorption capacity, formulate an adjustment strategy, and develop 
and implement an action plan to accommodate off-base requirements while maintaining the 
quality of life for arriving DoD personnel, their families, and the affected community.  The 
strategy should seek to achieve a community-wide consensus on an action plan for managing the 
influx of new DoD personnel into the community. The key to the success of such a partnership 
is the inclusion of all relevant interests and stakeholders (i.e., utility, education, childcare, fitness, 
medical care and housing providers) in the planning and facilities-programming processes. 


C9.2.1.3.  In base realignments, a single local organization is essential for the 
coordination of a diverse array of actions and the participation of local governmental bodies and 
members of the public.  Such an organization has historically been an ad hoc advisory council or 
steering committee.  Members come from the public and private sector, plus installation 
represe


nd


ntatives.  Sometimes State representatives are involved, especially if school capital 
budgets for construction come from the State.  The organization’s role is to assess the likely 
growth effects, delineate gaps in local development needs, and prepare a strategy and 
coordination mechanism for meeting these needs and then ensure that community facilities a
services will be ready when the influx occurs. 


C9.2.2. Issues to Consider.  Community leaders and the growth management organization 
should begin working with installation officials on the timing of the personnel, mission, and 
demographic changes caused by inbound personnel as soon as the BRAC realignment decisions
are final.  Community leaders need to appreciate the difficulty and limitations of the BRAC 
decisio ultingn process in terms of the detailed scheduling for specific unit moves and the res
effects on the local community.3


C9.2.2.1. Location of Growth.  The location of growth can be just as important as
magnitude of growth in terms of impacts.  For example, if all growth occurs in already deve
areas that have sewer, water, and other infrastructure, the financial, social and environmental 
impacts of this growth will be very different from growth that occurs in undeveloped a
Furthermore, the location of growth may have a significant effect on the capacity of the 
transportation system.  For example, residentia


 the 
loped


reas.


l growth that occurs at the fringe of the 
ommunity or in outlying communities will put more pressure on the road network than growth 


that
c


 occurs close to the base, as well as stores and services. 


C9.2.2.2. Housing.


C9.2.2.2.1.  Community leaders should explore housing options for inbound milita
personnel with the installation commander, who needs to be proactive in this area because there 
could be a period where demand will exceed su


ry


pply.  During this period, escalating housing 


3 For additional guidance, see the OEA website (www.OEA.gov) guide for the “Managing Growth” technical 
bulletin. 
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costs af l


ary
ld work 


with


 the new housing requirement.  The 
HRMA should take into account the impact the increased military demand will have on the 
private-sector housing supply and estimate a reasonable market response that is in general 
greater than historic housing supply growth trends.  After completing the HRMA, the Military 
Departmen


fect not only the military personnel but the civilian personnel moving to the area as wel
as community residents not associated with the installation.


C9.2.2.2.2.  Longstanding DoD policy (see references (bs) and (bt)) requires prim
reliance on the private sector for housing military families. Installation commanders shou
with local communities to ensure processes are in place to provide incoming personnel 
sufficient information to obtain housing upon arrival.  The Military Department should conduct a
housing requirement market analysis (HRMA) to determine


t may choose to pursue privatized housing options or may believe that existing 
housing stocks are, or will be, sufficient. 


C9.2.2.3. Schools and Medical and Other Support Facilities.


C9.2.2.3.1.  Closely related to the housing analysis planning process are planning 
needs for s


ing


 also 
tricts


g
The


er school options, such as charter and private schools, 
to support the military and the surrounding communities.  


C9.2.2.3.2.  Medical treatment facilities are also frequently stressed when large 
realignmen RE


uty 
nity


 on 


chools, medical treatment facilities, support facilities such as child development 
centers and fitness centers, and recreational support facilities for the military members and 
families.  Local school districts need to be involved.  Prompt decisions regarding future hous
needs and locations will help school districts in their planning process.  States may play a 
primary role in school construction, while other localities may need to prepare school 
construction bond proposals for taxpayer consideration.  Federal School Impact Aid changes
need to be considered.  The installation commander should coordinate with local school dis
regarding increases in student populations and advise military personnel that there could be a la
until school districts can respond with increased facilities, teachers, and support facilities.  
commander may also need to consider oth


ts occur in rural or isolated locations.  Although military personnel use the TRICA
insurance program (the Department of Defense’s worldwide health care program for active d
and retired uniformed services members and their families) to pay for their services, commu
and military leaders should consider how to address shortages of particular medical specialties 
and services.  Shortages of critical services, unless addressed, could place undue hardships
both military and civilian personnel. 


C9.2.2.4. Utility Systems.  A large influx of personnel could overtax existing utility 
systems, if capacity is at or near design limits.  Even if electric generating capability is available, 
installation engineers and local community engineers must also address the transmission networ
capacities.  While military installations place increasing reliance on local services providers for 
needed utility support, the lead-time to increase capacity (in


k


cluding transmission) modes can be 
years in planning, design, and construction before the actual increase in capacity is provided.
This situati rselyon could potentially influence overall success of the realignment and could adve
impact the surrounding civilian community as well if not recognized and planned in advance, 
with assistance from community and utility providers during the growth management planning 
process.
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C9.2.2.5. New Construction and Facilities.  The Military Department will plan for new 
construction or renovation to meet the additional requirements of missions and personnel 
transferred to an installation.   A primary reliance is placed on the department’s standard 
acquisition and construction practices.  However, alternative methods, such as Enhanced Use 
Leasing (EUL), may give an installation commander the ability to leverage private-sector 
expertise and financial resources to build or redevelop existing land, buildings, and other real 
estate assets.  EUL, which is part of 10 U.S.C. 2667 (reference (bk)), allows a Military 
Department to lease real property in exchange for certain services, supplies, and facilities. 


C9.2.2.6. Business and Workforce Development.  The influx of new residents into a 
community will likely increase the demand for business and commercial development to provide 
retail establishments, services, dining, and recreation opportunities.  The workforce investmen
system is a valuable resource for communities experiencing economic growth.  In these 
communi


t


ties, workforce challenges will surface as businesses need additional workers.  Many of 
these services will also afford job opportunities for spouses and dependents of military and 
civilian personnel.  There may be a new demand for a greater variety and different quality of 
establishments as well. 


C9.2.2.7. Community Planning.  Dramatic demographic changes will require a fresh 
look at local general plans, zoning ordinances, building code requirements, and approval 
processes so that the increased demand for residential, commercial, and public facility 
development can be accommodated in a smart, orderly fashion.  In some cases, the State
need to give local jurisdictions the authority to plan and implement planning or to create sp


s may 
ecial


districts.  With good planning and efficient development practices, communities may be able to 
absorb onthe new residents and businesses into existing neighborhoods, with little or no expansi
of infrastructure.  In other cases, local jurisdictions may need to annex adjacent unincorporated 
areas so that appropriate oversight for development is possible.  Changed or increased 
installation missions also may require attention to compatible land uses near parts of the 
installation that generate or are affected by noise or other environmental factors. 


Public Law 109-163 Section 2836 (b) Sense of Congress. 


It is 


 are 


the sense of Congress that the Secretary of Defense should seek to ensure that the 
permanent facilities and infrastructure necessary to support the mission of the Armed 
Forces and the quality-of-life needs of members of the Armed Forces and their families
ready for use at receiving locations before units are transferred to such locations as a result 
of the 2005 round of base closures and realignments and the Integrated Global Presence and 
Basing Strategy. 


C9.2.2.8. Quality of Life.  Realignment actions could also influence the overall q
of life associated with the installation and the surrounding community, such as increasing
commute times and stimulating development of a wider range of cultural, commercial, housing, 


uality


and professional services alternatives, benefiting both new and existing residents.  Some of the 


116







DoD 4165.66-M 


quality of life factors to be considered that can be affected by an expanding installation include 
the following:  


C9.2.2.8.1.  Quality and accessibility to public, private, and charter schools. 


C9.2.2.8.2.  Housing availability and affordability. 


C9.2.2.8.3.  Standard of living, service members’ ability to support themselves and 
their families. 


C9.2.2.8.4.  Recreation and leisure. 


C9.2.2.8.5.  Fitness. 


C9.2.2.8.6.  Healthcare. 


C9.2.2.8.7.  Crime and safety. 


C9.2.2.8.8.  Spouse employment. 


parks and open spaces. 


unity services, via a range of transportation 
options (wa on, biking, automobiles). 


d access to public transportation. 


C9.


C9.2.2.8.9.  Affordable, high-quality childcare. 


C9.2.2.8.10.  Continuing education for adults. 


C9.2.2.8.11.  Commercial aviation support. 


C9.2.2.8.12.  Natural and environmental resources. 


C9.2.2.8.13.  Accessibility of 


C9.2.2.8.14.  Accessibility to comm
lking, public transportati


C9.2.2.8.15.  Level of traffic an


2.2.9. Security.  New missions may change the overall security environment of the 
installation sh previously routine actions such as 
accessing t  as the personnel office or exchange. 


C9.3. PLA


.  The result could be increased time to accompli
he installation and visiting support facilities such


NNING ASSISTANCE


There are t ander and local community 
leaders ma


C9.3.1.


wo primary options for helping the installation comm
ke effective decisions.  


Internal Military Planning Assistance.  As soon as the President forwards his closure 
and realign lish


sing
ment recommendations to the Congress, the installation commander should estab


a planning team to address local issues and needs.  This team should be charged with propo
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solutions th y of an expanded 
mission. 


at minimize the effects on both the installation and the communit


C9.3.2. Community Planning Assistance.  An equally important tool for the local 
community and the installation is the growth management planning assistance available from 
OEA.  Technical and financial assistance to eligible communities can be invaluable in organizing 
and developing a coordinated community response.  This assistance should focus on a single 


r with the installation’s planning activities to develop an 


g
on and the legislative authorization parameters can be met.   


local organization that would partne
overall growth management strategy for addressing local expansion needs.  Financial assistance 
can only be provided where there is a “direct and significantly adverse consequence” resultin
from a substantial realignment acti


C9.4. NATIONAL ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT REQUIREMENTS (reference (t)). 


The Military Department will address the impact of the expanded mission on the installation an
the local c


d
ommunity as part of complying with NEPA requirements.  Under NEPA, the Military 


Departm on.  As 
par  can 


ent will not assess the realignment decision, only how to implement the decisi
t of an active partnership with local community leaders, the installation commander


facilitate this process by inviting them to participate in the NEPA process. This includes ensuring 
they are aware of options about the public notice process, issues identification, and other 
opportunities for public participation in the process.  See Section C8.2 for a more detailed 
discussion of NEPA requirements.    
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C10.  CHAPTER 10


CONTACT INFORMATION


This chapter provides contact information for individuals seeking further information regarding 
specific aspects of base closure and reuse planning.  As a first step, interested individuals should 
refer to the Web sites for particular organizations.  Those sites contain useful data, contact 
information, and links to additional material.  If information is required on specific installation 
issues, individuals should contact the installation. 


C10.1. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY


C10.1.1. Organizational Structure.


C10.1.2. Web Site.


http://www.hqda.army.mil/acsim/brac/braco.htm
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C10.1.3. E-mail Contact.


ArmyBRAC2005@hqda.army.mil


C10.1.4. Address.


Army BRAC Division 
Assistant Chief of Staff for Installation Management DAIM-BD
600 Army Pentagon  
Washington, DC 20310-0600 
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C10.2. DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY


C10.2.1. Organizational Structure.


C10.2.2. Web site.


http://www.navybracpmo.org/


C10.2.3. E-mail Contact.


Melanie.Ault@navy.mil


C10.2.4. Address.


Department of the Navy, BRAC Program Management Office 
1230 Columbia Street, Suite 1100  
San Diego, CA  92101 


121







DoD 4165.66-M


C10.3. DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE


C10.3.1. Organizational Structure.


C10.3.2. Web Sites.


Air Force Real Property Agency:  http://www.afrpa.hq.af.mil/


Western REC: http://www.afrpa.hq.af.mil/mcclellan/


Central REC: http://www.afrpa.hq.af.mil/kelly/


C10.3.3. Addresses.


BRAC Policy: SAF/IEI, 1665 Air Force Pentagon, Washington, DC 20330-1665  


BRAC Disposal: AFRPA/DR, 1700 N. Moore St., Suite 2300, Arlington, VA 22209-
2802


BRAC Realignment: SAF/IEI, 1665 Air Force Pentagon, Washington, DC 20330-1665 


C10.3.4. Telephone Contacts.


BRAC Policy & Realignments: 703-695-3592 


BRAC Disposal: 703-696-5501 
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C10.4.  DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY 


C10.4.1. Organizational Structure.


C10.4.2. E-mail Contact.


BRAC2005@dla.mil 


C10.4.3. Address.


DLA BRAC Office 
8725 John J. Kingman Road, Stop 6220 
Fort Belvoir, VA 22060-6221 


C10.4.4. Telephone Contacts.


703-767-2470


703-767-2672
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C10.5. OFFICE OF ECONOMIC ADJUSTMENT


C10.5.1. Organizational Structure.


C10.5.2. Web Site.


http://www.oea.gov/


C10.5.3. General E-mail.


oeafeedback@wso.whs.mil 


C10.5.4. Addresses.


Office of Economic Adjustment Office of Economic Adjustment 
400 Army Navy Drive, Suite 200 Western Regional Office 
Arlington, VA 22202-4704 1325 J Street, Suite 1500 


Sacramento, CA 95814 


C10.5.5. Telephone Contacts.


Arlington, VA: 703-604-6020 
Western Regional Office:  916-557-7365 
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C10.6. OFFICE OF THE DEPUTY UNDER SECRETARY OF DEFENSE FOR
INSTALLATIONS AND ENVIRONMENT


C10.6.1. Organizational Structure.


C10.6.2. Web Site.


http://www.acq.osd.mil/ie/ 


C10.6.3. Address.


Office of the Deputy Under Secretary of Defense 
(Installations and Environment) 
3400 Defense Pentagon, Room 5C646 
Washington, DC 20301-3400 


C10.6.4. E-mail Contact.


Steve.Kleiman@osd.mil 
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C10.7.  OSD PERSONNEL AND READINESS OFFICE 


C10.7.1. Organizational Structure.


C10.7.2. Web Site.


http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/


C10.7.3. Telephone contacts.


Civilian Personnel Policy:  703-571-9287 


CARE Division:  703-696-1799 
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C10.8. HOMEOWNERS ASSISTANCE PROGRAM


C10.8.1.  This program is discussed in detail in Chapter 4.  Further information can be found 
at www.hq.usace.army.mil/hap/.  The three field offices below are tasked with implementing the 
Homeowners Assistance Program: 


C10.8.1.1.  U.S. Army Engineer District, Savannah, CESAS 
P.O. Box 889 
Savannah, GA 31402-0889 
912-652-5020
800-861-8144


The geographic area for this office includes Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Tennessee, Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, Michigan (except Sawyer and 
Wurtsmith Air Force Bases), Ohio, Tennessee (Fort Campbell only), Maryland, Delaware, 
District of Columbia, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Rhode Island, New York, Vermont, New 
Hampshire, Massachusetts, Connecticut, Maine, New Jersey, West Virginia, and Europe. 


C10.8.1.2.  Army Engineer District, Sacramento, CESPK 
1325 J Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814-2922 
916-557-6850
800-811-5532


The geographic area for this office includes Alaska, Arizona, California, Hawaii, Idaho, 
Montana, Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington, and the Pacific Ocean. 


C10.8.1.3.  Army Engineer District, Fort Worth, CESWF 
P.O. Box 17300 
Fort Worth, TX 76102-0300 
817-886-1209
888-231-7751


The geographic area for this office includes Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas, New 
Mexico, Colorado, Iowa, Nebraska, Michigan (Sawyer and Wurtsmith Air Force Bases only), 
Minnesota, North and South Dakota, Wisconsin, Wyoming, Kansas, and Missouri. 


C10.8.2.  The Department of Defense has appointed the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers to be 
the executive agent for the Homeowners Assistance Program.  The following contact information 
is provided for the National Program Manager: 


National Program Manager 
Department of Defense Homeowners Assistance Program 
Headquarters, U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
Military Programs/Real Estate (CEMP-DD) 
441 G Street, NW 
Washington, DC 20314-1000 
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Phone: 202-761-0967 
DSN: 314-763-0967 
Fax: 202-761-4891 
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AP1.  APPENDIX 1


PUBLIC LAWS, FEDERAL REGULATIONS, AND OTHER AUTHORITIES.


AP1.1.  This Appendix provides a summary of various laws, regulations, and other authorities 
that direct BRAC efforts. 


TABLE AP1.T1. Public Laws, Federal Regulations, and Other Authorities 


Law/Regulation/Authority Summary of Key Provisions Reference


Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990 (DBCRA 
90), Pub. L. 101-510, 10 U.S.C. § 
2687 note


Provides a process designed to result in timely closure and realignment of 
military installations 


(c)


32 CFR Part 174, Revitalizing Base 
Closure Communities and 
Addressing Impacts of Realignment


Establishes policy and assigns responsibilities to implement base closures and 
realignments, including disposal of real and personal property 


(e)


32 CFR Parts 176, Revitalizing Base 
Closure Communities - Community 
Redevelopment and Homeless 
Assistance


Implements the Base Closure Community Redevelopment and Homeless 
Assistance Act, as amended (10 U.S.C. 2687 note), which instituted a new 
community-based process for addressing the needs of the homeless at base 
closure and realignment sites 


(e)


National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Years 1992 and 1993 
(NDAA 92/93), Pub. L. 102-190 §§ 
334(a), 2821, 2827 


Requires draft final RI/FSs for BRAC 88 bases on the NPL be submitted to 
EPA by 4 December 1993 and draft final RI/FSs for BRAC 91 bases on the 
NPL must be submitted to EPA by 4 December 1994  


Allows for a 6-month extension under certain conditions 


Amends DBCRA 90 to clarify requirements of the Commission and to 
establish the BRAC account as the sole source of environmental restoration 
funding


(bu) 


National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1993 (NDAA 93), 
Pub. L. 102-484


Makes funds available to the Economic Development Administration (EDA) 
for economic adjustment assistance with respect to base closures


(bv) 


National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1994 (NDAA 94), 
Pub. L. 103-160, Title XXIX, §§ 
2901–2930; 32 CFR Parts 174, 175


Amends BCRA 88, DBCRA 90, 10 U.S.C. § 2667, 10 U.S.C. § 2391(b), 
FPASA, and NDAA 92/93; amendments are specific to personal property, 
real property screening, McKinney Act compliance, leasing, contracting with 
communities or small/disadvantaged businesses, transferring property at less 
than fair market value, and economic adjustment assistance 


Contains provisions for base transition coordinators, CERCLA § 120(h)(4) 
compliance, and NEPA compliance


(ad) 


National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1995 (NDAA 95), 
Pub. L. 103-337


Provides assistance for public participation in DoD environmental restoration 
activities


Includes clarifying and technical amendments to BCRA 88 and DBCRA 90


(bw) 


National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2005 (Sections 2400 
of Public Law 108-375, as amended )


Establishes a new process to streamline real property transactions 


Eliminates delays in the assignment of real property to Federal sponsoring 
agencies for public benefit conveyances 


(bx) 
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Law/Regulation/Authority Summary of Key Provisions Reference


National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2006 (NDAA 06), 
Pub. L. 109-163 


Requires consultation with State and local entities on issues related to 
increase in number of military personnel at military installations 


(bs) 


Base Closure Community 
Redevelopment and Homeless 
Assistance Act of 1994 
(Redevelopment Act), Pub. L. 103-
421


Exempts BRAC 95 installations from the Stewart B. McKinney Homeless 
Assistance Act 


Establishes a new process for LRA accommodation of homeless assistance 
needs during redevelopment planning


(by) 


National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1996 (NDAA 96), 
Pub. L. 104-106


Provides for longer term interim leases 


Amends the Redevelopment Act 


Establishes a new property transfer authority  


Allows the Department of Defense to transfer BRAC property in exchange 
for the construction of family housing 


(bz) 


National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1997 (NDAA 97), 
Pub. L. 104-201


Allows the Department of Defense to contract for police and fire protection at 
facilities remaining on property not yet transferred 


Allows property to be transferred before cleanup is complete


(ca)


Federal Property Management 
Regulations 


41 CFR Part 101-47 (Real Property) 
and 41 CFR Parts 101-43–101-45 
(Personal Property)


Provides a mechanism for: 


utilizing excess Federal property 


disposing of surplus Federal property 


procuring and supplying personal property and non-personal services 


performing records management 


(cb) 


Surplus Property Act (SPA), 50 
U.S.C. App. § 1622(d) and 49 U.S.C. 
§§ 47151–47153 


Governs power transmission line disposals in cases of surplus Federal 
property, and provides for conveyance of surplus Federal property for use as 
a public airport (subject to approval by FAA) 


(cc)


Act of May 19, 1948, 16 U.S.C. § 
667b-d


Provides for transfer of Federal property to state agencies or the Department 
of the Interior for wildlife conservation purposes


(cd) 


Stewart B. McKinney Homeless 
Assistance Act (McKinney Act), 42 
U.S.C. § 11301 et seq.


Requires DoD Components to identify unutilized, underutilized, excess or 
surplus property (e.g., housing at installations being closed) that may be 
suitable for use by the homeless 


Requires notification to HUD, which informs the Department of Health and 
Human Services of property suitable for the homeless 


Does not apply to BRAC 95 bases, which are specifically exempted by the 
Redevelopment Act


(k) 


10 U.S.C. § 2667 Provides authority to lease non-excess DoD property to non-Federal entities.  
Includes various incentives to allow use of proceeds to obtain certain 
services, supplies, and facilities.


(bk) 


10 U.S.C. § 2694a (Conveyance for 
Conservation )


Authorizes no-cost conveyances to state and local agencies and nonprofit 
conservation entities: 


Includes perpetual conservation restrictions 


Allows reconveyance, with conservation restriction  


Permits sale of property, with DOI approval and DOD reimbursement, if 
property loses conservation value 


Extends cooperative agreement authority to nonprofit groups to perform site 
cleanup and monitoring  


(ao) 


Indian Self-Determination Act, 25 
U.S.C. §§ 450f–450n


Provides for grants or contracts with tribal organizations for educational or 
health purposes or for strengthening tribal governments 


Authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to acquire property in trust for such 
purposes


(ce)
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Law/Regulation/Authority Summary of Key Provisions Reference


Indian Reorganization Act, 25 U.S.C. 
§§ 461–479


Provides for reorganization of tribal and non-tribal lands 


Authorizes the Secretary of the Interior to acquire land to be held in trust for 
tribes


(cf) 


Civil Rights Act of 1964, 28 U.S.C. § 
1447, 42 U.S.C. §§ 1971, 1975a–
1975d, 2000a– 2000h-6


Provides for enforcement of voting rights 


Prohibits discrimination in places of public accommodation and public 
facilities


(cg) 


Rehabilitation Act of 1973, 29 
U.S.C. §§ 701–709, 720–724, 730–
732, 740, 741, 750, 760–764, 770–
776, 780–787, 790–794


Guarantees equal opportunity for individuals with handicaps in order to 
maximize their employability and integration into the workplace and 
community


(ch) 


Stevenson-Wydler Technology 
Innovation Act of 1980 (Pub. L. 96-
480, as amended), 15 USC 3710(i)


Authorizes the transfer of excess research equipment to educational 
institutions and nonprofit organizations


(bc) 


Public Buildings Cooperative Use 
Act (PBCUA), 40 U.S.C. §§ 490, 
601a, 606, 611, and 612a


Encourages reuse of historic buildings as administrative facilities for Federal 
agencies or activities


(ci)


10 U.S.C. § 2391 (Military Base 
Reuse Studies and Community 
Planning Assistance)


Authorizes the Secretary of Defense to make grants to state and local 
governments, and regional organizations, to assist them in planning 
community adjustments in response to base closures 


(cj)


National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA) 42 U.S.C. § 4321 et seq.


Provides a process to help Federal officials make decisions that are based on 
an understanding of environmental consequences 


Requires DoD Components to analyze potential environmental impacts of 
proposed actions and alternatives for base disposal decisions


(t)


Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation and 
Liability Act of 1980(CERCLA), 42 
U.S.C. § 9601et seq.


Requires the conduct of any needed response actions to clean up 
contamination, threatening risks to human health and the environment posed 
by past releases of hazardous substances 


Section 120(h) governs the identification of uncontaminated parcels and 
covenant requirements for deed transfers of contaminated parcels.


(f) 


Resource Conservation and Recovery 
Act (RCRA), 42 U.S.C. § 6901 et 
seq.


Requires the establishment of management systems for hazardous waste, 
nonhazardous solid waste, and underground storage tanks 


Provides corrective action authority for cleanup of solid waste management 
units


(v) 


Clean Water Act (CWA), 33 U.S.C. 
§§ 1251–1387;


Establishes controls on point source and nonpoint source discharges to 
surface waters under the National Pollutant Discharge Elimination System 


(m) 


Executive Order 11990 (Protection of 
Wetlands)


Establishes permitting requirements for construction activities in waterways 
and wetlands


(bf) 


Clean Air Act (CAA), 42 U.S.C. § 
7401 et seq. 


Mandates improvements to air quality through establishment of National 
Ambient Air Quality Standards; nonattainment requirements; technology and 
risk standards for air toxics; permit requirements for sources of air emissions; 
state implementation plans for complying with standards; and conformity 
determinations for Federal agency actions except base closure final disposals 


(d) 


Safe Drinking Water Act (SDWA), 
42 U.S.C. §§ 300f–300j- 26


Defines substances for which EPA must set drinking water standards 


Authorizes establishment of underground injection controls on wells used for 
waste disposal 


(w) 
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Law/Regulation/Authority Summary of Key Provisions Reference


Toxic Substances Control Act 
(TSCA), 15 U.S.C. §§ 2601–2671 


Provides for the specific regulation of PCBs and asbestos 


Requires maintenance of an inventory of manufactured chemicals and filing 
of a premanufacture notification for chemicals not in the inventory 


(x) 


Asbestos Hazard Emergency 
Response Act (AHERA), 15 U.S.C. 
§§ 2641–2655; 40 CFR Part 763 


Amends TSCA to govern inspection of asbestos containing materials in 
schools and completion of appropriate response and abatement activities


(ck) 


Lead-Based Paint Poisoning 
Prevention Act (LBPPPA), 42 U.S.C. 
§§ 4801–4846


Requires establishment of procedures for eliminating immediate hazards 
related to lead-based paint and for notifying purchasers of the presence of 
lead-based paint 


Eliminates use of lead-based paint 


(q) 


Residential Lead-Based Paint Hazard 
Reduction Act (RLBPHRA), Title X 
of Pub. L. 102-550


Governs transfers of pre-1978 Federal property for residential use 


Requires inspection and notification for post-1960 structures 


Requires inspection and abatement for pre-1960 housing 


(bn) 


Federal Insecticide, Fungicide and 
Rodenticide Act (FIFRA), 7 U.S.C. § 
136 et seq.


Establishes a registration program for pesticide and other substances 


Governs disposal of pesticides and pesticide containers


(p) 


American Indian Religious Freedom 
Act (AIRFA), 42 U.S.C. § 1996


Protects and preserves religious freedoms of Native Americans, including 
access to religious sites 


(cl)


Archaeological and Historic 
Preservation Act (AHPA), 16 U.S.C. 
§ 469


Governs activities that may affect historic or archaeological resources 


Directs Federal agencies to coordinate with the Department of the Interior


(aw) 


Bald and Golden Eagle Protection 
Act (BGEPA), 16 U.S.C. § 668


Governs activities and facilities that may threaten protected birds (l)


Coastal Zone Management Act 
(CZMA), 16 U.S.C. §§ 1451–1464


Encourages states along oceans and the Great Lakes to adopt Coastal Zone 
Management Plans (CZMP), which require any applicant for a Federal permit 
to certify that its project is consistent with the applicable plan 


(n) 


Endangered Species Act (ESA), 16 
U.S.C. §§ 1531–1544 


Requires protection of threatened or endangered species by prohibiting 
activities and facilities that would have an adverse effect on them


(o) 


Fish and Wildlife Coordination Act 
(FWCA), 16 U.S.C. §§ 661–666


Requires persons to consult with Federal and state agencies when modifying, 
controlling, or impounding a surface water body over 4 hectares in size 


(cm) 


Marine Mammal Protection Act 
(MMPA), 16 U.S.C. §§ 1361-1421


Governs activities that may affect or harass marine mammals (cn) 


Migratory Bird Treaty Act (MBTA), 
16 U.S.C. §§ 703–712


Governs activities that may affect or threaten migratory birds or their habitats (r) 


Native American Graves Protection 
and Repatriation Act (NAGPRA), 25 
U.S.C. §§ 3001–3013


Governs discovery and handling of Native American human remains and 
objects


(s)


National Historic Preservation Act 
(NHPA), 16 U.S.C. § 470


Establishes a program for the preservation of additional historic properties 
throughout the nation 


Establishes a process to identify conflicts between historic preservation 
concerns (e.g., properties included or eligible for the National Register of 
Historic Places) and Federal undertakings


(u) 
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Law/Regulation/Authority Summary of Key Provisions Reference


Watershed Protection and Flood 
Prevention Act (WPFPA), 16 U.S.C. 
§ 1001 et seq.; 33 U.S.C. § 701-1;
Executive Order 11988 (Floodplain 
Management)


Governs reservoir development and stream modification projects including 
specific wildlife habitat improvements


(co) 


Wild and Scenic Rivers Act 
(WSRA), 16 U.S.C. § 1271 et seq.


Preserves and protects the free flowing condition of selected rivers 


Establishes a national Wild and Scenic Rivers System 


(cp) 


Executive Order 12088 Establishes a process for ensuring Federal agency compliance with Federal, 
state, and local pollution control requirements 


Outlines a process for resolving disputes between EPA and Federal agencies, 
specifying the Office of Management and Budget as dispute resolution agent


(cq) 


Executive Order 12372 (as amended 
by Executive Order 12416)


Requires Federal agencies to provide opportunities for consultation by elected 
officials of state and local governments 


(cr) 


Executive Order 12580 Addresses delegation of certain duties and powers assigned to the President in 
CERCLA to heads of Federal agencies 


(cs)


Executive Order 12788, January 15, 
1992, as amended by Executive 
Order 13378


Creates the Defense Economic Adjustment Program to coordinate economic 
adjustment assistance for communities affected by Defense downsizing 


(ct)


Executive Order 12999, Improving 
Mathematics and Science Education 
in Support of the National Education 
Goals


Gives preference to elementary and secondary schools in the transfer or 
donation of education-related Federal equipment such as computers


(bd) 


Executive Order 12898, Federal 
Actions to Address Environmental 
Justice in Minority Populations and 
Low- Income Populations


Requires the creation of an Interagency Working Group on Environmental 
Justice to develop guidance for Federal agencies on environmental justice 
strategies 


Requires Federal agencies to include diverse segments of the population in 
research, data collection, and analysis 


Requires Federal agencies to solicit public views and to consider 
environmental justice values in decision-making 


(cu) 


Executive Order 13089, Coral Reef 
Protection


Requires all Federal agencies whose actions may affect U.S. coral reef 
ecosystems to (a) identify their actions that may affect U.S. coral reef 
ecosystems; (b) utilize their programs and authorities to protect and enhance 
the conditions of such ecosystems; and (c) ensure, to the extent permitted by 
law, that any actions they authorize, fund, or carry out will not degrade the 
conditions of such ecosystems 


(cv) 


DoD Directive 3030.1 Updates the mission, responsibilities, functions, relationships, and authorities 
of the Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA). 


(cw) 


DoD Directive 4165.6 Real Property (bs) 


DoD Directive 4165.63 Housing (bt)


DoDI Directive 4715.4 Hazardous Material Pollution Prevention (cx) 


DoD Directive 4500.34 DoD Personal Property Shipment and Storage Program (cy) 


DoD Directive 5134.01 Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
(USD(AT&L))


(a)


DoD Directive 5410.12 Economic Adjustment Assistance to Defense- impacted Communities (cz)
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Law/Regulation/Authority Summary of Key Provisions Reference


DoD Instruction 4165.68 Revitalizing Base Closure Communities and Community Assistance - 
Community Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance 


Implements the Redevelopment Act, as amended, codified at 32 CFR Part 
176


(da) 
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AP2.  APPENDIX 2


ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION OF PROPERTY REPORT OUTLINE


AP2.1. PURPOSE


AP2.1.1.  This section will discuss the purpose of the ECP Report as: 


AP2.1.1.1.  Providing the DoD Component with the information it needs to make 
disposal decisions regarding the property; 


AP2.1.1.2.  Providing the public with information relative to the environmental condition 
of the property; 


AP2.1.1.3.  Assisting the local government in planning land reuse activities; 


AP2.1.1.4.  Assisting Federal agencies during the Federal property screening process; 


AP2.1.1.5.  Providing information to prospective buyers; 


AP2.1.1.6.  Assisting new owners in meeting their environmental obligations; and 


AP2.1.1.7  Assisting in determining appropriate responsibilities, asset valuation, 
liabilities, and costs with other parties to a transaction. 


AP2.2. BACKGROUND


This section will provide a brief discussion of the existing environmental conditions of the 
property, including the scope of contamination from hazardous substances or petroleum products 
and current cleanup activities.  The background section should also include a brief description of 
the property’s historic and current land uses. 


AP2.3. PROPERTY DESCRIPTION


This section will describe the property including acreage, geographic coordinates, a summary of 
the natural physical environment, a summary of known cultural and historic resources, and site 
maps. 


AP2.4. ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION OVERVIEW - EXISTING ENVIRONMENTAL
INFORMATION (ECP REPORT)


This section will rely on existing information and, if necessary, new information that is readily 
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available to provide a more accurate summary of the environmental condition of the property.  It 
will summarize the historical, cultural, and environmental conditions of the property.  For each 
environmental statutory or regulatory requirement identified in Table AP2.T1, Part I, a summary 
of activities relevant to the property, or notation that this requirement does not apply, will be 
provided.  This section will also reference all related publicly available documentation including, 
but not limited to permits, surveys and inventories, management plans, reports, reviews, and 
assessments.  Information related to the statutory and regulatory requirements identified in Table 
AP2.T1, Part II, as they apply, should also be provided here. 


AP2.5. ENVIRONMENTAL CONDITION OVERVIEW - NEW ENVIRONMENTAL
INFORMATION (UPDATE TO ECP REPORT)


This section, if applicable, will include any new or updated information. 


AP2.6. CERTIFICATION


This section will contain a signed statement certifying that all information/documentation 
provided accurately reflects the property’s condition. 
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AP3.  APPENDIX 3


FORMAT FOR FINDING OF SUITABILITY TO TRANSFER/LEASE


AP3.1. FOST/FOSL


For matters specifically related to hazardous substances, petroleum products and other regulated 
materials (e.g., asbestos) on the property, authorized officials shall sign a FOST/FOSL 
summarizing how the applicable requirements and notifications for these substances and 
materials have been satisfied. 


AP3.2. FOST OUTLINE


The following outline shall be followed for all DoD FOSTs and FOSLs: 


AP3.2.1.  Purpose 


AP3.2.2.  Property Description 


AP3.2.3.  Summary of Environmental Condition and Notifications (see Table AP3.T1) 


AP3.2.4.  Finding of Suitability to Transfer/Lease with Signature 


AP3.2.5. Enclosures:


AP3.2.5.1.  Site Map 


AP3.2.5.2.  References – Documentation Supporting the FOST/FOSL


AP3.2.5.3.  Regulatory Comments and Comment Adjudication – Lists the regulatory 
agencies that commented on the FOST/FOSL, summarizes how the comments were adjudicated, 
and describes any issues for which the DoD Component may not agree.  Comments may be 
attached as part of the enclosure. 


AP3.3. FOST SECTIONS AND CONTENT


AP3.3.1.  Purpose – The purpose of the FOST/FOSL is to “summarize how the requirements 
and notifications for hazardous substances, petroleum products and other regulated materials on 
the property have been satisfied.” 


AP3.3.2.  Property Description – This section should provide a brief description of the 
property being conveyed/leased, including acreage, current ownership/leasing, and buildings and 
utilities present.  A legal description is not required. 


144







DoD 4165.66-M 


AP3.3.3.  Summary of Environmental Requirements and Notifications. 


AP3.3.3.1.  This section should summarize the actions and notifications taken to satisfy 
requirements related to hazardous substances, petroleum products and other regulated materials.  
The FOST/FOSL need not repeat information documented elsewhere, but should state the 
actions taken and provide references to other documents.  This section will also summarize any 
deed/lease restrictions. 


AP3.3.3.2.  Table AP3.T1 provides the list of topics that shall be addressed.  Summaries 
need only be provided for the topics checked “yes” in Table 1 (i.e., topics that are applicable for 
the property).  If applicable, this section shall incorporate analysis of the environmental impacts 
caused by adjacent property conditions. 


AP3.3.4.  Finding of Suitability to Transfer/Lease and Signature – The following standard 
text shall be used: 


AP3.3.4.1.  FOST Language:  Based on the information contained in this FOST, and the 
notices, restrictions, and covenants that will be contained in the deed, the property is suitable for 
transfer.


AP3.3.4.2.  FOSL Language:  Based on the information contained in this FOSL, the uses 
contemplated for the lease are consistent with the protection of human health and the 
environment, and there are adequate assurances that the United States will take all remedial 
action necessary with respect to any hazardous substance remaining on the property that has not 
been taken on the date of the lease.  The property therefore is suitable for lease. 


TABLE AP3.T1. Environmental Requirements and Notifications to Cover in FOST/FOSL


Applicable to 


Property?
APPLICABLE TOPICS


    No  Yes 


Presence of Hazardous Substances (Notification) 


CERCLA/RCRA (Response/Corrective Actions)  


Presence of Petroleum Products and Derivatives (Notification) 


UST/AST Storage Tanks (Closure/Removal)  


Munitions and Explosives of Concern – Response Actions


Asbestos Containing Material (Abatement/Notification) 


Lead-Based Paint, Target Housing and Residential Property 
(Abatement/Notification) 


PCBs (Notification) 
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AP4.  APPENDIX 4


MILITARY DEPARTMENT IMPLEMENTING GUIDANCE FOR NATIONAL 
ENVIRONMENTAL POLICY ACT (NEPA)


AP4.1. DEPARTMENT OF THE ARMY


32 CFR Part 651 (Army Regulation 200-2) (reference (dd)). 


http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_02/32cfr651_02.html 


AP4.1. DEPARTMENT OF THE NAVY


32 CFR Part 775 (reference (dc)). 


http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_02/32cfr775_02.html


AP4.1. DEPARTMENT OF THE AIR FORCE


32 CFR Part 989 (reference (dd)). 


http://www.access.gpo.gov/nara/cfr/waisidx_02/32cfr989_02.html 


AP4.1. DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY (DLA)


DLA Regulation 1000.22 (reference (de)). 


http://www.dlaps.hq.dla.mil/dlar/r1000.22.htm
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DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Office of the Secretary 


32 CFR Parts 174, 175, and 176 


DOD–2006–OS–0020 


[RIN 0790–AH91] 


Revitalizing Base Closure 
Communities and Addressing Impacts 
of Realignment 


AGENCY: Department of Defense (DoD). 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Department of Defense 
(DoD) is amending its regulations 
governing the disposal of property at 
installations being closed and realigned 
and how to address the impacts of 
realignment at receiving installations. 
This final rule contains amendments to 
address changes in the laws governing 
base closure and realignment (BRAC) 
made since the current regulations were 
promulgated. This final rule also 
amends DoD policy and addresses 
various environmental requirements not 
previously addressed in the regulations. 
DATES: Effective Date: This final rule is 
effective on February 28, 2006. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: Mr. 
Steven N. Kleiman at (703) 571–9085. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: 


Preamble Outline 
I. Authority 
II. Background 
III. Summary of Significant Changes to the 


Final Rule 
IV. Response to Comments 


A. General 
B. Definitions 
C. Policy 
D. Responsibilities 
E. LRA and the Redevelopment Plan 
F. Retention for DoD Component Use and 


Transfer to Other Federal Agencies 
G. Screening Properties After Declaration 


of Surplus 
H. Economic Development Conveyances 
I. Leasing of Real Property to Non-Federal 


Entities 
J. Leasing of Transferred Real Property by 


Federal Agencies 
K. Personal Property 
L. Maintenance and Repair 
M. Indemnification Under Section 330 of 


the National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 1993 


N. Real Property Containing Explosive or 
Chemical Agent Hazards 


O. NEPA 
P. Historic Preservation 


V. Administrative Requirements 
A. Regulatory Impact Analysis Pursuant to 


Executive Order 12866 
B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 
C. Unfunded Mandates 
D. Paperwork Reduction Act 
E. National Technology Transfer and 


Advancement Act 


F. Environmental Justice Requirements 
Under Executive Order 12898 


G. Federalism Considerations Under 
Executive Order 13132 


I. Authority 


This action is authorized by the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment 
Act of 1990, Title XXIX of the National 
Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal 
Year 1991, Pub. L. 101–510; the Base 
Closure Community Redevelopment and 
Homeless Assistance Act of 1994, Pub. 
L. 103–421; the Military Construction 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994, 
Division B of Pub. L. 103–160; and 10 
U.S.C. § 113. 


II. Background 


The Department of Defense 
(hereinafter the Department) developed 
the original rule, which this rule would 
amend, in conjunction with prior 
rounds of base closures and 
realignments. The Department 
published this amendment in the 
Federal Register as a proposed rule on 
August 9, 2005, at 70 FR 46116. 


In the preamble for the proposed rule, 
the Department explained that the rule 
was a counterpart to two Department 
issuances: DoD Directive 4165.66, 
Revitalizing Base Closure Communities 
and Community Assistance, and DoD 
Instruction 4165.67, Revitalizing Base 
Closure Communities—Base Closure 
Community Assistance. The Department 
further advised that these two issuances 
were being revised in conjunction with 
the proposed rule. During the public 
comment period, the Department further 
considered the need for such 
counterpart issuances and determined 
that there was no need for either the 
DoD Directive or the DoD Instruction. 
Consequently, DoD Directive 4165.66 
and DoD Instruction 4165.67 have been 
canceled. For purposes of ensuring the 
necessary and appropriate delegations 
of authority, DoD Directive 5134.01, 
Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
(USD (AT&L)), has been revised to 
include delegation language specific to 
the base closure process. The 
cancellations of DoD Directive 4165.66 
and DoD Instruction 4165.67 do not 
affect in any way the validity, 
applicability, or enforceability of the 
rule but merely reduces the number of 
additional internal publications issued 
by the Department. 


The public comment period for the 
proposed rule ended October 11, 2005. 
Thirty-one commenters submitted 
comments on the proposed rule. Several 
commenters submitted comments after 
the close of the public comment period; 
to the extent the Department was able to 


respond to these comments without 
significantly interfering with the timely 
publication of this final rule, those 
comments were also considered. The 
preamble to this final rule consists 
mainly of an explanation of the 
Department’s responses to these 
comments. Therefore, both this 
preamble and the preamble to the 
proposed rule should be reviewed 
should a question arise as to the 
meaning or intent of the final rule. 


The preamble to the final rule 
provides a discussion of each proposed 
rule section on which comments were 
received. Where changes in the rule are 
being made, specific reference is made 
to those changes in the discussion. 
Where no such specific reference is 
made in the discussion, no change to 
the rule is being made. Revisions to the 
proposed rule that are simply editorial 
or that do not reflect substantive 
changes are not addressed in this 
preamble. 


All comments the Department 
received are presented in a document 
available at either http:// 
www.defenselink.mil/brac/ or http:// 
www.oea.gov. 


III. Summary of Significant Changes to 
the Final Rule 


The Department made a number of 
changes to the proposed rule that are 
reflected in this final rule. A detailed 
explanation of modifications is 
provided in the preamble. 


IV. Response to Comments 
This section contains the 


Department’s responses to the 
comments received on the proposed 
rule, organized by the structure of the 
proposed and final rules. 


The primary purpose of the rule is to 
bring the Department’s regulatory 
framework into line with statutory 
enactments made subsequent to the 
promulgation of the existing regulation. 
Many of the items of concern noted by 
commenters are, in fact, changes made 
to comply with the base closure laws as 
they have been amended, and such 
changes have been incorporated into the 
rule whenever applicable and 
appropriate. The Department does not 
see the disposal process as a ‘‘zero-sum’’ 
arrangement. The purpose of the 
implementation provisions of the base 
closure laws and associated provisions 
of law are to provide an ordered process 
to achieve a number of Congressional 
goals. Among these goals (and not in 
any order of importance) is to ensure a 
meaningful role for local communities 
in planning the reuse of the installation, 
ensure efficient use of excess Federal 
property, provide support to homeless 
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providers, promote job generation at 
closing facilities, require appropriate 
and timely environmental remediation, 
and recoup the taxpayers’ investment in 
installations. Some of the goals may 
well be better accomplished if the local 
redevelopment authority (LRA) is not 
the transferee but focuses on planning 
redevelopment. Many of the most 
contentious provisions in the rule, 
judging from the comments, actually 
represent language taken almost 
verbatim from the base closure laws. 
The Department has carefully 
considered the many comments it has 
received. Its responses follow: 


A. General 
Several commenters asked the 


Department to commit to a specific date 
for publication of the Base 
Redevelopment and Realignment 
Manual (BRRM). As a subordinate 
document to this rule, the BRRM cannot 
be published in final form until after 
this rule is published in final form. The 
Department intends to publish the 
BRRM as soon as reasonably possible 
after the publication of this final rule. 


Several commenters stated that the 
rule was directed at maximizing the 
Department’s monetary return, as 
opposed to promoting economic 
recovery by transfer of properties to 
local communities. The Department 
disagrees. Promoting monetary return to 
the Department for use either at the 
particular location or at other locations 
and rapid property transfer to encourage 
job generation are not mutually 
exclusive. The rule conforms with the 
base closure laws and with other 
applicable statutes and regulations such 
as those of the General Services 
Administration (GSA). Unlike the 
current regulation which it would 
replace, the rule does not give any 
particular preference to one form of 
disposal over another. It conforms to the 
base closure laws in its order of actions; 
i.e., screening with the DoD 
Components and the U.S. Coast Guard 
and with other Federal agencies, 
followed by disposal actions heavily 
influenced by the local redevelopment 
plan. Some commenters have observed 
that, e.g., requiring Federal agencies to 
pay fair market value for property 
received is an example of trying to 
maximize the Department’s monetary 
return. The GSA regulations governing 
transfers between Federal agencies 
require such payments unless waived, 
and the rule complies with this 
standard. The Department believes that 
the most likely effect of conforming to 
this requirement is that more property 
will be available for transfer to non- 
Federal entities for redevelopment than 


would otherwise be available. The rule 
also provides, as do the base closure 
laws, for economic development 
conveyances (EDCs), either at fair 
market value or at no cost. The decision 
regarding making an EDC will normally 
occur before a property is considered for 
public sale, and, although this does not 
represent a preference of one type of 
disposal over another, it does represent 
the rules’ conformance to the order of 
disposal actions provided for in the base 
closure laws. The rule does conform to 
statutory changes that eliminated the 
stated preference for no-cost or reduced- 
cost EDCs; but conforming to those 
statutory changes does not represent an 
effort by the Department to seek greater 
monetary return. It simply represents 
the Department’s effort to conform its 
rule to the statute. 


Several commenters suggested that 
the Department contract with local 
entities to take advantage of their 
special expertise in closing or realigning 
an installation. The Department’s 
authority to contract is provided for and 
qualified, as appropriate, in the laws 
governing the Department’s 
procurement actions and in the Federal 
Acquisition Regulation. In addition, the 
Congress has provided a preference for 
local and small businesses in section 
2912 of Pub. L. 103–160. Such 
preferences are properly addressed in 
those regulations governing 
procurement, as opposed to this rule. 


Several commenters recommended 
that the Department commit to adopt or 
conform to any cleanup standards or 
levels provided by the local 
redevelopment plan, even though they 
might be greater than those required by 
current use or required by law. Cleanup 
standards are established pursuant to 
the Comprehensive Environmental 
Response, Compensation, and Liability 
Act of 1980 (CERCLA) and its 
implementing regulation, the National 
Contingency Plan (NCP). Those legal 
requirements provide for a thorough list 
of factors to be considered in 
determining the cleanup standard at 
each location and include, among many 
others, the reasonably anticipated future 
uses of the property. As with any 
private party, the Department must 
comply with these requirements in 
establishing a cleanup level. This 
process is overseen by Federal and state 
environmental regulators. Consequently, 
the cleanup levels established for any 
particular site will be in complete 
conformance with all legal 
requirements. The Congress has clearly 
directed the Department to conform to 
the requirements of CERCLA and the 
NCP, and the Department will do so in 
its cleanup program. 


Several commenters believe that the 
local redevelopment plan should be 
given greater weight in either the 
environmental analysis process or in the 
disposal plan. Some would like the 
local redevelopment plan to be a 
preferred alternative or the primary 
factor in developing the proposed 
Federal action in the National 
Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 
process. The base closure laws are clear 
on the role of the local redevelopment 
plan in the NEPA process. The plan is 
part of the proposed Federal action. 
This means it is a basis for developing 
the action to be analyzed. In other 
words, it is what is being analyzed, so 
it plays a far greater role than it would 
if it were merely a preferred alternative 
(one way to achieve the proposed 
action) or the primary factor in 
developing the proposed action. These 
suggestions would have the unintended 
consequence of actually diluting the 
role of the local redevelopment plan, 
while the governing statute clearly and 
explicitly states the role that the plan 
has in the NEPA process. 


Several commenters recommended 
that the rule describe the roles of 
environmental regulators, the LRA, and 
others in the restoration program. The 
roles of these entities in the restoration 
program are established in the various 
environmental laws, primarily CERCLA 
and the NCP. It is outside of the 
Department’s authority to specify the 
roles of these entities under those laws. 


One commenter suggested the 
desirability of using fixed price 
remediation agreements with privatized 
financial assumption, including liability 
assumption. Agreements to have the 
property recipient assume responsibility 
for environmental matters are provided 
for in section 2905(e) of Pub. L. 101– 
510. Such agreements would be fixed 
price with privatized financial 
assumption, including liability 
assumption, but would also be subject 
to the other requirements of that 
subsection. The rule does not 
specifically address this matter because 
the Department has no requirements to 
add beyond those of the statute. 


Several commenters have observed 
that the rule does not integrate 
environmental cleanup with property 
disposal and reuse planning. The 
Department recognizes the importance 
of integrating environmental cleanup 
with property disposal and 
redevelopment planning. Cleanup 
standards are tied to future land use and 
established pursuant to CERCLA and 
the NCP. Future land use is informed by 
the property disposal plan. As stated 
earlier, the local redevelopment plan is 
a basis for any proposed Federal action. 
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Therefore, the redevelopment planning, 
property disposal, and environmental 
cleanup are integrated. The cleanup 
process is overseen by Federal and state 
environmental regulators. Consequently, 
the cleanup levels established for any 
particular site will be in complete 
conformance with all legal 
requirements. In addition, the public 
has a chance to comment on proposed 
cleanup standards in the public 
participation venues required by 
CERCLA. 


Several commenters suggested that 
the rule address timely release of 
environmental information. The 
Department does not believe that 
specific regulatory requirements can or 
should be imposed to create timelines 
for these activities. The BRRM does 
provide guidance to the Military 
Departments and other interested 
parties as to when and how to release 
environmental information. 


One commenter suggested that the 
Department schedule a meeting with 
‘‘stakeholders’’ to discuss the 
Department’s environmental policies 
before issuing final regulations. The 
Department has been meeting with 
various interested parties with regard to 
its environmental policies, and will 
continue to do so. However, it cannot 
delay the realignment and closure 
implementation process for this 
purpose. 


One commenter complained that the 
rule only requires the Department to 
consult with the LRA and others such 
as the Governor, not obtain their 
agreement, over future land uses, 
environmental restoration decisions, 
etc. Neither the base closure laws nor 
the various environmental statutes 
require obtaining agreement from the 
LRA. Likewise, section 2905(b)(2)(D) of 
the base closure law explicitly states 
that the Secretary shall ‘‘consult with 
the Governor of the State and the heads 
of the local governments’’ as opposed to 
obtaining their agreement. The 
Department will continue to consult 
with the LRA and other appropriate 
officials over future land uses, 
environmental restoration decisions, 
etc. 


One commenter suggested that an 
additional section be added to clarify 
the Department’s responsibilities 
regarding environmental contamination 
under CERCLA. The recommendation 
was to add language that addressed the 
Department’s continuing liability for 
contamination on the property. The 
Department disagrees with the 
suggestion to add language. The 
Department’s liability under CERCLA 
(and other applicable environmental 
laws) will be established for each 


location depending on the law and facts 
of the site. This could include not only 
numerous Federal laws, but state and 
local laws as well. The process used to 
determine liability under CERCLA, 
including as between the Department 
and its contractors, is highly complex 
and virtually impossible to accurately 
describe in the context of this rule. 
Furthermore, the rules governing such 
liability are found in statutes and 
regulations for which the Department 
does not exercise primary authority. It 
would be inappropriate and likely to 
create confusion for the Department to 
attempt to define its CERCLA liability in 
this rule. 


One commenter observed that the rule 
does not address how the Department 
will mitigate or resolve effects on base 
closures and realignments on tribal 
nations affected by such actions. The 
Department believes the rule is 
consistent with the law. We have added 
text in response to another similar 
comment to paragraph 174.4(f). Under 
current law, an Indian tribe may acquire 
closed real property only through a 
request for excess property in 
accordance with section 105(f)(3) of the 
Indian Self-Determination and 
Education Assistance Act (which must 
be made by the Secretary of the Interior 
on behalf of the tribe) or through the 
purchase of real property at a public 
sale. In addition, a tribe may seek to 
participate in the redevelopment 
planning process as a member of the 
LRA, which is primarily a local matter. 


B. Definitions 
Several commenters suggested that 


those definitions contained in section 
174.3 that are incorporated by reference 
to other sources be written out in full 
text. To ensure complete consistency, 
the rule will continue to incorporate 
those definitions by reference. However, 
the BRRM will contain the full text of 
the sources to facilitate ease of use. 


One commenter suggested that a 
definition for the National Historic 
Preservation Act be included in the rule. 
The National Historic Preservation Act 
is not referred to directly in the rule. 
The reference in section 174.18 is to the 
Act’s implementing regulations in the 
Code of Federal Regulations and 
includes the specific citation to the 
regulations. Because the Act is not 
directly referred to in the rule and the 
only indirect reference is to its 
implementing regulations for which the 
citation is provided, there is no need to 
include a specific definition. 


One commenter requested that the 
term ‘‘disposal plan’’ be defined. The 
Department does not believe such a 
definition is necessary or desirable. The 


disposal plan can take many forms and 
will reflect the manner of 
implementation by each Military 
Department at each location. The term 
is not readily susceptible to a 
meaningful definition because of the 
wide variety of forms it may take. 


C. Policy 
Several commenters suggested that 


the rule may change the focus of 
disposal actions by not placing 
paramount importance on economic 
recovery. The base closure law does not 
mention economic recovery as one of its 
goals, but does refer to ‘‘job generation’’ 
in the case of EDCs. The primary reason 
for proposing this revision of the rule is 
to bring it into line with amendments 
made to the base closure laws. Those 
amendments reflect a desire by Congress 
to encourage economic recovery by 
expediting the transfer (and subsequent 
redevelopment) of installations. The 
Department believes the current policy 
statements in section 174.4, which are 
taken from the Secretary of Defense’s 
recommendations to the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission, 
accurately reflect both the statutory 
direction provided by Congress and the 
policy determinations made by the 
Secretary of Defense. 


One commenter expressed concern 
that the statements of policy in section 
174.4 do not adequately recognize the 
importance of public benefit 
conveyances. The Department does not 
agree. Paragraph 174.4(b) explicitly 
refers to public benefit conveyances as 
one of the appropriate means to transfer 
property. The need for consideration of 
public benefit conveyances is not 
overcome by the policy statement of 
paragraph 174.4(c) relating to reliance 
on market forces, which, incidentally, 
refers to ‘‘any anticipated demand for 
surplus military land and facilities.’’ 
[Emphasis added.] 


One commenter suggested that section 
174.4(d) reflect a more accurate list of 
the entities with whom the Department 
must collaborate for successful 
redevelopment to occur. The 
Department notes that the intent of this 
paragraph is to emphasize collaboration 
with affected local communities 
regarding the redevelopment of the 
installation. While the Department does 
collaborate with the other entities, their 
role is established in other parts of the 
rule. The focus of this paragraph of the 
rule is on the redevelopment planning 
process and most of our collaboration in 
this area is with the local community. 


One commenter noted that reference 
to substantial growth in section 174.4(f) 
is difficult to define and could lead to 
confusion. The Department agrees and 
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has struck the beginning clause of the 
sentence consisting of ‘‘If installation 
growth is substantial, * * *’’. 


One commenter observed that in 
many places an installation’s growth 
due to realignment may not only affect 
the immediate locality but may also 
increase infrastructure demands 
regionally, requiring coordination with 
regional as well as local officials. The 
Department agrees and has further 
modified paragraph 174.4(f) to refer to 
regional officials, including, e.g., State 
and tribal officials, and to regional 
planning. 


D. Responsibilities 


Several commenters suggested that 
the rule delegates too much authority to 
the Secretaries of the Military 
Departments, leaves the Office of the 
Secretary of Defense (OSD) out of the 
process, and undermines the policy to 
‘‘speak with one voice.’’ It is essential to 
the effective implementation of the 
process that appropriate delegations of 
authority be provided to the Military 
Departments, as the implementing 
agencies, and this is done in the rule. 
This rule is consistent with other 
delegations to the Military Departments 
as installation and real property 
managers within DoD. The current 
regulation that is being revised by this 
rule also delegates, and much more 
generally, implementation authority to 
the Military Departments. The 
delegation language in the rule is 
actually somewhat less broad than the 
language it will be replacing. The 
delegation to the Secretaries of the 
Military Departments in the rule is 
subject to the superior delegations to the 
Under Secretary of Defense for 
Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
and the Deputy Under Secretary of 
Defense (Installations and 
Environment). These OSD officials will 
retain their oversight roles and, when 
needed, review disputed matters and 
enforce uniformity among the Military 
Departments in their implementing 
activities. 


Several commenters suggested that if 
an LRA qualifies for a no-cost EDC, the 
Federal Government should shoulder 
the cost of recording deeds and other 
transfer documents as well as associated 
surveys. The rule in paragraph 174.5(e) 
only addresses the cost of recording 
deeds and other transfer documents, 
which is normally the responsibility of 
the property recipient in real estate 
transactions. It does not address the 
responsibility of paying for any needed 
surveys. The cost of surveys, in the case 
of an EDC, will be subject to agreement 
between the parties. 


One commenter suggested that the 
requirement of paragraph 174.5(e) 
explicitly include reference to 
recordation of land use restrictions that 
are part of an environmental remedy. 
The Department notes that the 
paragraph only addresses the cost of 
recording deeds and other transfer 
documents; it does not address in detail 
all the documents that might be 
included in that category. What 
documents must be recorded will be 
determined by State law and local rule 
and will vary accordingly. To the extent 
land use restrictions are included in a 
deed, which would be necessary for 
them to have meaningful effect, they 
will be part of the recorded instruments. 


E. LRA and the Redevelopment Plan 
Several commenters inquired as to 


what would constitute ‘‘appropriate 
environmental documentation’’ in 
section 174.6(c). This reference would 
include any NEPA environmental 
analyses, as well as associated 
documentation that might be required to 
formulate a disposal plan. Since we 
cannot predict at this time the entire 
universe of potential documents, 
particularly given the great variety of 
locations where they might be required, 
the Department chose to use as broad a 
term as possible. 


Several commenters suggested that 
the 12 months allotted for completion of 
an environmental impact statement may 
prove inadequate. Section 174.6(c) 
qualifies the 12 month requirement with 
the words ‘‘to the extent practicable’’, 
taken from the underlying statutory 
provision of section 2911 of Pub. L. 
103–160. 


Several commenters observed that the 
timeframe for the production of the 
local redevelopment plan is likely to be 
too short. The language in the rule is in 
strict compliance and consistent with 
the base closure laws, section 
2905(b)(7)(F)(iv) of Pub. L. 101–510, 
which also allows an extension of time 
to be granted by the Deputy Under 
Secretary of Defense (Installations & 
Environment), section 2905(b)(7)(N). In 
all instances, the date arrived at from 
section 2905(b)(7)(F)(iv) will be after the 
screening of property by Federal 
agencies. The Department notes that 
many, if not most, LRAs begin their 
planning process shortly after the 
closure decisions become final, which 
allows for a much more lengthy period 
of time than would be available if no 
advance effort is made. 


Several commenters noted that the 
requirement that there be a single LRA 
for each installation may be problematic 
for some installations that have large 
parcels located in other jurisdictions. 


The language in the proposed rule uses 
the term ‘‘generally,’’ which provides 
flexibility for exceptions where 
geographic situations warrant, such as 
distinct, non-contiguous parcels in 
separate jurisdictions. 


Several commenters recommended 
that the base cleanup team specifically 
include the LRA as a member. The base 
cleanup team is not addressed by the 
rule, nor is it based in statute. 
Information on environmental cleanup 
may be found in the BRRM. 


F. Retention for DoD Component Use 
and Transfer to Other Federal Agencies 


Several commenters noted that some 
locations such as Fort Monroe, Virginia, 
are subject to a reversionary interest in 
the state or local government and 
recommended specific language be 
inserted addressing this situation. The 
Department cannot dispose of a 
property interest it does not own. To the 
extent a location is subject to a 
reversionary interest, any screening or 
disposal action can only occur to the 
extent they are consistent with the 
reversionary language of the original 
deed. For instance, screening might be 
limited to only DoD Components after 
which the property might then have to 
be offered back to the reversionary 
interest holder. Because this will vary at 
each location depending on the specific 
provisions of the reversionary interest, it 
is neither practicable nor necessary to 
provide specific language dealing with 
this situation. The Military Departments 
are expected to know the nature of the 
real property interests they hold and to 
act accordingly with regard to any 
disposal actions. 


One commenter suggested that early 
and widespread communication would 
be beneficial and specifically objected to 
language in paragraph 174.7(b) that 
conditioned release of some information 
‘‘upon request’’. The Department 
determined that it was not going to 
provide to other Federal agencies a 
notice of potential availability of 
property upon submission by the 
President of his recommendations to the 
Congress. Consequently, those 
provisions of section 174.7, and 
particularly its former paragraph (b), 
addressing this subject have been 
deleted from the rule. 


One commenter recommended that a 
firm time period of 6 months be set for 
the identification of Federal property 
interests in real property. Section 
174.7(m) of the proposed rule does 
provide a time period of six months 
from the date of approval of closure or 
realignment within which a surplus 
determination should be made, which 
means that Federal agency interests in 
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property must be identified prior to that 
time. 


Several commenters suggested that 
other Federal agencies seeking to obtain 
excess real property should be required, 
as opposed to being encouraged, to 
consult with the LRA. The statute that 
required consultation has expired 
[Section 2905(b)(5)(C) of Pub. L. 101– 
510]. However, because the Department 
believes it is to everyone’s benefit, it 
encourages consultation. It is to the 
benefit of a Federal agency to consult 
with the LRA and any other interested 
entity when seeking excess real 
property. The Department believes it 
unnecessary to require such 
consultation. In addition, such a 
requirement could generate legal 
conflicts as to what constituted 
consultation in particular cases and at 
what specific time periods consultation 
was performed. 


Several commenters objected to the 
requirement that other Federal agencies 
accept any excess property in its 
existing condition, viewing this as a 
burden on their resources or an attempt 
by Department to avoid its cleanup 
responsibilities. This is in conformance 
with the Interdepartmental Waiver 
Doctrine which notes that all Federal 
property belongs to the United States 
and it is the determination of Congress 
as to the adequacy of funding for 
individual agencies to perform their 
missions. See Matter of: Use of One 
Agency’s Real Property by Another— 
Liability for Damage, B–194861, 
Comptroller General of the United 
States, 59 Comp. Gen. 93, November 20, 
1979. The general rule is that an agency 
must have the resources to accept 
property it is voluntarily seeking or 
forego the opportunity. This is also 
indicated in other requirements of 
section 174.7(h) such as the requirement 
that the request does not establish a new 
program, current real property holdings 
cannot satisfy the agency’s needs, and 
that the request be economically viable. 
The receiving agency must also pay fair 
market value, unless waived, which 
would potentially include a reduction of 
value because of contamination (see the 
discussion on appraisals and fair market 
value). Nothing in the requirement that 
a receiving Federal agency take the 
property in its existing condition 
changes the liability of the United States 
for cleanup. 


One commenter asserted that, in 
transfers between Federal agencies, in 
order to accurately reflect section 120 of 
CERCLA, a statement should be added 
in both subparagraphs (9) and (10) of 
paragraph 174.7(h) that would exclude 
the costs for remedies needed to address 
environmental contamination present 


on the property at the time of transfer, 
unless an agreement has been reached 
with the other agency to take 
responsibility for such actions and 
costs. The commenter further asserted 
that a Federal agency’s ultimate 
environmental liability cannot be 
transferred to other agencies of the 
Federal Government. The Department 
disagrees. The Department does not 
believe that section 120(h) of CERCLA 
has any application to the question of 
responsibility as between Federal 
agencies for contamination on Federal 
real property transferred between them. 
There is no provision of applicable law 
or regulation preventing the Department 
from requiring another agency to accept 
property transferred ‘‘as-is,’’ as a 
mutually agreed condition of the 
transfer. If the receiving agency is 
unwilling to accept responsibility for 
any needed cleanup, it has no obligation 
to take the property and Department can 
proceed to other means of property 
disposal. 


G. Screening Properties After 
Declaration of Surplus 


One commenter suggested specific 
language be added to the rule relating to 
the process after a declaration of 
surplus, and specifically relating to the 
process for public benefit conveyances 
and to consultation with the LRA and 
communities. These aspects of the 
property disposal process are governed 
by 32 CFR part 176, which is not being 
amended by this rulemaking (other than 
a ministerial change). The Department 
anticipates that it will propose 
amendments to part 176 in the future to 
ensure its conformance to changes in 
the law. At that time, it would be 
appropriate for the commenter to raise 
issues that are relevant to that 
regulation. 


H. Economic Development Conveyances 
Several commenters are concerned 


that the rule requires the Secretary 
concerned to seek fair market value in 
an EDC. This is a clear change from the 
existing regulation which the rule 
would replace. The requirement to seek 
to obtain fair market value is clearly 
stated in section 2905(b)(4)(B) of Pub. L. 
101–510. This is a change made by 
Congress to the law since the 
publication of the existing regulation. 
The changes made in the rule are in 
strict conformance with the statute. 


Several commenters noted that the 
rule does not provide for below-cost 
EDCs (other than no-cost EDCs). Section 
2905(b)(4) of Pub. L. 101–510 addresses 
the nature of EDCs that can be offered 
by Department. There is no provision 
for a ‘‘below-cost’’ EDC. Consequently, 


the rule does not provide for such an 
EDC. 


Several commenters objected to the 
requirements imposed by the rule on 
those submitting EDC applications, and 
the Department’s consideration of those 
applications. These, largely information, 
requirements are necessary to allow the 
Department to make an informed 
judgment as to whether the application 
can meet the statutory requirements for 
an EDC as well as whether a no-cost 
EDC, if sought, is appropriate under the 
circumstances. Given the potentially 
significant financial impact of EDCs on 
both the Department and the LRA, it is 
appropriate to require a reasonable 
submission of information to ensure the 
EDC’s success. It is understood by the 
Department that some of the 
information requested may not be 
available or available in adequate time 
and accuracy, but the LRA should 
attempt to submit as much and as 
accurate information as it can to address 
the factors for consideration of an EDC. 
The Department will use the best 
information available to evaluate EDC 
applications according to the statute and 
rule. This is consistent with prior 
practice of the Department. 


Several commenters objected to the 
provisions relating to an appraisal of fair 
market value. Commenters objected to 
the use of the Uniform Appraisal 
Standards, to appraisals conducted 
under criteria set by the Military 
Department without the LRA’s 
agreement, and to the application of 
highest and best use criteria. 
Additionally, it was suggested that an 
independent entity conduct the 
appraisal, that the appraisal include 
liabilities associated with, e.g., 
environmental contamination or 
demolition of buildings, that all 
appraisal information be shared with 
the LRA, that special consideration be 
given to rural areas, and that multiple 
appraisals be accomplished for EDCs 
based on differing assumptions. 
Although the Uniform Appraisal 
Standards were drafted primarily for the 
acquisition of property by the Federal 
Government, no cogent reasons have 
been advanced as to why they would 
not apply with equal validity to 
appraising lands being disposed of. The 
rule does require the Secretary 
concerned to consult with the LRA 
about valuation assumptions and other 
factors, but the base closure laws 
explicitly provide that the fair market 
value will be as determined by the 
Secretary, not by the LRA or an 
independent entity. The law does not 
provide, for instance, for multiple 
appraisals of fair market value, although 
an entity seeking property is certainly 
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free to conduct its own appraisal. The 
rule does seek an appraisal based on the 
highest and best use, as provided in the 
Uniform Appraisal Standards and the 
governing GSA regulations. The 
Uniform Appraisal Standards include 
consideration of all relevant valuation 
factors such as reduction in value due 
to contamination, existing land use 
controls that limit potential 
development, and location. 


Several commenters asserted that only 
by obtaining the property through an 
EDC can the LRA maintain control to 
provide job generation. According to the 
statute, an LRA is any entity (including 
an entity established by a State or local 
government) recognized by the 
Secretary of Defense as the entity 
responsible for developing the 
redevelopment plan with respect to the 
installation or for directing the 
implementation of such plan. In some 
instances, taking possession of the 
property may be one way of furthering 
this goal, but it is not the only means, 
or even necessarily the most likely to 
succeed. Jobs can often be generated by 
rapid conveyance to private parties at 
least as effectively as by transfer to the 
LRA. The statutory framework clearly 
envisions that the LRA’s primary 
function is the redevelopment planning 
process. Seeking EDCs is a function to 
be performed at the LRA’s discretion 
and certainly does not foreclose the LRA 
or other appropriate local agencies from 
exercising any necessary controls to 
ensure job generation. 


One commenter noted that 
subparagraph (7) of paragraph 174.9(e) 
could be interpreted as requiring an 
LRA to exercise more authority than it 
would normally have, e.g., zoning or 
other approval powers. The Department 
agrees and has added language to this 
subparagraph to clarify that the LRA 
need only demonstrate that it has the 
necessary approvals for items such as 
zoning, as opposed to actually having 
the authority to grant such approvals. 


I. Leasing of Real Property to Non- 
Federal Entities 


Several commenters were concerned 
that the rule would discourage long- 
term leasing at closed installations, 
thereby reducing the likelihood of 
promoting new employment. As with 
the other provisions of the rule, section 
174.11 is designed to expedite property 
transfer in order to encourage rapid job 
generation. In the past, long-term leases 
were primarily the result of difficulty in 
transferring property that still had 
environmental contamination. With 
statutory authority to engage in ‘‘early 
transfers’’ under CERCLA, it should be 


possible to avoid the need for long-term 
leases in most if not all situations. 


J. Leasing of Transferred Real Property 
by Federal Agencies 


Several commenters were concerned 
that a ‘‘lease-back’’ would be at no 
rental cost to the Federal agency 
occupying the leased facility, thereby 
removing any incentive to engage in this 
type of transaction. The requirement for 
a no cost lease is a provision of the 
statute, section 2905(b)(4)(e)(iii) of Pub. 
L. 101–510. 


One commenter inquired as to how 
real property will be declared as surplus 
when a ‘‘lease-back’’ cannot be 
successfully concluded. The authority 
to lease to a Federal agency, at no cost, 
real property that has been transferred 
to an LRA is a unique alternative form 
of property disposal. If the process fails 
to result in agreement, the Department 
presumes, until shown otherwise, that 
the requesting Federal agency still 
requires the property, in which case it 
is not surplus. If the requesting Federal 
agency is only willing to accept the use 
of the real property under a lease and an 
agreement cannot be reached, the real 
property would be considered as 
surplus. 


K. Personal Property 
One commenter noted the use of 


‘‘community redevelopment plan’’ in 
section 174.13(a). This reference will be 
changed to ‘‘redevelopment plan’’ to 
conform to the usage elsewhere in the 
rule. 


One commenter inquired whether the 
personal property inventory will occur 
6 months after the closure decision or 6 
months after the actual closure of the 
installation. Section 174.13(b) provides 
that the inventory will be compiled 6 
months after the date of approval of 
closure or realignment. The term ‘‘date 
of approval’’ is defined in section 174.3 
and refers to the date the Commission’s 
recommendations become final, as 
opposed to the date of actual closure of 
the installation. 


One commenter inquired as to the 
timelines for an LRA’s submittal of a 
request for a personal property EDC as 
opposed to a real property EDC that 
includes personal property. The 
commenter was concerned that the local 
redevelopment plan might be submitted 
prior to the completion of the inventory. 
Since the inventory is required to be 
completed within 6 months of the date 
of approval of the closure, and the local 
redevelopment plan is not required 
until quite some time later, it would be 
very unlikely for an LRA to submit the 
local redevelopment plan prior to 
completion of the personal property 


inventory. This is in part due to the 
screening period for other Federal uses 
during the first 6 months after the date 
of approval. 


L. Maintenance and Repair 
One commenter inquired as to the 


citation for the Federal Management 
Regulations of the GSA, referred to in 
section 174.14. The regulations can be 
found at chapter 102 of title 41, Code of 
Federal Regulations. Additional 
information on these regulations will be 
provided in the BRRM. The citation will 
be added to the rule. 


Several commenters expressed 
concern that the level of maintenance 
might not be adequate in relation to 
various locations, e.g., humidity levels 
left uncontrolled could result in 
damaging mold. Section 174.14(b)(3) 
provides that the initial levels of 
maintenance cannot be ‘‘less than the 
minimum levels required to support the 
use of such facilities or equipment for 
nonmilitary purposes; * * *’’. The 
Department believes this provision 
addresses the concern noted by the 
commenters. 


Several commenters noted that 
maintenance levels provided by section 
174.14 should conform to appropriate 
requirements of the National Historic 
Preservation Act and any agreements 
thereunder with, e.g., the state historic 
preservation officer. Section 174.14 
provides maintenance procedures to 
preserve and protect facilities located on 
closing installations needed for 
economical reuse. Nothing in that 
section should be interpreted as 
supplanting any requirement of the 
National Historic Preservation Act or its 
implementing regulations. The 
Department expects actions relating to 
historic preservation to be fully vetted 
with the interested agencies and 
organizations in line with both the 
requirements of the Act and its 
implementing regulations and the 
direction of the rule to, e.g., consult 
with the LRA. As noted in previous 
responses to comments, it is not the 
purpose of this rule to replace other 
statutory or regulatory requirements. 
Given the limited purpose of section 
174.14, the Department is satisfied that 
it has addressed the issue that needs to 
be addressed in the context of this rule. 


Several commenters asserted that the 
Department should properly maintain 
all installation assets until the time of 
transfer. The rule strictly complies with 
the statutory requirements for 
maintenance. Those statutory 
requirements include specific time 
limits governing the initial levels of 
maintenance. The rule provides 
flexibility in allowing the Secretary 
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concerned to extend the time period for 
the initial levels of maintenance and 
repair for property still under military 
control if the LRA is actively 
implementing its redevelopment plan. 


Several commenters objected that 
maintenance requirements would be 
shifted to the local community even 
before the installation was closed. This 
is incorrect. Section 174.14(e) provides 
that reductions in maintenance levels 
will not apply to facilities still being 
used for Department missions, i.e., pre- 
closure. After facilities are no longer 
required for Department missions, the 
minimum standard prescribed by GSA 
requires that the Government’s value be 
preserved. The community would not 
be expected to maintain facilities until 
they have possession through either a 
deed or lease. The statutory timelines 
reflected in the rule are designed to 
encourage rapid transfer to effect 
productive civilian reuse. 


Several commenters suggested that 
the level of maintenance and repair be 
linked to the local redevelopment plan. 
The Department disagrees. Such a 
requirement would be contrary to the 
base closure laws’ time limitations on 
maintenance and repair. The rule 
already provides for an appropriate 
level of maintenance and repair which 
will consider, to the extent it is known, 
the proposed reuses in the local 
redevelopment plan. The period of 
maintenance and repair, however, is set 
by statute. 


One commenter expressed concern 
that any limitations on maintenance and 
repair might apply to environmental 
remediation efforts underway on the 
installation. The Department 
categorically states that ‘‘Maintenance 
and repair’’ as used in this section has 
no application to environmental 
remedies. An interpretation to the 
contrary would be entirely inconsistent 
with the base closure laws and with 
CERCLA. 


M. Indemnification Under Section 330 
of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993 


Several commenters observed that 
requiring any documents referring to 
section 330 of Pub. L. 102–484 to be 
reviewed by the DoD Office of General 
Counsel would cause delay and, 
instead, model language should be 
provided with only deviations being 
reviewed by the General Counsel’s 
Office. The Department disagrees. The 
insertion of language even mentioning 
section 330 in a deed or other transfer 
document creates a contract right that 
otherwise would not exist and for which 
section 330 does not provide. 


One commenter asserted that the 
Department does not have discretion 
with regard to insertion of language 
dealing with section 330 of Pub. L. 102– 
484 and suggested changes that would 
require ‘‘* * * Section 330 
indemnification language under every 
instance specified by * * *’’ section 
330. Review of section 330 readily 
demonstrates that it does not require or 
even hint at the need to include 
language relating to its provisions in any 
document. In fact, section 330 is self- 
executing and stands alone without the 
need for additional discussion or 
exposition in transfer documents. It is 
even questionable whether such further 
discussion or exposition has any legal 
basis since it must, virtually by 
definition, either expand or contract the 
rights of a potential claimant under the 
statute and the Department has 
authority to do neither. 


N. Real Property Containing Explosive 
or Chemical Agent Hazards 


Several commenters recommended 
that the requirement for review of 
explosive safety plans under section 
174.16 be extended to private entities 
conducting a remediation in place of the 
Department. The Department is 
prepared to review, on a case-by-case 
basis, those locations where such a 
safety plan is likely to be required and 
determine whether the circumstances of 
that location should require plan review 
and approval. Such requirements, if 
found to be necessary, can be included 
in any contract with the entity 
conducting the remedial action. 


One commenter expressed concern 
that the language of the rule could allow 
the submission of an explosives safety 
plan but not actually require approval of 
the plan by the DoD Explosives Safety 
Board prior to transfer of the property. 
Although the language of the rule could 
be interpreted as requiring submission 
but not actual approval of the plan 
before real property transfer, the 
uniform practice of the Military 
Departments has been to wait on actual 
approval of the plan before proceeding 
to transfer property. The language of 
this section has been modified to more 
accurately refer to the governing DoD 
Directive as well as the documents 
being submitted. 


O. NEPA 
One commenter suggested that the 


LRA be given the opportunity to serve 
as a ‘‘cooperating agency’’ during the 
NEPA analysis. The Department 
interprets this as a request that the LRA 
be guaranteed the right to be a 
cooperating agency if it so desires. (This 
assumption is based on the fact that an 


LRA may already qualify as a 
cooperating agency under the Council 
on Environmental Quality regulations 
implementing NEPA; 32 CFR 1508.5.) 
Being a cooperating agency in a NEPA 
analysis carries with it certain 
obligations and requires certain 
expertise. The Department does not 
believe it appropriate to mandate in all 
circumstances that an LRA be a 
cooperating agency and believes it more 
appropriate to allow each situation to be 
judged on its own merits under existing 
regulations implementing NEPA. 


Several commenters suggested that 
the NEPA process allow an LRA, if it 
was not satisfied with the schedule of 
the Military Department, to enter into an 
agreement with the Government to 
conduct the analysis itself but 
consistent with the Military 
Department’s NEPA regulation. The cost 
expended by the LRA would qualify as 
a credit in any future EDC, or, in the 
case of a no-cost EDC, be attributable to 
economic redevelopment. This 
suggestion is premised on the 
availability, or lack thereof, of funds to 
pay for the NEPA analysis. There has 
been no demonstration that such 
funding has been unavailable in the 
past, nor is there any indication it will 
be unavailable in the future. By statute, 
the Military Departments are required to 
complete NEPA analysis within 12 
months, if possible. The NEPA 
regulations of the Military Departments 
have sufficient flexibility to allow those 
departments to ensure prompt and 
compliant NEPA analyses. 


P. Historic Preservation 


Several commenters raised concerns 
with the lack of more extensive 
discussion of historic preservation. The 
provisions in section 174.18 are solely 
intended to clarify that the Military 
Departments have authority to engage in 
the types of preservation activities 
discussed. Nothing in that section 
should be interpreted as supplanting 
any requirement of the National Historic 
Preservation Act or its implementing 
regulations. The Department expects 
actions relating to historic preservation 
to be fully vetted with the interested 
agencies and organizations in line with 
both the requirements of the Act and its 
implementing regulations and the 
direction of the rule to, e.g., consult 
with the LRA. As noted in previous 
responses to comments, it is not the 
purpose of this rule to replace other 
statutory or regulatory requirements. 
Given the limited purpose of section 
174.18, the Department is satisfied that 
it has addressed the issue that needs to 
be addressed in the context of this rule. 
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V. Administrative Requirements 


A. Regulatory Impact Analysis Pursuant 
to Executive Order 12866 


Executive Order 12866 (58 FR 51735 
[October 4, 1993]) requires each agency 
taking regulatory action to determine 
whether that action is ‘‘significant.’’ The 
agency must submit any regulatory 
actions that qualify as ‘‘significant’’ to 
the Office of Management and Budget 
(OMB) for review, assess the costs and 
benefits anticipated as a result of the 
proposed action, and otherwise ensure 
that the action meets the requirements 
of the Executive Order. The Order 
defines ‘‘significant regulatory action’’ 
as one that is likely to result in a rule 
that may (1) Have an annual effect on 
the economy of $ 100 million or more 
or adversely effect in a material way the 
economy, a sector of the economy, 
productivity, competition, jobs, the 
environment, public health or safety, or 
state, local, or tribal governments or 
communities; (2) create a serious 
inconsistency or otherwise interfere 
with an action taken or planned by 
another agency; (3) materially alter the 
budgetary impact of entitlements, 
grants, user fees, or loan programs or the 
rights and obligations of recipients 
thereof; or (4) raise novel legal or policy 
issues arising out of legal mandates, the 
President’s priorities, or the principles 
set forth in the Executive Order. 


The Department has determined that 
the rule is not a significant rule under 
Executive Order 12866 because it is not 
likely to result in a rule that will meet 
any of the four prerequisites. 


(1) The rule will not have an annual 
effect on the economy of $100 million 
or more or adversely affect in a material 
way the economy, a sector of the 
economy, productivity, competition, 
jobs, the environment, public health or 
safety, or state, local, or tribal 
governments or communities. The major 
effects of base closure and realignment 
actions is the result of the decisions to 
close and realign installations. This rule 
does not affect those decisions to the 
extent they were made by the Defense 
Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission, approved by the President, 
and not disapproved by the Congress. 
This rule only implements those 
decisions in accordance with applicable 
law. As such, its requirements do not 
create a significant economic impact. 


For these reasons, the Department has 
determined that the rule will not 
adversely affect, in a material way, the 
economy, a sector of the economy, 
productivity, competition, jobs, the 
environment, public health or safety, or 
state, local, or tribal governments or 
communities. 


(2) The rule will not create a serious 
inconsistency or otherwise interfere 
with an action taken or planned by 
another agency. 


Implementation of the rule will not 
create a serious inconsistency or 
otherwise interfere with another 
agency’s action because the Department 
has lead authority for implementing the 
base closure statutes and because the 
rule’s requirements do not override, but 
are in addition to, legal requirements 
established by other agencies. As 
discussed in more detail in the response 
to comments, the rule does not, e.g., 
establish requirements in place of the 
Historic Preservation Act, but provides 
additional authority to the Military 
Departments to implement that Act in 
accordance with its terms and with its 
implementing regulations. Similarly, the 
rule does not override or provide 
inconsistent requirements for 
environmental restoration, but, as 
discussed in more detail in the response 
to comments, is premised on 
applicability of the Comprehensive 
Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act of 1980 
and the National Contingency Plan. 
Several subjects raised by commenters 
are not addressed in the rule in order to 
avoid the possibility of inconsistency 
with the authorities and actions of other 
agencies. 


(3) The rule will not materially alter 
the budgetary impact of entitlements, 
grants, user fees, or loan programs or the 
rights and obligations of recipients 
thereof. 


The rule will not materially alter the 
budgetary impact of entitlements, 
grants, user fees, or loan programs, or 
the rights and obligations of recipients 
thereof because no entitlements, grants, 
user fees, or loan programs are invoked 
in the rule. 


(4) The rule will not raise novel legal 
or policy issues arising out of legal 
mandates, the President’s priorities, or 
the principles set forth in the Executive 
Order. 


Finally, the rule does not raise novel 
legal or policy issues arising out of legal 
mandates, the President’s priorities, or 
the principles set forth in the Executive 
Order. Congress has provided extensive 
and detailed guidance for 
implementation of the base closure and 
realignment process. The rule is merely 
a means for the Department to address 
some areas not addressed by Congress 
and provide some clarity in procedures 
to enable potential property recipients 
and others interested in the base closure 
and realignment process to harmonize 
their actions with those of the 
Department. The Department has 
identified no novel legal or policy issues 


that this rule will create on either a base 
closure and realignment basis or overall. 
Nor has the Department identified any 
novel legal or policy issues arising out 
of the President’s priorities or principles 
set forth in the Regulatory Impact 
Analysis. 


B. Regulatory Flexibility Act 
The Regulatory Flexibility Act (5 


U.S.C. 601 et seq., as amended by the 
Small Business Regulatory Enforcement 
Fairness Act [SBREFA] of 1996), 
requires that an agency conduct a 
regulatory flexibility analysis when 
publishing a notice of rulemaking for 
any proposed or final rule. The 
regulatory flexibility analysis 
determines the impact of the rule on 
small entities (i.e., small businesses, 
small organizations, and small 
governmental jurisdictions). SBREFA 
amended the Regulatory Flexibility Act 
to require federal agencies to state the 
factual basis for certifying that a rule 
will not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. 


The Department hereby certifies that 
the rule will not have a significant 
economic impact on a substantial 
number of small entities. The nature of 
the rule provides the factual basis for a 
determination that no regulatory 
flexibility analysis is required. The 
potential for a significant impact on a 
substantial number of small entities 
would result, if at all, because of the 
decision to close or realign an 
installation. This rule does not address 
those decisions. No costs are directly 
imposed on small entities nor is any 
action directly required of small entities 
through this rule. Since the Department 
will apply this rule for the purpose of 
disposing of real and personal property, 
the rule does not impose any 
requirements on small entities. For the 
foregoing reasons, the Department 
believes that the rule, if promulgated, 
would not have a significant economic 
impact on a substantial number of small 
entities. 


C. Unfunded Mandates 
Title II of the Unfunded Mandates 


Reform Act of 1995 (UMRA), Public 
Law 104–4, requires Federal agencies to 
assess the effects of their regulatory 
actions on state, local, and tribal 
governments and the private sector. 
Section 202 of the UMRA requires that, 
prior to promulgating proposed and 
final rules with ‘‘federal mandates’’ that 
may result in expenditures by state, 
local, and tribal governments, in the 
aggregate, or by the private sector, of 
$100 million or more in any one year, 
the agency must prepare a written 
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statement, including a cost-benefit 
analysis of the rule. Under Section 205 
of the UMRA, the Department must also 
identify and consider a reasonable 
number of regulatory alternatives to the 
rule and adopt the least costly, most 
cost-effective, or least burdensome 
alternative that achieves the objectives 
of the rule. Certain exceptions to 
Section 205 exist. For example, when 
the requirements of Section 205 are 
inconsistent with applicable law, 
Section 205 does not apply. In addition, 
an agency may adopt an alternative 
other than the least costly, most cost- 
effective, or least burdensome in those 
cases where the agency publishes with 
the final rule an explanation of why 
such alternative was not adopted. 
Section 203 of the UMRA requires that 
the agency develop a small government 
agency plan before establishing any 
regulatory requirements that may 
significantly or uniquely affect small 
governments, including tribal 
governments. The small government 
agency plan must include procedures 
for notifying potentially affected small 
governments, providing officials of 
affected small governments with the 
opportunity for meaningful and timely 
input in the development of regulatory 
proposals with significant federal 
intergovernmental mandates, and 
informing, educating, and advising 
small governments on compliance with 
the regulatory requirements. 


The Department has determined that 
the rule does not contain a Federal 
mandate that may result in expenditures 
of $100 million or more for State, local, 
and tribal governments in the aggregate, 
or by the private sector in any one year. 
The term ‘‘federal mandate’’ means any 
provision in statute or regulation or any 
Federal court ruling that imposes ‘‘an 
enforceable duty’’ upon State, local, or 
tribal governments, and includes any 
condition of federal assistance or a duty 
arising from participation in a voluntary 
federal program that imposes such a 
duty. The rule does not contain a 
Federal mandate because it imposes no 
enforceable duty upon state, tribal, or 
local governments. The base closure 
laws provide local governments the 
opportunity to participate in the 
implementation of the base closure and 
realignment process by establishing a 
LRA. There is no statutory requirement 
that an LRA be established; it is simply 
a means to allow the maximum local 
participation in the planning process for 
installations being closed. Since the 
establishment of an LRA and any 
actions taken by the LRA are entirely 
within the discretion of the local 
governments in the vicinity of a closing 


installation, there is no mandate 
involved in this rule, funded or 
unfunded. The Department does note 
that virtually all LRAs are provided 
planning assistance funds by the 
Department of Defense Office of 
Economic Adjustment to assist them in 
establishing and operating the LRA. To 
the extent that environmental 
restoration actions taken by the 
Department at an installation being 
closed or realigned are subject to state 
regulatory oversight, that oversight is 
due to statutory requirements outside of 
the base closure and realignment 
process. This rule, itself, does not 
require such oversight. To the degree 
such oversight is required, it is required 
by preexisting law on which the rule 
has no effect. 


D. Paperwork Reduction Act 
The Paperwork Reduction Act (PRA), 


44 U.S.C. 3501 et seq., prohibits a 
Federal agency from conducting or 
sponsoring a collection of information 
that requires OMB approval, unless 
such approval has been obtained and 
the collection request displays a 
currently valid OMB control number. 
Nor is any person required to respond 
to an information collection request that 
has not complied with the PRA. The 
term ‘‘collection of information’’ 
includes collection of information from 
ten or more persons. The Department 
has determined that the PRA does not 
apply to this rule because the 
Department will not be seeking 
information from the public under the 
rule. The information that would be 
collected will be in the form of 
applications for EDCs and similar 
property transfers and will, in all 
instances, be entirely voluntary and be 
the result of members of the public 
seeking real or personal property under 
the disposal process. Therefore, the PRA 
does not apply to the rule. 


E. National Technology Transfer and 
Advancement Act 


Section 12(d) of the National 
Technology Transfer and Advancement 
Act of 1995 (NTTAA), Public Law 104– 
113, Section 12(d) (15 U.S.C. 272 note), 
directs Federal agencies to use technical 
standards developed by voluntary 
consensus standards bodies in its 
regulatory activities, except in those 
cases in which using such standards 
would be inconsistent with applicable 
law or otherwise impractical. 
‘‘Technical standards’’ means 
performance-based or design-specific 
technical specifications and related 
management systems practices. 
Voluntary consensus means that the 
technical standards are developed or 


adopted by voluntary consensus 
standards organizations. In those cases 
in which a Federal agency does not use 
voluntary consensus standards that are 
available and applicable, the agency 
must provide OMB with an explanation. 


The rule does not involve 
performance-based or design-specific 
technical specifications or related 
management systems practices. The rule 
is therefore in compliance with the 
NTTAA. 


F. Environmental Justice Requirements 
Under Executive Order 12898 


Under Executive Order 12898, 
‘‘Federal Actions to Address 
Environmental Justice in Minority 
Populations and Low-Income 
Populations,’’ a Federal agency must, 
where practicable and appropriate, 
collect, maintain, and analyze 
information assessing and comparing 
environmental and human health risks 
borne by populations identified by race, 
national origin, or income. To the extent 
practical and appropriate, Federal 
agencies must then use this information 
to determine whether their activities 
have disproportionately high and 
adverse human health or environmental 
effects on minority populations and 
low-income populations. 


The Department believes that 
implementation of the rule does not 
implicate environmental justice 
concerns. As noted earlier, the 
significant impact of base closure and 
realignment is the decision to close or 
realign, which this rule does not 
address. This rule does not mandate 
environmental restoration, which is 
controlled by other laws outside of the 
base closure and realignment process, 
nor does it involve decisions dealing 
with human health. It may be that 
during the planning process for disposal 
and reuse, issues relating to 
environment and human health may 
arise, but they would do so in the 
context of any required analysis under 
the National Environmental Policy Act 
and would be fully considered in that 
document. 


At this time, the Department believes 
that no action will directly result from 
the rule that will have a 
disproportionately high and adverse 
human health and environmental effect 
on any segment of the population. 


G. Federalism Considerations Under 
Executive Order 13132 


Executive Order 13132, entitled 
‘‘Federalism’’ (64 FR 43255, August 10, 
1999), establishes certain requirements 
for Federal agencies issuing regulations, 
legislative comments, proposed 
legislation, or other policy statements or 
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1 Copies may be obtained at http://www.dtic.mil/ 
whs/directives/corres/publ.html. 


actions that have ‘‘federal implications.’’ 
Under the Executive Order, any of these 
agency documents or actions have 
‘‘federal implications’’ when they have 
‘‘substantial direct effects on the states, 
on the relationship between the national 
government and the states, or on the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various 
levels of government.’’ Section 6 of the 
Executive Order prohibits any agency 
from issuing a regulation that has 
federal implications, imposes 
substantial direct compliance costs on 
state and local governments, and is not 
required by statute. Such a regulation 
may be issued only if the Federal 
Government provides the funds 
necessary to pay the direct compliance 
costs incurred by state and local 
governments, or the agency consults 
with state and local officials early in the 
process of developing the proposed 
regulation. Further, a Federal agency 
may issue a regulation that has 
federalism implications and preempts 
state law only if the agency consults 
with state and local officials early in the 
process of developing the proposed 
regulation. 


The rule does not have federalism 
implications because it will not have 
substantial direct effects on the states, 
on the relationship between the national 
government and the states, or on the 
distribution of power and 
responsibilities among the various 
levels of government. The only role the 
rule assigns to state or local government 
is for the establishment of an LRA and 
that action is entirely voluntary on the 
part of local government and explicitly 
provided for in the base closure laws. 
This rule does not change the 
relationship between the Federal 
Government and state or local 
government nor does it change the 
distribution of power between those 
entities. To the extent changes in the 
rule relate to the role of an LRA, those 
changes are mandated by statute and the 
rule only reflects the statutory 
provisions. The rule does not impose 
direct compliance costs on state or local 
governments and the Department 
actually provides grants to state and 
local governments to support their 
voluntary participation in the base 
closure and realignment planning 
process. Therefore, the requirements of 
the Executive Order, Section 6, do not 
apply to the rule. 


List of Subjects in 32 CFR Parts 174, 
175, and 176 


Community development, Surplus 
Government property. 


� Accordingly, 32 CFR part 174 is 
revised, part 175 is removed, and part 
176 is amended to read as follows: 
� 1. Part 174 is revised to read as 
follows: 


PART 174—REVITALIZING BASE 
CLOSURE COMMUNITIES AND 
ADDRESSING IMPACTS OF 
REALIGNMENT 


Subpart A—General 


Sec. 
174.1 Purpose. 
174.2 Applicability. 
174.3 Definitions. 


Subpart B—Policy 


174.4 Policy. 
174.5 Responsibilities. 


Subpart C—Working with Communities and 
States 


174.6 LRA and the redevelopment plan. 


Subpart D—Real Property 


174.7 Retention for DoD Component use 
and transfers to other Federal agencies. 


174.8 Screening for properties covered by 
the Base Closure Community 
Redevelopment and Homeless 
Assistance Act of 1994, cross-reference. 


174.9 Economic development conveyances. 
174.10 Consideration for economic 


development conveyances. 
174.11 Leasing of real property to non- 


Federal entities. 
174.12 Leasing of transferred real property 


by Federal agencies. 


Subpart E—Personal Property 


174.13 Personal property. 


Subpart F—Maintenance and Repair 


174.14 Maintenance and repair. 


Subpart G—Environmental Matters 


174.15 Indemnification under Section 330 
of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993. 


174.16 Real property containing explosive 
or chemical agent hazards. 


174.17 NEPA. 
174.18 Historic preservation. 


Authority: 10 U.S.C. 113 and 10 U.S.C. 
2687 note. 


Subpart A—General 


§ 174.1 Purpose. 


This part: 
(a) Establishes policy, assigns 


responsibilities, and implements base 
closure laws and associated provisions 
of law relating to the closure and the 
realignment of installations. It does not 
address the process for selecting 
installations for closure or realignment. 


(b) Authorizes the publication of DoD 
4165.66–M, ‘‘Base Redevelopment and 
Realignment Manual,’’ in accordance 


with DoD 5025.1–M1, ‘‘DoD Directive 
System Procedures,’’ March 2003. 


§ 174.2 Applicability. 


This part applies to: 
(a) The Office of the Secretary of 


Defense, the Military Departments, the 
Chairman of the Joint Chiefs of Staff and 
the Joint Staff, the Combatant 
Commands, the Office of the Inspector 
General of the Department of Defense, 
the Defense Agencies, the DoD Field 
Activities, and all other organizational 
entities in the Department of Defense 
(hereafter referred to collectively as the 
‘‘DoD Components’’). 


(b) Installations in the United States 
selected for closure or realignment 
under a base closure law. 


(c) Federal agencies and non-Federal 
entities that seek to obtain real or 
personal property on installations 
selected for closure or realignment. 


§ 174.3 Definitions. 


(a) Base closure law. This term has the 
same meaning as provided in 10 U.S.C. 
§ 101(a)(17)(B) and (C). 


(b) Closure. An action that ceases or 
relocates all current missions of an 
installation and eliminates or relocates 
all current personnel positions (military, 
civilian, and contractor), except for 
personnel required for caretaking, 
conducting any ongoing environmental 
cleanup, or property disposal. Retention 
of a small enclave, not associated with 
the main mission of the base, is still a 
closure. 


(c) Consultation. Explaining and 
discussing an issue, considering 
objections, modifications, and 
alternatives; but without a requirement 
to reach agreement. 


(d) Date of approval. This term has 
the same meaning as provided in 
section 2910(8) of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, 
Pub. L. 101–510. 


(e) Excess property. This term has the 
same meaning as provided in 40 U.S.C. 
§ 102(3). 


(f) Installation. This term has the 
same meaning as provided in the 
definition for ‘‘military installation’’ in 
section 2910(4) of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, 
Pub. L. 101–510. 


(g) Local Redevelopment Authority 
(LRA). This term has the same meaning 
as provided in the definition for 
‘‘redevelopment authority’’ in section 
2910(9) of the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990, Pub. L. 101– 
510. 
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(h) Military Department. This term 
has the same meaning as provided in 10 
U.S.C. 101(a)(8). 


(i) National Environmental Policy Act 
(NEPA). The National Environmental 
Policy Act of 1969, Pub. L. 91–190, 42 
U.S.C. 4321 et seq., as amended. 


(j) Realignment. This term has the 
same meaning as provided in section 
2910(5) of the Defense Base Closure and 
Realignment Act of 1990, Pub. L. 101– 
510. 


(k) Secretary concerned. This term has 
the same meaning as provided in 10 
U.S.C. 101(a)(9)(A), (B), and (C). 


(l) Surplus property. This term has the 
same meaning as provided in 40 U.S.C. 
102(10). 


(m) Transition coordinator. This term 
has the same meaning as used in section 
2915 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1994, 
Public Law 103–160. 


Subpart B—Policy 


§ 174.4 Policy. 
It is DoD policy to: 
(a) Act expeditiously whether closing 


or realigning. Relocating activities from 
installations designated for closure will, 
when feasible, be accelerated to 
facilitate the transfer of real property for 
community reuse. In the case of 
realignments, the Department will 
pursue aggressive planning and 
scheduling of related facility 
improvements at the receiving location. 


(b) Fully utilize all appropriate means 
to transfer property. Federal law 
provides the Department with an array 
of legal authorities, including public 
benefit transfers, economic development 
conveyances at cost and no cost, 
negotiated sales to state or local 
government, conservation conveyances, 
and public sales, by which to transfer 
property on closed or realigned 
installations. Recognizing that the 
variety of types of facilities available for 
civilian reuse and the unique 
circumstances of the surrounding 
communities does not lend itself to a 
single universal solution, the 
Department will use this array of 
authorities in a way that considers 
individual circumstances. 


(c) Rely on and leverage market 
forces. Community redevelopment plans 
and military conveyance plans should 
be integrated to the extent practical and 
should take account of any anticipated 
demand for surplus military land and 
facilities. 


(d) Collaborate effectively. Experience 
suggests that collaboration is the 
linchpin to successful installation 
redevelopment. Only by collaborating 
with the local community can the 


Department close and transfer property 
in a timely manner and provide a 
foundation for solid economic 
redevelopment. 


(e) Speak with one voice. The 
Department of Defense, acting through 
the DoD Components, will provide clear 
and timely information and will 
encourage affected communities to do 
the same. 


(f) Work with communities to address 
growth. The Department will work with 
the surrounding community so that the 
public and private sectors can provide 
the services and facilities needed to 
accommodate new personnel and their 
families. The Department recognizes 
that installation commanders and local 
officials, as appropriate (e.g., State, 
county, and tribal), need to integrate 
and coordinate elements of their local 
and regional growth planning so that 
appropriate off-base facilities and 
services are available for arriving 
personnel and their families. 


§ 174.5 Responsibilities. 
(a) The Under Secretary of Defense for 


Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics 
shall issue DoD Instructions as 
necessary to further implement 
applicable public laws affecting 
installation closure and realignment 
implementation and shall monitor 
compliance with this part. All 
authorities and responsibilities of the 
Secretary of Defense— 


(1) Vested in the Secretary of Defense 
by a base closure law, but excluding 
those provisions relating to the process 
for selecting installations for closure or 
realignment; 


(2) Delegated from the Administrator 
of General Services relating to base 
closure and realignment matters; 


(3) Vested in the Secretary of Defense 
by any other provision relating to base 
closure and realignment in a national 
defense authorization act, a Department 
of Defense appropriations act, or a 
military construction appropriations act, 
but excluding section 330 of the 
National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 1993; or 


(4) Vested in the Secretary of Defense 
by Executive Order or regulation and 
relating to base closure and realignment, 
are hereby delegated to the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics. 


(b) The authorities and 
responsibilities of the Secretary of 
Defense delegated to the Under 
Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, 
Technology, and Logistics under 
paragraph (a) of this section are hereby 
re-delegated to the Deputy Under 
Secretary of Defense (Installations and 
Environment). 


(c) The Heads of the DoD Components 
shall ensure compliance with this part 
and any implementing guidance. 


(d) Subject to the delegations in 
paragraphs (a) and (b) of this section, 
the Secretaries concerned shall exercise 
those authorities and responsibilities 
specified in subparts C through G of this 
part. 


(e) The cost of recording deeds and 
other transfer documents is the 
responsibility of the transferee. 


Subpart C—Working with Communities 
and States 


§ 174.6 LRA and the redevelopment plan. 
(a) The LRA should have broad-based 


membership, including, but not limited 
to, representatives from those 
jurisdictions with zoning authority over 
the property. Generally, there will be 
one recognized LRA per installation. 


(b) The LRA should focus primarily 
on developing a comprehensive 
redevelopment plan based upon local 
needs. The plan should recommend 
land uses based upon an exploration of 
feasible reuse alternatives. If applicable, 
the plan should consider notices of 
interest received under a base closure 
law. This section shall not be construed 
to require a plan that is enforceable 
under state and local land use laws, nor 
is it intended to create any exemption 
from such laws. 


(c)(1) The Secretary concerned will 
develop a disposal plan and, to the 
extent practicable, complete the 
appropriate environmental 
documentation no later than 12 months 
after receipt of the redevelopment plan. 
The redevelopment plan will be used as 
part of the proposed Federal action in 
conducting environmental analyses 
required under NEPA. 


(2) In the event there is no LRA 
recognized by DoD or if a 
redevelopment plan is not received from 
the LRA within 9 months from the date 
referred to in section 2905(b)(7)(F)(iv) of 
Pub. L. 101–510, (unless an extension of 
time has been granted by the Deputy 
Under Secretary of Defense 
(Installations and Environment)), the 
Secretary concerned shall, after required 
consultation with the governor and 
heads of local governments, proceed 
with the disposal of property under 
applicable property disposal and 
environmental laws and regulations. 


Subpart D—Real Property 


§ 174.7 Retention for DoD Component use 
and transfer to other Federal agencies. 


(a) To speed the economic recovery of 
communities affected by closures and 
realignments, the Department of Defense 
will identify DoD and Federal interests 
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in real property at closing and 
realigning installations as quickly as 
possible. The Secretary concerned shall 
identify such interests. The Secretary 
concerned will keep the LRA informed 
of these interests. This section 
establishes a uniform process, with 
specified timelines, for identifying real 
property that is available for use by DoD 
Components (which for purposes of this 
section includes the United States Coast 
Guard) or is excess to the needs of the 
Department of Defense and available for 
use by other Federal agencies, and for 
the disposal of surplus property for 
various purposes. 


(b) The Secretary concerned should 
consider LRA input, if provided, in 
making determinations on the retention 
of property (location and size of 
cantonment area). 


(c) Within one week of the date of 
approval of the closure or realignment, 
the Secretary concerned shall issue a 
notice of availability to the DoD 
Components and other Federal agencies 
covering closing and realigning 
installation buildings and property 
available for transfer to the DoD 
Components and other Federal agencies. 
The notice of availability should 
describe the property and buildings 
available for transfer. Withdrawn public 
domain lands which the Secretary of the 
Interior has determined are suitable for 
return to the jurisdiction of the 
Department of the Interior (DoI) will not 
be included in the notice of availability. 


(d) To obtain consideration of a 
requirement for such available buildings 
and property, a DoD Component or 
Federal agency is required to provide a 
written, firm expression of interest for 
buildings and property within 30 days 
of the date of the notice of availability. 
An expression of interest must explain 
the intended use and the corresponding 
requirement for the buildings and 
property. 


(e)(1) Within 60 days of the date of the 
notice of availability, the DoD 
Component or Federal agency 
expressing interest in buildings or 
property must submit an application for 
transfer of such property to a Military 
Department or Federal agency. In the 
case of a DoD Component that would 
normally, under the circumstances, 
obtain its real property needs from the 
Military Department disposing of the 
real property, the application should 
indicate the property would not transfer 
to another Military Department but 
should be retained by the current 
Military Department for the use of the 
DoD Component. To the extent a 
different Military Department provides 
real property support for the requesting 
DoD Component, the application must 


indicate the concurrence of the 
supporting Military Department. 


(2) Within 90 days of the notice of 
availability, the Federal Aviation 
Administration (FAA) should survey the 
air traffic control and air navigation 
equipment at the installation to 
determine what is needed to support the 
air traffic control, surveillance, and 
communications functions supported by 
the Military Department, and to identify 
the facilities needed to support the 
National Airspace System. FAA requests 
for property to manage the National 
Airspace System will not be governed 
by paragraph (h) of this section. Instead, 
the FAA shall work directly with the 
Military Department to prepare an 
agreement to assume custody of the 
property necessary for control of the 
airspace being relinquished by the 
Military Department. 


(f) The Secretary concerned will keep 
the LRA informed of the progress in 
identifying interests. At the same time, 
the LRA is encouraged to contact 
Federal agencies which sponsor public 
benefit conveyances for information and 
technical assistance. The Secretary 
concerned will provide to the LRA 
points of contact at the Federal agencies. 


(g) DoD Components and Federal 
agencies are encouraged to discuss their 
plans and needs with the LRA, if an 
LRA exists. If an LRA does not exist, the 
consultation should be pursued with the 
governor or the heads of the local 
governments in whose jurisdiction the 
property is located. DoD Components 
and Federal agencies are encouraged to 
notify the Secretary concerned of the 
results of this consultation. The 
Secretary concerned, the Transition 
Coordinator, and the DoD Office of 
Economic Adjustment Project Manager 
are available to help facilitate 
communication between the DoD 
Components and Federal agencies, and 
the LRA, governor, and heads of local 
governments. 


(h) An application for property from 
a DoD Component or Federal agency 
must contain the following information: 


(1) A completed GSA Form 1334, 
Request for Transfer (for requests from 
DoD Components, a DD Form 1354 will 
be used). This must be signed by the 
head of the Component or agency 
requesting the property. If the authority 
to acquire property has been delegated, 
a copy of the delegation must 
accompany the form; 


(2) A statement from the head of the 
requesting Component or agency that 
the request does not establish a new 
program (i.e., one that has never been 
reflected in a previous budget 
submission or Congressional action); 


(3) A statement that the requesting 
Component or agency has reviewed its 
real property holdings and cannot 
satisfy its requirement with existing 
property. This review must include all 
property under the requester’s 
accountability, including permits to 
other Federal agencies and outleases to 
other organizations; 


(4) A statement that the requested 
property would provide greater long- 
term economic benefits for the program 
than acquisition of a new facility or 
other property; 


(5) A statement that the program for 
which the property is requested has 
long-term viability; 


(6) A statement that considerations of 
design, layout, geographic location, age, 
state of repair, and expected 
maintenance costs of the requested 
property clearly demonstrate that the 
transfer will prove more economical 
over a sustained period of time than 
acquiring a new facility; 


(7) A statement that the size of the 
property requested is consistent with 
the actual requirement; 


(8) A statement that fair market value 
reimbursement to the Military 
Department will be made at the later of 
January of 2008, or at the time of 
transfer, unless this obligation is waived 
by the Office of Management and 
Budget and the Secretary concerned, or 
a public law specifically provides for a 
non-reimbursable transfer (this 
requirement does not apply to requests 
from DoD Components); 


(9) A statement that the requesting 
DoD Component or Federal agency 
agrees to accept the care and custody 
costs for the property on the date the 
property is available for transfer, as 
determined by the Secretary concerned; 
and 


(10) A statement that the requesting 
agency agrees to accept transfer of the 
property in its existing condition, unless 
this obligation is waived by the 
Secretary concerned. 


(i) The Secretary concerned will make 
a decision on an application from a DoD 
Component or Federal agency based 
upon the following factors: 


(1) The requirement must be valid and 
appropriate; 


(2) The proposed use is consistent 
with the highest and best use of the 
property; 


(3) The proposed transfer will not 
have an adverse impact on the transfer 
of any remaining portion of the 
installation; 


(4) The proposed transfer will not 
establish a new program or substantially 
increase the level of a Component’s or 
agency’s existing programs; 
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(5) The application offers fair market 
value for the property, unless waived; 


(6) The proposed transfer addresses 
applicable environmental 
responsibilities to the satisfaction of the 
Secretary concerned; and 


(7) The proposed transfer is in the 
best interest of the Government. 


(j) When there is more than one 
acceptable application for the same 
building or property, the Secretary 
concerned shall consider, in the 
following order— 


(1) The need to perform the national 
defense missions of the Department of 
Defense and the Coast Guard; 


(2) The need to support the homeland 
defense mission; and 


(3) The LRA’s comments as well as 
other factors in the determination of 
highest and best use. 


(k) If the Federal agency does not 
meet its commitment under paragraph 
(h)(8) of this section to provide the 
required reimbursement, and the 
requested property has not yet been 
transferred to the agency, the requested 
property will be declared surplus and 
disposed of in accordance with the 
provisions of this part. 


(l) Closing or realigning installations 
may contain ‘‘public domain lands’’ 
which have been withdrawn by the 
Secretary of the Interior from operation 
of the public land laws and reserved for 
use by the Department of Defense. 
Lands deemed suitable for return to the 
public domain are not real property 
governed by title 40, United States 
Code, and are not governed by the 
property management and disposal 
provisions of a base closure law. Public 
domain lands are under the jurisdiction 
of the Secretary of the Interior and 
administered by the Bureau of Land 
Management (BLM) unless the Secretary 
of the Interior has withdrawn the lands 
and reserved them for another Federal 
agency’s use. 


(1) The Secretary concerned will 
provide the BLM with information 
about which, if any, public domain 
lands will be affected by the 
installation’s closure or realignment. 


(2) The BLM will review the 
information to determine if any 
installations contain withdrawn public 
domain lands. The BLM will review its 
land records to identify any withdrawn 
public domain lands at the closing 
installations. Any records discrepancies 
between the BLM and Military 
Departments should be resolved. The 
BLM will notify the Secretary concerned 
as to the final agreed upon withdrawn 
and reserved public domain lands at an 
installation. 


(3) Upon agreement as to what 
withdrawn and reserved public domain 


lands are affected at closing 
installations, the BLM will initiate a 
screening of DoI agencies to determine 
if these lands are suitable for programs 
of the Secretary of the Interior. 


(4) The Secretary concerned will 
transmit a Notice of Intent to Relinquish 
(see 43 CFR Part 2370) to the BLM as 
soon as it is known that there is no DoD 
Component interest in reusing the 
public domain lands. The BLM will 
complete the suitability determination 
screening process within 30 days of 
receipt of the Secretary’s Notice of 
Intent to Relinquish. If a DoD 
Component is approved to reuse the 
public domain lands, the BLM will be 
notified and BLM will determine if the 
current authority for military use of 
these lands needs to be modified or 
amended. 


(5) If BLM determines the land is 
suitable for return, it shall notify the 
Secretary concerned that the intent of 
the Secretary of the Interior is to accept 
the relinquishment of the land by the 
Secretary concerned. 


(6) If BLM determines the land is not 
suitable for return to the DoI, the land 
should be disposed of pursuant to base 
closure law. 


(m) The Secretary concerned should 
make a surplus determination within six 
(6) months of the date of approval of 
closure or realignment, and shall inform 
the LRA of the determination. If 
requested by the LRA, the Secretary may 
postpone the surplus determination for 
a period of no more than six (6) 
additional months after the date of 
approval if the Secretary determines 
that such postponement is in the best 
interests of the communities affected by 
the closure or realignment. 


(1) In unusual circumstances, 
extensions beyond six months can be 
granted by the Deputy Under Secretary 
of Defense (Installations and 
Environment). 


(2) Extensions of the surplus 
determination should be limited to the 
portions of the installation where there 
is an outstanding interest, and every 
effort should be made to make decisions 
on as much of the installation as 
possible, within the specified 
timeframes. 


(n) Once the surplus determination 
has been made, the Secretary concerned 
shall follow the procedures in part 176 
of this title. 


(o) Following the surplus 
determination, but prior to the disposal 
of property, the Secretary concerned 
may, at the Secretary’s discretion, 
withdraw the surplus determination and 
evaluate a Federal agency’s late request 
for excess property. 


(1) Transfers under this paragraph 
shall be limited to special cases, as 
determined by the Secretary concerned. 


(2) Requests shall be made to the 
Secretary concerned, as specified under 
paragraphs (h) and (i) of this section, 
and the Secretary shall notify the LRA 
of such late request. 


(3) Comments received from the LRA 
and the time and effort invested by the 
LRA in the planning process should be 
considered when the Secretary 
concerned is reviewing a late request. 


§ 174.8 Screening for properties covered 
by the Base Closure Community 
Redevelopment and Homeless Assistance 
Act of 1994, cross-reference. 


The Departments of Defense and 
Housing and Urban Development have 
promulgated regulations to address state 
and local screening and approval of 
redevelopment plans for installations 
covered by the Base Closure Community 
Redevelopment and Homeless 
Assistance Act of 1994 (Pub. L. 103– 
421). The Department of Defense 
regulations can be found at part 176 of 
this title. The Department of Housing 
and Urban Development regulations can 
be found at 24 CFR part 586. 


§ 174.9 Economic development 
conveyances. 


(a) The Secretary concerned may 
transfer real property and personal 
property to the LRA for purposes of job 
generation on the installation. Such a 
transfer is an Economic Development 
Conveyance (EDC). 


(b) For installations having a date of 
approval for closure after January 1, 
2005, the Secretary concerned shall seek 
to obtain consideration in connection 
with any transfer under this section in 
an amount equal to the fair market value 
of the property. 


(c) An LRA is the only entity able to 
receive property under an EDC. 


(d) A properly completed application 
will be used to decide whether an LRA 
will be eligible for an EDC. An LRA may 
submit an EDC application only after it 
adopts a redevelopment plan. The 
Secretary concerned shall establish a 
reasonable time period for submission 
of an EDC application after consultation 
with the LRA. The Secretary will review 
the application and make a decision 
whether to make an EDC based on the 
criteria specified in paragraph (g) of this 
section; such decision will only be 
made after the Secretary has notified 
and obtained the concurrence of the 
Deputy Under Secretary of Defense 
(Installations & Environment) of the 
proposed decision. The terms and 
conditions of the EDC will be negotiated 
between the Secretary and the LRA. 


VerDate Aug<31>2005 16:27 Feb 27, 2006 Jkt 208001 PO 00000 Frm 00026 Fmt 4700 Sfmt 4700 E:\FR\FM\28FER1.SGM 28FER1sr
ob


er
ts


 o
n 


P
R


O
D


1P
C


70
 w


ith
 R


U
LE


S







9923 Federal Register / Vol. 71, No. 39 / Tuesday, February 28, 2006 / Rules and Regulations 


(e) The application should explain 
why an EDC is necessary for job 
generation on the installation. In 
addition to the following elements, after 
the Secretary concerned reviews the 
application, additional information may 
be requested to allow for a better 
evaluation of the application: 


(1) A copy of the adopted 
redevelopment plan. 


(2) A project narrative including the 
following: 


(A) A general description of the 
property requested. 


(B) A description of the intended 
uses. 


(C) A description of the economic 
impact of closure or realignment on the 
local community. 


(D) A description of the financial 
condition of the community and the 
prospects for redevelopment of the 
property. 


(E) A statement of how the EDC is 
consistent with the overall 
redevelopment plan. 


(3) A description of how the EDC will 
contribute to short- and long-term job 
generation on the installation, including 
the projected number and type of new 
jobs it will assist in generating. 


(4) A business/operational plan for 
the EDC parcel, including such elements 
as: 


(A) A development timetable, phasing 
schedule, and cash flow analysis. 


(B) A market and financial feasibility 
analysis describing the economic 
viability of the project, including an 
estimate of net proceeds over a fifteen- 
year period, the proposed consideration 
or payment to the Department of 
Defense, and the estimated present fair 
market value of the property. 


(C) A cost estimate and justification 
for infrastructure and other investments 
needed for the development of the EDC 
parcel. 


(D) Local investment and proposed 
financing strategies for the 
development. 


(5) A statement describing why other 
authorities, such as public or negotiated 
sales and public benefit conveyances for 
education, parks, public health, 
aviation, historic monuments, prisons, 
and wildlife conservation, cannot be 
used to accomplish the job generation 
goals. 


(6) Evidence of the LRA’s legal 
authority to acquire and dispose of the 
property. 


(7) Evidence that the LRA has full 
authority to perform all of the actions 
required of it pursuant to the terms of 
the EDC, can demonstrate through 
agreements or assurances that the LRA 
has the appropriate local government 
approvals to implement the approved 


reuse plan, and that the officers 
executing the EDC documents on behalf 
of the LRA have full authority to do so. 


(8) Proof the LRA has obtained 
sufficient financing for acquiring the 
EDC property and carrying out the 
LRA’s redevelopment objectives. 


(f) Upon receipt of an application for 
an EDC, the Secretary concerned will 
determine whether an EDC is needed for 
purposes of job generation and examine 
whether the terms and conditions 
proposed are fair and reasonable. The 
Secretary may also consider information 
independent of the application, such as 
views of other Federal agencies, 
appraisals, caretaker costs, and other 
relevant material. The Secretary may 
propose and negotiate any alternative 
terms or conditions that the Secretary 
considers necessary seeking always to 
obtain an amount equal to the fair 
market value. 


(g) The following factors will be 
considered, as appropriate, in 
evaluating the application and the terms 
and conditions of the proposed transfer, 
including price, time of payment, and 
other relevant methods of compensation 
to the Federal government. 


(1) Adverse economic impact of 
closure or realignment on the region and 
potential for economic recovery through 
an EDC. 


(2) Extent of short- and long-term job 
generation. 


(3) Consistency with the entire 
redevelopment plan. 


(4) Financial feasibility of the 
development, including market analysis 
and need and extent of proposed 
infrastructure and other investments. 


(5) Extent of state and local 
investment, level of risk incurred, and 
the LRA’s ability to implement the plan. 


(6) Current local and regional real 
estate market conditions. 


(7) Incorporation of other Federal 
agency interests and concerns, and 
applicability of, and conflicts with, 
other Federal surplus property disposal 
authorities. 


(8) Relationship to the overall Military 
Department disposal plan for the 
installation. 


(9) Economic benefit to the Federal 
Government, including protection and 
maintenance cost savings and 
anticipated consideration from the 
transfer. 


(10) Compliance with applicable 
Federal, state, interstate, and local laws 
and regulations. 


(h) Before making an EDC, the 
Secretary concerned shall prepare an 
estimate of the fair market value of the 
property. 


(1) In preparing the estimate of fair 
market value, the Secretary concerned 


shall use the most recent edition of the 
Uniform Appraisal Standards for 
Federal Land Acquisitions, published by 
the Appraisal Institute in cooperation 
with the U.S. Department of Justice. 


(2) The Secretary concerned shall 
consult with the LRA on valuation 
assumptions, guidelines, and on 
instructions given to the appraiser. 


(3) The Secretary concerned is fully 
responsible for completion of the 
valuation. The Secretary, in preparing 
the estimate of fair market value shall 
consider the proposed uses identified in 
the redevelopment plan to the extent 
that they are not inconsistent with the 
highest and best use. 


§ 174.10 Consideration for economic 
development conveyances. 


(a) For conveyances made pursuant to 
§ 174.9 of this part, the Secretary 
concerned will review the application 
for an EDC and negotiate the terms and 
conditions of each transaction with the 
LRA. The Secretary will have the 
discretion and flexibility to enter into 
agreements that specify the form of 
payment and the schedule. The 
consideration may be in cash or in-kind 
and may be paid over time. 


(b) The Secretary concerned shall seek 
to obtain consideration at least equal to 
the fair market value, as determined by 
the Secretary. 


(c) Any amount paid in the future 
should take into account the time value 
of money and include repayment of 
interest. 


(d) Additional provisions may be 
incorporated in the conveyance 
documents to protect the Department’s 
interest in obtaining the agreed upon 
consideration, including such items as 
predetermined release prices, or other 
appropriate clauses designed to ensure 
payment and protect against fraudulent 
transactions. 


(e)(1) An EDC without consideration 
may only be made if— 


(i) The LRA agrees that the proceeds 
from any sale or lease of the property (or 
any portion thereof) received by the 
LRA during at least the first seven years 
after the date of the initial transfer of 
property shall be used to support 
economic redevelopment of, or related 
to, the installation; and 


(ii) The LRA executes the agreement 
for transfer of the property and accepts 
control of the property within a 
reasonable time after the date of the 
property disposal record of decision. 


(2) The following purposes shall be 
considered a use to support economic 
redevelopment of, or related to, the 
installation— 


(i) Road construction; 
(ii) Transportation management 


facilities; 
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(iii) Storm and sanitary sewer 
construction; 


(iv) Police and fire protection 
facilities and other public facilities; 


(v) Utility construction; 
(vi) Building rehabilitation; 
(vii) Historic property preservation; 
(viii) Pollution prevention equipment 


or facilities; 
(ix) Demolition; 
(x) Disposal of hazardous materials 


generated by demolition; 
(xi) Landscaping, grading, and other 


site or public improvements; and 
(xii) Planning for or the marketing of 


the development and reuse of the 
installation. 


(f) Every agreement for an EDC 
without consideration shall contain 
provisions allowing the Secretary 
concerned to recoup from the LRA such 
portion of the proceeds from its sale or 
lease as the Secretary determines 
appropriate if the LRA does not use the 
proceeds to support economic 
redevelopment of, or related to, the 
installation for the period specified in 
paragraph (e)(1) of this section. 


§ 174.11 Leasing of real property to non- 
Federal entities. 


(a) Leasing of real property to non- 
Federal entities prior to the final 
disposition of closing and realigning 
installations may facilitate state and 
local economic adjustment efforts and 
encourage economic redevelopment, but 
the Secretary concerned will always 
concentrate on the final disposition of 
real and personal property. 


(b) In addition to leasing property at 
fair market value, to assist local 
redevelopment efforts the Secretary 
concerned may also lease real and 
personal property, pending final 
disposition, for less than fair market 
value if the Secretary determines that: 


(1) A public interest will be served as 
a result of the lease; and, 


(2) The fair market value of the lease 
is unobtainable or not compatible with 
such public benefit. 


(c) Pending final disposition of an 
installation, the Secretary concerned 
may grant interim leases which are 
short-term leases that make no 
commitment for future use or ultimate 
disposal. When granting an interim 
lease, the Secretary will generally lease 
to the LRA but can lease property 
directly to other entities. If the interim 
lease (after complying with NEPA) is 
entered into prior to completion of the 
final disposal decisions, the term may 
be for up to five years, including options 
to renew, and may contain restrictions 
on use. Leasing should not delay the 
final disposal of the property. After 
completion of the final disposal 


decisions, the term of the lease may be 
longer than five years. 


(d) If the property is leased for less 
than fair market value to the LRA and 
the interim lease permits the property to 
be subleased, the interim lease shall 
provide that rents from the subleases 
will be applied by the lessee to the 
protection, maintenance, repair, 
improvement, and costs related to the 
property at the installation consistent 
with 10 U.S.C. 2667. 


§ 174.12 Leasing of transferred real 
property by Federal agencies. 


(a) The Secretary concerned may 
transfer real property that is still needed 
by a Federal agency (which for purposes 
of this section includes DoD 
Components) to an LRA provided the 
LRA agrees to lease the property to the 
Federal agency in accordance with all 
statutory and regulatory guidance. 


(b) The decision whether to transfer 
property pursuant to such a leasing 
arrangement rests with the Secretary 
concerned. However, a Secretary shall 
only transfer property subject to such a 
leasing arrangement if the Federal 
agency that needs the property agrees to 
the leasing arrangement. 


(c) If the subject property cannot be 
transferred pursuant to such a leasing 
arrangement (e.g., the relevant Federal 
agency prefers ownership, the LRA and 
the Federal agency cannot agree on 
terms of the lease, or the Secretary 
concerned determines that such a lease 
would not be in the Federal interest), 
such property shall remain in Federal 
ownership unless and until the 
Secretary concerned determines that it 
is surplus. 


(d) If a building or structure is 
proposed for transfer pursuant to this 
section, that which is leased by the 
Federal agency may be all or a portion 
of that building or structure. 


(e) Transfers pursuant to this section 
must be to an LRA. 


(f) Either existing Federal tenants or 
Federal agencies desiring to locate onto 
the property after operational closure 
may make use of such a leasing 
arrangement. The Secretary concerned 
may not enter into such a leasing 
arrangement unless: 


(1) In the case of a Defense Agency, 
the Secretary concerned is acting in an 
Executive Agent capacity on behalf of 
the Agency that certifies that such a 
leasing arrangement is in the interest of 
that Agency; or, 


(2) In the case of a Military 
Department, the Secretary concerned 
certifies that such a leasing arrangement 
is in the best interest of the Military 
Department and that use of the property 
by the Military Department is consistent 


with the obligation to close or realign 
the installation in accordance with the 
recommendations of the Defense Base 
Closure and Realignment Commission. 


(g) Property eligible for such a leasing 
arrangement is not surplus because it is 
still needed by the Federal Government. 
Even though the LRA would not 
otherwise have to include such property 
in its redevelopment plan, it should 
include the property in its 
redevelopment plan anyway to take into 
account the planned Federal use of such 
property. 


(h) The terms of the LRA’s lease to the 
Federal Government should afford the 
Federal agency rights as close to those 
associated with ownership of the 
property as is practicable. The 
requirements of the General Services 
Administration (GSA) Federal 
Acquisition Regulation (48 CFR Part 
570) are not applicable to the lease, but 
provisions in that regulation may be 
used to the extent they are consistent 
with this part. The terms of the lease are 
negotiable subject to the following: 


(1) The lease shall be for a term of no 
more than 50 years, but may provide for 
options for renewal or extension of the 
term at the request of the Federal 
Government. The lease term should be 
based on the needs of the Federal 
agency. 


(2) The lease, or any renewals or 
extensions thereof, shall not require 
rental payments. 


(3) Notwithstanding paragraph (h)(2) 
of this section, if the lease involves a 
substantial portion of the installation, 
the Secretary concerned may obtain 
facility services for the leased property 
and common area maintenance from the 
LRA or the LRA’s assignee as a 
provision of the lease. 


(A) Such services and common area 
maintenance shall be provided at a rate 
no higher than the rate charged to non- 
Federal tenants of the transferred 
property. 


(B) Such services and common area 
maintenance shall not include— 


(i) Municipal services that a State or 
local government is required by law to 
provide to all landowners in its 
jurisdiction without direct charge, 
including police protection; or 


(ii) Firefighting or security-guard 
functions. 


(C) The Federal agency may be 
responsible for services such as 
janitorial, grounds keeping, utilities, 
capital maintenance, and other services 
normally provided by a landlord. 
Acquisition of such services by the 
Federal agency is to be accomplished 
through the use of Federal Acquisition 
Regulation procedures or otherwise in 
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accordance with applicable statutory 
and regulatory requirements. 


(4) The lease shall include a provision 
prohibiting the LRA from transferring 
fee title to another entity during the 
term of the lease, other than one of the 
political jurisdictions that comprise the 
LRA, without the written consent of the 
Federal agency occupying the leased 
property. 


(5)(i) The lease shall include an 
option specifying that if the Federal 
agency no longer needs the property 
before the expiration of the term of the 
lease, the remainder of the lease term 
may be satisfied by the same or another 
Federal agency that needs property for 
a similar use. (‘‘Similar use’’ is a use 
that is comparable to or essentially the 
same as the use under the original lease, 
as determined by the Secretary 
concerned.) 


(ii)(B) If the tenant is a DoD 
Component, before notifying GSA of the 
availability of the leasehold, it shall 
determine whether any other DoD 
Component has a requirement for the 
leasehold; in doing so, it shall consult 
with the LRA. If another DoD 
Component has a requirement for the 
leasehold, that DoD Component shall be 
allowed to assume the leasehold for the 
remainder of its term. If no DoD 
Component has a requirement for the 
leasehold, the tenant shall notify GSA in 
accordance with paragraph (h)(5)(ii)(A) 
of this section. 


(A) The Federal tenant shall notify the 
GSA of the availability of the leasehold. 
GSA will then decide whether to 
exercise this option after consulting 
with the LRA or other property owner. 
The GSA shall have 60 days from the 
date of notification in which to identify 
a Federal agency to serve out the term 
of the lease and to notify the LRA or 
other property owner of the new tenant. 
If the GSA does not notify the LRA or 
other property owner of a new tenant 
within such 60 days, the leasehold shall 
terminate on a date agreed to by the 
Federal tenant and the LRA or other 
property owner. 


(B) If the GSA decides not to exercise 
this option after consulting with the 
LRA or other property owner, the 
leasehold shall terminate on a date 
agreed to by the Federal tenant and the 
LRA or other property owner. 


(6) The terms of the lease shall 
provide that the Federal agency may 
repair and improve the property at its 
expense after consultation with the 
LRA. 


(i) Property subject to such a leasing 
arrangement shall be conveyed in 
accordance with the existing EDC 
procedures. The LRA shall submit the 
following in addition to the application 


requirements outlined in § 174.9(e) of 
this part: 


(1) A description of the parcel or 
parcels the LRA proposes to have 
transferred to it and then to lease to a 
Federal agency; 


(2) A written statement signed by an 
authorized representative of the Federal 
agency that it agrees to accept the lease 
of the property; and, 


(3) A statement explaining why such 
a leasing arrangement is necessary for 
the long-term economic redevelopment 
of the installation property. 


(j) The exact amount of consideration, 
or the formula to be used to determine 
that consideration, as well as the 
schedule for payment of consideration 
must be agreed upon in writing before 
transfer pursuant to this section. 


Subpart E—Personal Property 


§ 174.13 Personal property. 
(a) This section outlines procedures to 


allow transfer of personal property to 
the LRA for the effective 
implementation of a redevelopment 
plan. Personal property does not 
include fixtures. 


(b) The Secretary concerned, 
supported by DoD Components with 
personal property on the installation, 
will take an inventory of the personal 
property, including its condition, within 
6 months after the date of approval of 
closure or realignment. This inventory 
will be limited to the personal property 
located on the real property to be 
disposed of by the Military Department. 
The inventory will be taken in 
consultation with LRA officials. If there 
is no LRA, the Secretary concerned shall 
consult with the local government in 
whose jurisdiction the installation is 
wholly located, or a local government 
agency or a State government agency 
designated for that purpose by the 
Governor of the State. Based on these 
consultations, the installation 
commander will determine the items or 
category of items that have the potential 
to enhance the reuse of the real 
property. 


(c) Except for property subject to the 
exemptions in paragraph (e) of this 
section, personal property with 
potential to enhance the reuse of the 
real property shall remain at an 
installation being closed or realigned 
until the earlier of: 


(1) One week after the Secretary 
concerned receives the redevelopment 
plan; 


(2) The date notified by the LRA that 
there will be no redevelopment plan; 


(3) 24 months after the date of 
approval of the closure or realignment 
of the installation; or 


(4) 90 days before the date of the 
closure or realignment of the 
installation. 


(d) National Guard property under the 
control of the United States Property 
and Fiscal Officer is subject to inventory 
and may be made available for 
redevelopment planning purposes. 


(e) Personal property may be removed 
upon approval of the installation 
commander or higher authority, as 
prescribed by the Secretary concerned, 
after the inventory required in 
paragraph (b) of this section has been 
sent to the LRA, when: 


(1) The property is required for the 
operation of a unit, function, 
component, weapon, or weapons system 
at another installation; 


(2) The property is uniquely military 
in character and is likely to have no 
civilian use (other than use for its 
material content or as a source of 
commonly used components). This 
property consists of classified items; 
nuclear, biological, and chemical items; 
weapons and munitions; museum 
property or items of significant historic 
value that are maintained or displayed 
on loan; and similar military items; 


(3) The property is not required for 
the reutilization or redevelopment of the 
installation (as jointly determined by 
the Secretary concerned and the LRA); 


(4) The property is stored at the 
installation for purposes of distribution 
(including spare parts or stock items) or 
redistribution and sale (DoD excess/ 
surplus personal property). This 
property includes materials or parts 
used in a manufacturing or repair 
function but does not include 
maintenance spares for equipment to be 
left in place; 


(5) The property meets known 
requirements of an authorized program 
of a DoD Component or another Federal 
agency that would have to purchase 
similar items, and is the subject of a 
written request by the head of the DoD 
Component or other Federal agency. If 
the authority to acquire personal 
property has been delegated, a copy of 
the delegation must accompany the 
request. (For purposes of this paragraph, 
‘‘purchase’’ means the DoD Component 
or Federal agency intends to obligate 
funds in the current quarter or next six 
fiscal quarters.) The DoD Component or 
Federal agency must pay packing, 
crating, handling, and transportation 
charges associated with such transfers of 
personal property; 


(6) The property belongs to a 
nonappropriated fund instrumentality 
(NAFI) of the Department of Defense; 
separate arrangements for communities 
to purchase such property are possible 
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and may be negotiated with the 
Secretary concerned; 


(7) The property is not owned by the 
Department of Defense, i.e., it is owned 
by a Federal agency outside the 
Department of Defense or by non- 
Federal persons or entities such as a 
State, a private corporation, or an 
individual; or, 


(8) The property is needed elsewhere 
in the national security interest of the 
United States as determined by the 
Secretary concerned. This authority may 
not be re-delegated below the level of an 
Assistant Secretary. In exercising this 
authority, the Secretary may transfer the 
property to any DoD Component or 
other Federal agency. 


(f) Personal property not subject to the 
exemptions in paragraph (e) of this 
section may be conveyed to the LRA as 
part of an EDC for the real property if 
the Secretary concerned makes a finding 
that the personal property is necessary 
for the effective implementation of the 
redevelopment plan. 


(g) Personal property may also be 
conveyed separately to the LRA under 
an EDC for personal property. This type 
of EDC can be made if the Secretary 
concerned determines that the transfer 
is necessary for the effective 
implementation of a redevelopment 
plan with respect to the installation. 
Such determination shall be based on 
the LRA’s timely application for the 
property, which should be submitted to 
the Secretary upon completion of the 
redevelopment plan. The application 
must include the LRA’s agreement to 
accept the personal property after a 
reasonable period and will otherwise 
comply with the requirements of 
§§ 174.9 and 174.10 of this part. The 
transfer will be subject to reasonable 
limitations and conditions on use. 


(h) Personal property that is not 
needed by a DoD Component or a tenant 
Federal agency or conveyed to an LRA 
(or a state or local jurisdiction in lieu of 
an LRA), or conveyed as related 
personal property together with the real 
property, will be transferred to the 
Defense Reutilization and Marketing 
Office for disposal in accordance with 
applicable regulations. 


(i) Useful personal property not 
needed by the Federal Government and 
not qualifying for transfer to the LRA 
under an EDC may be donated to the 
community or LRA through the 
appropriate State Agency for Surplus 
Property (SASP) under 41 CFR part 
102–37 surplus program guidelines. 
Personal property donated under this 
procedure must meet the usage and 
control requirements of the applicable 
SASP. 


Subpart F—Maintenance and Repair 


§ 174.14 Maintenance and repair. 
(a) Facilities and equipment located 


on installations being closed are often 
important to the eventual reuse of the 
installation. This section provides 
maintenance procedures to preserve and 
protect those facilities and items of 
equipment needed for reuse in an 
economical manner that facilitates 
installation redevelopment. 


(b) In order to ensure quick reuse, the 
Secretary concerned, in consultation 
with the LRA, will establish initial 
levels of maintenance and repair needed 
to aid redevelopment and to protect the 
property for the time periods set forth in 
paragraph (c) of this section. Where 
agreement between the Secretary and 
the LRA cannot be reached, the 
Secretary will determine the required 
levels of maintenance and repair and its 
duration. In no case will these initial 
levels of maintenance: 


(1) Exceed the standard of 
maintenance and repair in effect on the 
date of approval of closure or 
realignment; 


(2) Be less than maintenance and 
repair required to be consistent with 
Federal Government standards for 
excess and surplus properties as 
provided in the Federal Management 
Regulations of the GSA, 41 CFR part 
102; 


(3) Be less than the minimum levels 
required to support the use of such 
facilities or equipment for nonmilitary 
purposes; or, 


(4) Require any property 
improvements, including construction, 
alteration, or demolition, except when 
the demolition is required for health, 
safety, or environmental purposes, or is 
economically justified in lieu of 
continued maintenance expenditures. 


(c) Unless the Secretary concerned 
determines that it is in the national 
security interest of the United States, 
the levels of maintenance and repair 
specified in paragraph (b) of this section 
shall not be changed until the earlier of: 


(1) One week after the Secretary 
concerned receives the redevelopment 
plan; 


(2) The date notified by the LRA that 
there will be no redevelopment plan; 


(3) 24 months after the date of 
approval of the closure or realignment 
of the installation; or 


(4) 90 days before the date of the 
closure or realignment of the 
installation. 


(d) The Secretary concerned may 
extend the time period for the initial 
levels of maintenance and repair for 
property still under the Secretary’s 
control for an additional period, if the 


Secretary determines that the LRA is 
actively implementing its 
redevelopment plan, and such levels of 
maintenance are justified. 


(e) Once the time period for the initial 
or extended levels of maintenance and 
repair expires, the Secretary concerned 
will reduce the levels of maintenance 
and repair to levels consistent with 
Federal Government standards for 
excess and surplus properties as 
provided in the Federal Management 
Regulations of the GSA, except in the 
case of facilities still being used to 
perform a DoD mission. 


Subpart G—Environmental Matters 


§ 174.15 Indemnification under Section 
330 of the National Defense Authorization 
Act for Fiscal Year 1993. 


Section 330 of the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 1993, 
Pub. L. 102–484, as amended, provides 
for indemnification of transferees of 
closing Department of Defense 
properties under circumstances 
specified in that statute. The authority 
to implement this provision of law has 
been delegated by the Secretary of 
Defense to the General Counsel of the 
Department of Defense; therefore, this 
provision of law shall only be referred 
to or recited in any deed, sales 
agreement, bill of sale, lease, license, 
easement, right-of-way, or transfer 
document for real or personal property 
after obtaining the written concurrence 
of the Deputy General Counsel 
(Environment and Installations), Office 
of the General Counsel, Department of 
Defense. 


§ 174.16 Real property containing 
explosive or chemical agent hazards. 


The DoD Component controlling real 
property known to contain or suspected 
of containing explosive or chemical 
agent hazards from past DoD military 
munitions-related or chemical warfare- 
related activities shall, prior to transfer 
of the property out of Department of 
Defense control, obtain the DoD 
Explosives Safety Board’s approval of 
measures planned to ensure 
protectiveness from such hazards, in 
accordance with DoD Directive 6055.9E, 
Explosives Safety Management and the 
DoD Explosives Safety Board. 


§ 174.17 NEPA. 
At installations subject to this part, 


NEPA analysis shall comply with the 
promulgated NEPA regulations of the 
Military Department exercising real 
property accountability for the 
installation, including any requirements 
relating to responsibility for funding the 
analysis. See 32 CFR parts 651 (for the 
Army), 775 (for the Navy), and 989 (for 
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the Air Force). Nothing in this section 
shall be interpreted as releasing a 
Military Department from complying 
with its own NEPA regulation. 


§ 174.18 Historic preservation. 


(a) The transfer, lease, or sale of 
National Register-eligible historic 
property to a non-Federal entity at 
installations subject to this part may 
constitute an ‘‘adverse effect’’ under the 
regulations implementing the National 
Historic Preservation Act (36 CFR 
800.5(a)(2)(vii)). One way of resolving 
this adverse effect is to restrict the use 
that may be made of the property 
subsequent to its transfer out of Federal 
ownership or control through the 
imposition of legally enforceable 
restrictions or conditions. The Secretary 
concerned may include such restrictions 
or conditions (typically a real property 
interest in the form of a restrictive 
covenant or preservation easement) in 
any deed or lease conveying an interest 
in historic property to a non-Federal 
entity. Before doing so, the Secretary 
should first consider whether the 
historic character of the property can be 
protected effectively through planning 
and zoning actions undertaken by units 
of State or local government; if so, 
working with such units of State or local 
government to protect the property 
through these means is preferable to 
encumbering the property with such a 
covenant or easement. 


(b) Before including such a covenant 
or easement in a deed or lease, the 
Secretary concerned shall consider— 


(1) Whether the jurisdiction that 
encompasses the property authorizes 
such a covenant or easement; and 


(2) Whether the Secretary can give or 
assign to a third party the responsibility 
for monitoring and enforcing such a 
covenant or easement. 


PART 175—[REMOVED AND 
RESERVED] 


� 2. Part 175 is removed and reserved. 


PART 176—REVITALIZING BASE 
CLOSURE COMMUNITIES AND 
COMMUNITY ASSISTANCE— 
COMMUNITY REDEVELOPMENT AND 
HOMELESS ASSISTANCE 


� 3. The authority citation for part 176 
continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 10 U.S.C. 2687 note. 


§ 176.20 [AMENDED] 


� 4. Section 176.20(b) is amended by 
revising ‘‘32 CFR part 175’’ to read ‘‘32 
CFR part 174’’. 


Dated: February 24, 2006. 
L.M. Bynum, 
Alternate OSD Federal Register Liaison 
Officer, DoD. 
[FR Doc. 06–1902 Filed 2–24–06; 12:08 pm] 
BILLING CODE 5001–06–P 


DEPARTMENT OF DEFENSE 


Department of the Navy 


32 CFR Part 706 


Certifications and Exemptions Under 
the International Regulations for 
Preventing Collisions at Sea, 1972 


AGENCY: Department of the Navy, DOD. 
ACTION: Final rule. 


SUMMARY: The Department of the Navy 
is amending its certifications and 
exemptions under the International 
Regulations for Preventing Collisions at 
Sea, 1972 (72 COLREGS), to reflect that 
the Deputy Assistant Judge Advocate 
General of the Navy (Admiralty and 
Maritime Law) has determined that 
Causeway Ferry Power Modules (CFPM) 
and Warping Tugs (WT) are vessels of 
the Navy which, due to their special 
construction and purpose, cannot fully 
comply with certain provisions of the 72 
COLREGS without interfering with their 
special function as naval ships. The 
intended effect of this rule is to warn 
mariners in waters where 72 COLREGS 
apply. 
DATES: Effective Date: September 9, 
2005. 
FOR FURTHER INFORMATION CONTACT: 
Commander Gregg A. Cervi, JAGC, U.S. 
Navy, Deputy Assistant Judge Advocate 
General (Admiralty and Maritime Law), 
Office of the Judge Advocate General, 
1322 Patterson Avenue, Suite 3000, 
Washington Navy Yard, DC 20374– 
5066, telephone 202–685–5040. 
SUPPLEMENTARY INFORMATION: Pursuant 
to the authority granted in 33 U.S.C. 
1605, the Department of the Navy 
amends 32 CFR part 706. This 
amendment provides notice that the 
Deputy Assistant Judge Advocate 
General of the Navy (Admiralty and 
Maritime Law), under authority 
delegated by the Secretary of the Navy, 
has certified that Causeway Ferry Power 
Modules (CFPM) and Warping Tugs 


(WT) are vessels of the Navy which, due 
to their special construction and 
purpose, cannot fully comply with the 
following specific provisions of the 72 
COLREGS without interfering with their 
special function as naval ships: Rule 
21(a), pertaining to the placement of 
masthead lights over the fore and aft 
centerline of the vessel; Rule 23(a)(i) 
and Annex I paragraph 3(c), pertaining 
to placement of the masthead light in 
the forward part of the ship; Annex I, 
paragraph 3(b), pertaining to the 
placement of sidelights aft of the 
masthead light and at or near the side 
of the vessel; and Annex I, paragraph 
2(i)(i), pertaining to placement of task 
lights in a vertical line not less than 2 
meters apart. The Deputy Assistant 
Judge Advocate General of the Navy 
(Admiralty and Maritime Law) has also 
certified that the lights involved are 
located in closest possible compliance 
with the applicable 72 COLREGS 
requirements. 


Moreover, it has been determined, in 
accordance with 32 CFR parts 296 and 
701, that publication of this amendment 
for public comment prior to adoption is 
impracticable, unnecessary, and 
contrary to public interest since it is 
based on technical findings that the 
placement of lights on these vessels in 
a manner differently from that 
prescribed herein will adversely affect 
the vessels’ ability to perform their 
military functions. 


List of Subjects in 32 CFR Part 706 


Marine safety, Navigation (water), and 
Vessels. 
� For the reasons set forth in the 
preamble, amend part 706 of title 32 of 
the Code of Federal Regulations as 
follows: 


PART 706—CERTIFICATIONS AND 
EXEMPTIONS UNDER THE 
INTERNATIONAL REGULATIONS FOR 
PREVENTING COLLISIONS AT SEA, 
1972 


� 1. The authority citation for 32 CFR 
part 706 continues to read as follows: 


Authority: 33 U.S.C. 1605. 


� 2. Table Two of § 706.2 is amended by 
adding, in numerical order, the 
following entries for CFPM (class) and 
WT (class): 


§ 706.2 Certifications of the Secretary of 
the Navy under Executive Order 11964 and 
33 U.S.C. 1605. 


* * * * * 
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Base Reuse Success Stories 
 
 
 


Alameda Naval Air Station/Naval Aviation Depot, Alameda, CA (BRAC 93) – With more 
than 2,000 new jobs in 85 industrial, recreational and entertainment businesses, Alameda Point, 
the former NAS Alameda, has a very promising future.  Alameda Point became the State of 
California’s fifth Local Agency Military Base Recovery Area (LAMBRA) zone in June 2000.  
This designation clears the way for businesses locating on the former naval air station to receive 
a package of state business incentives and other benefits. ACET, the Alameda Center for 
Environmental Technology, a small business incubator sponsored by California State University 
has been in operation since 1998 and currently serves 10 start-up companies.  Advanced 
transportation industries are another emerging specialty on the base.  The CALSTART hatchery, 
a public/private partnership devoted to promoting these techno-industries in California currently 
operates out of a former helicopter repair hangar.  The hatchery is home to 14 start-up 
companies, with more than 200 new jobs among them.  Manex Entertainment, a leading special 
effects film production company, has established its international headquarters at the former air 
station with the intention of making the site a major film production center. Manex and Warner 
Brothers are set to lease 400,000 square feet for production of “Matrix II” and “Matrix III.”  
Edge Innovations, a Silicon Valley-based company, specializing in robotics for both the film 
industry and medical technology expanded into a 65,000 square foot former hangar in January 
2001. One of the most innovative uses of a former hangar could be Bladium, the 90,000 square 
foot indoor sports facility with a rock-climbing wall, inline skating and basketball courts, which 
opened December 2000.  The USS Hornet, now berthed at Alameda Point, is a floating museum, 
big band site, and one of the biggest event venues in the area serving large meetings and 
conventions.  The future of Alameda includes a spinoff from the success of Antiques by the Bay.  
Auctions by the Bay, a Sotheby’s-style auction house, will make its home in the former base 
movie theater.  Plans also include a 580-acre wildlife refuge for the least tern and California 
brown pelican; a 500-slip small boat harbor; and a links-style championship golf course and 
hotel spa complex.  
 
Bergstrom Air Force Base, Austin, TX (BRAC 91) – “Fly Austin – The Sky’s the Limit” was 
the theme for the grand opening of the new Austin-Bergstrom International Airport.  It was the 
last major new airport to be built in the 20th century and is one of the most successful military 
base conversions ever accomplished.  On May 2, 1999 the first scheduled passenger flight landed 
at the new airport, ushering in a new era of air service for Austin and central Texas.  Cargo 
operations actually began in 1997.  The City of Austin estimates it saved $200 million in land 
acquisition and runway construction costs alone by transforming the former Air Force base into 
the $690 million international airport.  In 1993 the economic loss to Austin from the base closure 
was estimated to be more than $400 million a year.  In contrast, by 2012 there are expected to be 
more than 16,000 new jobs associated with the airport and more than 725,000 square feet of new 
development drawn to the surrounding area.  One of the most distinguishable of Bergstrom’s old 
buildings, the 12th Air Force Division Headquarters, called “The Donut” due to its unique design 
reopened as a Hilton Hotel in 2000. 
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Castle Air Force Base, Merced County, CA (BRAC 91) – Castle Airport, Aviation and 
Development Center, as the base is now called, is currently home to 2,400 jobs with hundreds 
more in the pipeline. Pacific Bell, with 1,000 employees, opened its new Customer Care Center 
in 1997.  The new campus of the University of California Merced campus is rehabilitating the 
former base engineering building for a research lab and interim offices for the new campus, 
which will be constructed at a site near the base.  The Castle Aviation Challenge Program, 
occupying the old flight simulator, opened in June 1998 and now hosts hundreds of youths 
annually for aviation camp.  The Challenger Learning Center, located in the former base chapel, 
is a school classroom program stressing science for 4-8th graders.  It is visited by an estimated 
18,000 students a year. These, and the Castle Air Museum, with an outstanding collection of 
military aircraft and two educational aviation programs will be associated with a larger privately 
developed 60-acre theme park, the U.S. Aviation and Exposition Center.  Castle Vista, a 77-acre, 
240-unit Air Force housing complex built in 1972, now owned by Western Care Construction 
Company, is beginning to fill with tenants benefiting from affordable rents for large family-size 
units.  Another 670 affordable units will become available at Castle Gardens, another former Air 
Force housing area now in private hands.  An airport operator is under contract, and Merced 
County is aggressively seeking new business from overcrowded Bay Area airports.  The Federal 
Bureau of Prisons has finished an $80M facility that has begun hiring a staff which will 
eventually reach 500.  The first of 1,500 inmates will be received in the next few months.  The 
State has designated the site a Local Agency Military Base Recovery Area creating a package of 
incentives for business tenants similar to an Enterprise Zone.  This further increases the benefits 
of the Foreign Zone which has been established. 
 
Chanute Air Force Base, Rantoul, IL (BRAC 88) – Chanute AFB closed in 1993.  Today there 
are more than 80 industrial and commercial tenants on the property occupying over 1.3 million 
square feet of space.  These businesses have created 1,723 new jobs, surpassing the level of 
civilian employment at the time of the closure announcement.  These industries produce more 
than $1.2 million in annual revenues at the airport industrial center.  Major new businesses 
include Textron, a manufacturer of plastic automotive parts and a microfilm processing and 
document storage facility.  The newly established civilian airport met its tenth-year projections in 
just its second year of operation.  Currently the airport handles more than 700 air operations per 
month.  More than 900 families now occupy former base housing.  One housing initiative 
includes an innovative foster care program, a medical clinic, and housing for the elderly.  In 
addition, the former base now provides residents and visitors alike with 135 acres of parks and 
recreational opportunities. 
 
Charleston Naval Base, Charleston, SC (BRAC 93) – The Shipyard, the Naval Station, the 
Defense Distribution Depot, and part of the Naval Supply Center in Charleston, SC, closed in 
1996.  The Naval Station and Shipyard combined encompassed approximately 1,574 acres. 
Today there are more than 105 private, local, State and Federal entities reusing this former naval 
base.  The user mix includes organizations such as Deytens Shipyards; Charleston Marine 
Manufacturing Corp.; Charleston Marine Containers, Inc.; the U.S. Postal Service; the U.S. 
Coast Guard; DFAS; NOAA; the State Department and the INS Border Patrol.  The South 
Carolina Port Authority has been granted a 30-year lease, which will allow it to establish a major 
marine cargo handling facility at the site.  Altogether more than 6.2 million square feet of 
building space is currently occupied accommodating a total of 4,281 employees, of which 1,091 
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are former base workers.  Of the total, approximately 3,300 are new jobs.  The U.S. State 
Department has invested $10 million to establish a new Passport Center on the former base 
which when fully operational will create 300 jobs and process a third of all passports nationwide.  
Since 1996 the Redevelopment Authority has secured over $24 million in federal grants (EDA) 
for infrastructure improvements, building renovations, road and parking lot construction, and 
facility demolition.  Over the past year the former base has hosted six feature film productions, 
including Major League II, C.S.S. Hunley and the American Tempest.  
 
England Air Force Base (AFB), Alexandria, LA  (BRAC 91) – The England Industrial Airpark 
is one of the most successful base reuses in the country.  The England Economic and Industrial 
Development Authority has over 60 tenants on the former base along with over 1,800 new jobs, 
which is more than double the civilian employment at the time of closure.  The State has leased 
the base hospital, Rapides Parish is using the base school, the State University has leased a 
classroom building, and a private aviation maintenance company, Pride International, L.L.C., is 
utilizing a hangar and other buildings.  Lease and other revenues now total over $5M a year, and 
the Airpark is economically self-sufficient.  It currently handles 80,000 passengers a year.  Other 
major tenants include Central Louisiana Electric Company; England Jet Center, Inc.; 
International Computer Services, Inc.; Louisiana Air National Guard; Program Services, Inc.; 
American Eagle Airlines; Atlantic Southeast Airlines and the U.S. Marshal Service.  The non-
profit California Lutheran Corporation has leased 185 units of base housing on 60 acres, to create 
a retirement community. The State of Louisiana recently announced plans to invest 
approximately $8 million to upgrade the golf course and build a regional conference center. 
 
Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Aurora, CO (BRAC 95) – Redevelopment at Fitzsimons is 
producing a state-of-the-art “Medical Sciences City,” resulting in a unique partnership and 
synergism between the University of Colorado Health Sciences Center (HSC), its affiliated 
University Hospital (UH), and the Fitzsimons Redevelopment Authority (FRA).  These entities 
are proceeding at a fast pace.  By 2020, it is projected that over 10 million square feet of phased 
new construction, representing a capital outlay in excess of $4.2 billion and 25,000 new jobs will 
have occurred.  To date, HSC and the FRA have invested over $238 million in infrastructure 
improvements, building renovations, site preparation, and new construction.  An additional $283 
million in 2001 for additional new construction amounting to over 869,000 square feet.  In just 
five years since the closure announcement, all of  the civilian jobs lost (1,612) due to the closure 
have been replaced (2,169).  
 
Fort Benjamin Harrison, Lawrence, IN (BRAC 91) – Fort Benjamin Harrison is located 13 
miles northeast of downtown Indianapolis.  Fort Ben Harrison closed in 1996.  The State 
purchased the 238-acre 18-hole golf course and acquired approximately 1,462 acres of pristine 
forest land and wildlife habitat for use as a state park through a public benefit conveyance.  The 
Fort Harrison Reuse Authority acquired the 550-acre former Main Post area via an Economic 
Development Conveyance.  Subsequently, the city designated the site an Enterprise Zone 
allowing for certain tax exemptions to attract new businesses.   Over 163 acres have been resold 
to developers and 815 jobs created.  One of the largest tracts sold, 107 acres, is planned to 
accommodate new commercial, industrial and residential development.  Total property sales 
have exceeded $16 million and over 1 million square feet of new space has been constructed or 
is under construction.  Approximately 1.25 million square feet of historic structures have been 
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renovated at an estimated investment of $10 million.  The city of Lawrence has completed the 
construction  of a new governmental center that will become  the cornerstone of the city’s new 
town center.  
 
Fort Devens, Ayer, MA (BRAC 91) – More than 2,200 new jobs have been created to date at 
Devens.  In 1996, the State of Massachusetts purchased 3,040 acres from the Army, including all 
utility systems, via an Economic Development Conveyance at a cost of $17.9 million.  In the 
three years since conveyance, more than 320 acres have been sold or transferred and about 2.7 
million square feet of new construction has occurred.  Occupants range from small companies 
that form a business incubator to Gillette Corporation.  In addition, about 200,000 square feet of 
existing buildings were leased.  Purchase and sale agreements have also been made with three 
other developers, which are expected to result in about 600,000 square feet of new development 
over the next year or two.  The Gillette Company occupies an $18 million warehouse and 
distribution center on 26 acres and a $50 million manufacturing plant on an adjacent 22-acre site.  
The Boston & Maine Railroad leases property for a railhead and intermodal transportation 
facility.  The Bureau of Prisons has acquired 245 acres for a regional prison medical facility.  
The Department of the Interior has acquired approximately 890 acres of land for inclusion in the 
Oxbow National Wildlife refuge. 
 
Loring Air Force Base (AFB), Limestone, ME (BRAC 91) – The Air Force transferred at no 
cost 2,805 acres of the former Loring Air Force Base, now the Loring Commerce Centre, to the 
Loring Development Authority (LDA) on April 19, 2001.  Execution of the deed marks the 
culmination of several years of diligence and hard work and is a major milestone in the course of 
military base closure, in addition to being an historical event. While the Federal government has 
transferred ownership of small parcels of former military installations to non-federal entities, the 
2,805.22 acre parcel deeded to the LDA is the largest transfer of property in military base closure 
to date.  Since the loss of 1,311 civilian positions at the time of closure, Loring has created more 
than 1,000 new jobs with hundreds projected for the near future.  The Department of Defense 
DFAS Center, located in a 145,000 square foot state-of-the-art building, currently employs over 
300 associates out of an expected 550, with over 70% hired locally.   The Loring Job Corps 
Center welcomed its first of 380 students in January 1997 and provides training in recreation and 
outdoor wilderness trades, accounting, painting, Web page design, commercial driver’s license 
(CDL) and certified nurse’s aide (CNA) programs.  Operated by the Training and Development 
Corporation of Bucksport, the Center now employs over 130 people.  The Maine Army National 
Guard established a military vehicle refurbishment center at Loring in September 1997.  It has 
since grown to over 200 civilian employees and is expected to have more growth over the next 
year.  SITEL Corporation, the global leader in outsourced telephone-based customer service, 
expanded its insurance sales and service division call center operations into the 48,000 square 
foot Fortune Building at Loring in early 1998.  SITEL is ramping up its operations to employ 
350 people, with expansion possibilities well beyond 500 employees.  An aviation services firm 
has announced it will locate an aircraft services facility at Loring. The Telford Group, based in 
Bangor, Maine, also has an aircraft maintenance operation at Bangor International Airport.  
Telford is involved in a joint venture with Volvo Group. Telford’s expansion to Loring will 
bolster the Volvo venture, which entails the disassembly and associated maintenance of aircraft, 
some as large as Boeing 747s.   
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Orlando Naval Training Center/Naval Hospital, Orlando, FL (BRAC 93) – The city of 
Orlando’s reuse plan for the four sites that make up the former training center and hospital 
complex called for mixed-use redevelopment, including office parks for business development, 
housing, multi-modal services, educational complexes, natural areas and Federal uses.  Federal 
transfers have been completed with the Department of Veterans Affairs, U.S. Customs Service, 
and Defense Finance Accounting Service, and more than 1,100 new jobs have been generated.  
Orlando has completed an economic development conveyance with the Navy for the main base 
for future consideration totaling $3.7 million.  Additionally, future public benefit conveyances 
are anticipated for education, aviation and recreation purposes.  During the proposed 10-year 
development process Orlando Partners will spend more than $500 million building 35,000 square 
feet of retail space, 1,500 million square feet of office space, 788 houses, 570 condominiums, 
and 1,800 apartments. 
 
Reese Air Force Base, Lubbock, TX (BRAC 95) –  The former Reese Air Force Pilot Training 
Base is now known as “Reese Technology Center – A Master-Planned Research and Technology 
Park.”  The biotechnology park is already home to cutting-edge research efforts, a two-year 
certification and associate degree school for skilled workforce training, and three private 
commercial technology companies.  Texas Tech University, a Top 100 Research Institution, has 
located three of its research institutes at Reese, the most notable of which is the Institute of 
Environmental and Human Health (TIEHH).  The institute is dedicated to research of the 
environment as it relates to human health and the effect that various agents have upon it.  South 
Plains College is a two-year associate degree and certification school with an enrollment of 
3,000 students at the Reese Campus. Three private commercial technology companies have 
signed long-term leases and are currently located at the Technology Center.  Supachill, an 
Australian company, has located its North American Research and Development facility at 
Reese.  The rapid freeze technology that Supachill has developed has innovative applications in 
both the food and medical industry.  Aslan is a prosthetic and orthotics research and design 
company that is currently consolidating its seven corporate locations at Reese.  Aslan was the 
first company in the United States to utilize the state-of-the-art Otto Bock 3C100 computerized 
legs, or C-legs on an above-the-knee amputee.  Texas T-Bone Express is a beef processing and 
packaging company that has developed cutting-edge technologies for the packaging and 
processing of beef products for international distribution.  Texas T-Bone Express is working very 
closely with the Meat Lab operations at Texas Tech University to revolutionize and improve the 
way beef is processed and packaged in the United States.  Reese has created a unique 
opportunity for regional high-tech economic development in West Texas. Opportunities abound 
for the continued development of a world class research and technology park on the 2,500-acre 
site.   
 
Vint Hill Farms Station, Fauquier County, VA (BRAC 93) – Since the approval of the 
Economic Development Conveyance in October 1998, the Vint Hill Economic Development 
Authority has entered into a joint partnership with Miller & Smith Inc., a respected Northern 
Virginia land development and housing construction firm.  As master developer, Miller & Smith 
will build and operate an 18-hole golf course as well as develop all industrial, commercial and 
residential lots.  The authority is responsible for all infrastructure improvements to the 
developable sites, as well as retaining control of leasing of existing buildings.  Science 
Applications International Corporation located their Facility for Advanced Research and 
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Modernization at Vint Hill, eventually creating 200 jobs.  The Federal Aviation Administration 
selected Vint Hill as the site for its $93 million consolidated air-traffic control facility, which 
will consolidate controller operations from Dulles International, Reagan National and Baltimore-
Washington International Airports as well as Andrews Air Force Base.  The facility will be 
operational by 2002, employing 300 FAA personnel.   
 
Williams Air Force Base (AFB), Mesa, AZ (BRAC 91) – Now known as the Williams Gateway 
Airport, the former Williams Air Force Base has quickly established itself as an international 
aviation and aerospace center.  Today it is home to more than 30 companies engaged in aircraft 
maintenance and modification, avionics, flight training, and air cargo operations.  The site has 
been designated as a Foreign Trade Zone.  In addition, Williams Campus has been established as 
an education, training, and research facility by a consortium of local institutions including 
Arizona State University.  After losing 728 civilian jobs at the time of closure, Williams now 
boasts more than 2,200 new jobs and is home to more than 2,300 college students and 600 high 
school students.  Eventually, the Williams Gateway Airport and Williams Campus are expected 
to employ 17,000 people and serve more than 20,000 students.  McDonnell Douglas, an 
internationally renowned member of the aerospace industry, will assume a strong presence at the 
facility later this year.  The company will locate two of its aviation programs at Williams, the T-
38 Avionics Upgrade Program for the U.S. Air Force and a Helicopter Pilot and Maintenance 
Training program. 
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The redevelopment of a former military base is often the single most important 
opportunity for an affected community to overcome the economic and social impacts of 
a base closure or realignment.  Local public and private sector leadership is critical to the 
stewardship of a successful base redevelopment effort.  


Experience to date reveals the need for close collaboration with the Military Departments 
to establish a flexible partnership that can adapt to the specific circumstances found at each 
location.  Additionally, there must be complete political and financial support that blends 
the experience and resources of the private sector with those of the local, state, and federal 
agencies.   As a community charts a new direction with redevelopment, opportunities exist to 
achieve multiple community goals, such as diversifying the local economy, expanding the tax 
base, and satisfying a range of public facility needs, such as parks, schools, libraries, medical 
facilities and airports.


From 1988 through 1995, Base Closure and Realignment Commission (BRAC) actions 
were approved at 387 locations.  While many of these actions had a negligible economic 
effect on the surrounding communities, roughly one third adversely impacted the local 
communities.  This publication presents a summary of the redevelopment efforts of these 
73 communities adversely impacted by a major closure or realignment decision from the 
last four BRAC actions – 1988, 1991, 1993 and 1995.  Each community’s local economic 
adjustment organization has provided the information on new job creation, an overview of 
major employers and principal reuse activities. 


I recommend that anyone with an interest in learning more about specific base 
redevelopment efforts call the local points of contact provided. These individuals and the 
projects they work represent the most experienced voice on the redevelopment of former 
military property.  The real local heroes in successful base redevelopment are the workers, 
businesses, and communities whose futures are being charted by these local redevelopment 
initiatives. 


      


       
      Patrick J. O’Brien 
      Director 
      Office of Economic Adjustment
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office of Economic Adjustment 
400 Army Navy Drive, Suite 200 


Arlington, Va 22202-4704
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Summary of Economic Transition  
Major Base Closure and Realignment Sites  


1988 - 2004


• Across the country communities have capably responded to the challenge of 
economic adjustment and base redevelopment.  Four Base Closure and Realignment 
Commission (BRAC) actions–1988, 1991, 1993 and 1995– have affected 387 
locations with roughly one third of these locations adversely impacted. 


• Base redevelopment progress is reported annually by 73 locations adversely impacted 
by a major BRAC action.  Economic activity at these 73 locations has resulted in the 
creation of more than 115,000 new jobs, replacing the loss of over 129,000 defense 
civilian jobs since 1988.  


• Because of their size, often thousand of acres, many former bases have become 
mixed-use developments requiring both public and private investment to foster 
redevelopment.


• Industrial and office parks are located or will be located at 72 of the 73 recently 
surveyed bases. 


• Publicly sponsored municipal or general aviation airports are located at 21 of the 73 
recently surveyed bases.  


• The economic transformation of former military bases has been achieved by 
community-based efforts with local leaders being the real heroes in the adjustment 
process.


• Complete base redevelopment requires a long-term effort, sometimes up to 20 years, 
often in collaboration with public and private resources.


• Communities can recover effectively from base closures and realignments which 
provide long-term economic development opportunities.  Base closure does not have 
to be a local crisis.
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 Economic Transition of BRAC Sites  
Major Base Closure and Realignments 


1988 - 2004


A military base is often a major employment center providing significant economic stimu-
lus to the local economy.  A major base closure or realignment can be a blow to the sur-
rounding community.  Consequently, economic adjustment assistance is often required to 
alleviate serious local impacts from major Department of Defense (DoD) actions, including 
base closure and realignment (BRAC) decisions.  When these actions result in an adverse 
economic impact upon a community, DoD takes the lead in efforts to alleviate the problem.  
The Secretary of Defense, through the Economic Adjustment Committee, administers the 
Defense Economic Adjustment Program.  The Office of the Secretary of Defense’s Office of 
Economic Adjustment (OEA) manages this program and has been assisting communities 
since 1961.


When a community is adversely impacted by a major base closure or realignment, OEA 
works with local, state and federal agency representatives, through an assigned project man-
ager, to develop economic adjustment strategies and coordinate action plans to generate new 
job opportunities, and alleviate serious social and economic impacts.   Wherever possible, 
former military bases are redeveloped to support productive civilian uses, i.e., commercial 
airports, industrial parks, schools, hospitals, recreational areas, etc.  Available federal, state 
and local government resources are identified and coordinated to spur private sector invest-
ment and foster new job creation.  OEA’s role is to “help communities help themselves” with 
communities taking the lead in the development and implementation of economic adjust-
ment strategies and base redevelopment. 


For many communities the transition period for securing new jobs can be a difficult time.  
The period is normally beyond four years, with some communities requiring up to 20 years 
for complete redevelopment to occur.  Yet, the experience of communities affected by base 
closures and realignments clearly indicates that communities do adjust successfully.


To track the economic transition activity from military to civilian use, 73 locations adverse-
ly impacted by a major BRAC closure or realignment, annually report to OEA their overall 
economic adjustment progress.  The most recent survey of these locations, conducted during 
a period from November 2003 through October 2004, focused on replacement job genera-
tion, major employers, and identification of major uses and activities on the former military 
bases as reported by the communities themselves.  Provided in this publication is a summary 
of the number of defense civilian jobs lost on base, military transfers, number of civilian jobs 
gained on base, and the principal industrial, commercial, and public reuse activities on the 
former base.  A current community contact is also noted to obtain additional information.  
The following summary of the survey results represents the collective experience of 73 com-
munities adversely impacted by major BRAC actions. 
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New Jobs:  A total of 115,024 civilian jobs are now located on the 73 surveyed former 
military bases replacing the loss of 129,649 former defense civilian jobs located on base.  The 
civilian jobs lost include both DoD civilian and contractor jobs.


New Educational Opportunities:  Several four-year colleges and post-secondary vocation-
al/technical institutes or community colleges have been established at former bases.  The use 
of the former defense facilities for new vocational/technical education provides a strong job 
inducement factor to community economic development programs.


Industrial And Aviation Uses:  Office industrial parks or manufacturing plants have been 
established at 72 of the 73 surveyed sites.  Publicly sponsored municipal or general aviation 
airports are located at 21 of the 73 sites.


Footnote On Jobs:  The BRAC impacts have ranged from the loss of 8,119 defense civilian 
jobs at the Philadelphia Naval Complex, in Philadelphia, Pennsylvania, to the loss of only 
93 civilian jobs with the closure action at Hunters Point Naval Shipyard in San Francisco, 
California.


In many instances, the loss of military personnel (up to 13,619 military at Fort Ord in 
Monterey, California) may significantly affect the regional economy. Military personnel, 
however, are not recorded in local employment or work force statistics, as they are reassigned 
when a realignment or closure occurs.  Thus, they do not add to potential unemployment 
levels.  The relocation of military personnel (188,647 positions for the surveyed 73 locations) 
represents a regional income loss but not a direct employment loss to the area.  For this rea-
son, successful transition should be measured against whether the defense civilian job loss in 
the community has been replaced by new jobs and economic activity on the former bases.  


OEA believes that a reasonable measurement of a community’s long-term economic ad-
justment progress can be drawn between the defense civilian job losses on the base and the 
subsequent job replacement experience on the base.  The survey findings are conservative 
since they exclude secondary and off-base jobs created through community wide economic 
adjustment efforts.


Supplemental Information:  OEA technical assistance to affected communities includes 
guidance manuals to document the base closure and conversion process, offer community or-
ganization options, provide planning techniques, recommend and explain worker transition 
strategies, and focus on specific redevelopment uses, such as commercial aviation, correction-
al and educational facilities, and reuse of base housing.  These guidance manuals are located 
on the OEA web site, www.oea.gov.







Economic Transition of BRAC Sites


Office of Economic Adjustment 10







Economic Transition of BRAC Sites


Office of Economic Adjustment 11


Economic Transition Success 
Stories
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Former air base now  
foundation for  
community comeback 


By WILLIAM KATES  
Associated Press Writer,  
August 17, 2004  


ROME, N.Y. (AP) - Griffiss Air Force 
Base reached the zenith of its glory during 
the Cold War as a linchpin in the country’s 
defenses against nuclear adversaries before 
being closed in 1993.


Now, more than a decade later, the former 
air base has been successfully converted to a 
high-technology business park and local lead-
ers envision Griffiss again playing a pivotal 
role in America’s defense -- this time against 
terrorism -- as a center for cybersecurity.


The anchor of Griffiss’ comeback is the Air 
Force Research Laboratory, a survivor of the 
1993 and 1995 Base Closure and Realign-
ment rounds. Once one of the Air Force’s 
four “super” labs, the 53-year-old facility is 
now the Air Force’s center for research and 
development of command, control, commu-
nications, computers, intelligence and related 
surveillance activities.


Around it have grown more than a dozen 
specialized high-technology firms -- built 
on a hill that used to be the base’s Strategic 
Air Command center. Other businesses have 
moved in, too -- everything from an office 
furniture supplier to a company that repairs 
747 jetliners.


“We are living proof that BRAC doesn’t 
have to be the doom of a community,” said 
Steve DiMeo, president of Mohawk Valley 
EDGE, the local redevelopment agency that 
now runs the Griffiss Business and Technol-
ogy Park.


When the air base was ordered closed in 


1993, it sent a crippling shock wave through 
the region. There was the immediate loss of 
4,500 military and civilian jobs. Rome lost 
20 percent of its population.


When those families left, other businesses, 
like Revere Copper Products and Rome 
Cable, suffered additional job losses. Stores, 
restaurants and downtown businesses closed. 
Vacant houses and apartments tripled while 
the average price of a home in Rome fell 
from $69,000 to $54,000.


“It was akin to economic Armageddon,” 
said Oneida County Executive Joseph Griffo, 
who was the mayor of Rome at the time. 
“But we said, `We can’t look back. We have 
to move forward.’ Overall, the park still has a 
long way to go, but we’re off to a good start.”


Today, more than 4,100 civilians and mili-
tary personnel work at Griffiss -- about 25 
percent of those are new jobs. Although there 
have been some setbacks -- the park lost its 
bid for a $200 million National Research 
and Development Center for Vaccines, Di-
agnostics and Therapeutics -- there are more 
than four dozen companies with offices or 
factories in the park.


As part of the transformation, local gov-
ernment has taken ownership of the former 
base’s roads, infrastructure and public safety 
services, while the electrical, heat and tele-
communications systems have been priva-
tized.


But many signs of the old air base remain, 
including the “Mohawk Valley” B-52 -- the 
first bomber to land at Griffiss -- which sits 
by the former main entrance, next to a brand 
new municipal baseball complex.


There’s also the 2 1/4-mile-long runway, 
hangars, barracks, the gymnasium and other 
buildings, including the base hospital, which 
is now a Veteran’s Administration outpatient 
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medical clinic.
The former base chapel was saved and used 


in construction of the city’s new high school, 
now serving as a cafeteria for students.


Despite saving what it could, the local 
agency razed about two million square feet of 
building space -- most of it so-called “tempo-
rary” structures built in the 1940s.


“Our goal was to find a use for every 
square foot of the old base. We had to come 
up with a strategy how to use six square miles 
of surplus property. Anything that had re-use 
potential, we saved,” DiMeo said.


For instance, the main hangar that once 
housed B-52s was expanded by 30,000 
square feet so it could be used by Empire 
Aero Center, an aircraft refitting company 
that arrived in 2003. Empire Aero employs 
190 workers and projects it will add another 
200-225 jobs by January 2005.


Despite their success, local officials will 
again have to fret through the BRAC pro-
cess. In addition to Rome Lab, the park is 
still home to the Northeast Air Defense Sec-
tor and a Defense Finance and Accounting 
Services center.


“We’re confident ... as long as BRAC 
doesn’t throw us a curve,” DiMeo said. 
“Rome Lab is in a strong position. NEADS 
is more important now for homeland secu-
rity after 9-11 and DFAS was consolidated 
here during the Clinton administration.”


But no one is prepared to rest on reputa-
tion. The Rome Area Chamber of Com-
merce in May wrote Defense Secretary 
Donald Rumsfeld to keep those military 
functions at Griffiss.


“The Air Force and DoD should be proud 
of what has been accomplished at Griffiss 
since it was realigned and how the realign-
ment has benefited the Air Force and DoD,” 
the chamber’s board wrote.


Clearly, Rome Lab -- as local residents call 
it -- is the park’s centerpiece, with more than 
820 military and civilian employees who 
have combined annual salaries totaling $63 
million. It survived the 1995 BRAC round 
only because of a well-organized effort by 
local and state officials.


The lab is responsible for more than $600 
million worth of research and development 
activity in the surrounding 12-county region. 
It has partnerships with several of the region’s 
prominent research universities including 
Cornell, Rochester Institute of Technology, 
Rensselaer Polytechnic Institute, Clarkson 
and Syracuse.


“Military value is the buzz word,” said 
Joseph Camera, chief of the lab’s Information 
and Intelligence Exploitation Division. “We 
no longer pay any of the overhead or infra-
structure costs. We can concentrate on our 
core missions to help the modern warfighter. 
That’s exactly what BRAC will want to hear.”


There has been $165 million in public and 
private investment since 1995, including $30 
million spent consolidating and improving 
Rome Lab’s facilities. The county is consider-
ing a $28 million federally funded plan to 
move its airport to Griffiss and a national 
hotel chain will break ground this fall.


A four-lane parkway, built with state 
money, now runs through the park, and 
many of the newer development projects are 
occurring where passers-by can see them.


“Now people can see the progress being 
made,” DiMeo said. “They can see the high 
school. They can see the parkway. They can 
see the new buildings. They can hear and feel 
the 747s flying overhead ... There’s second 
life at Griffiss.”
© Copyright. Associated Press. All rights reserved.  Distributed by Valeo  


IP. Valeo Clearance License 3.5721.4463878-119688
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Former navy base everything 
we wanted it to be
US Fed News  
April 19,2005 
 


CHARLESTON, S.C., April 19 -- The U.S. 
Department of Defense’s American Forces 
Information Service issued the following 
press release: By Sgt. 1st Class Doug Sample 
USA, American Forces Press Service


“Doom and gloom” describes how resi-
dents of this city felt when the Pentagon de-
cided to close the Charleston Naval Complex 
in 1993.


Jack C. Sprott, executive director of the 
Charleston Naval Complex Redevelopment 
Authority, said this assessment was under-
standable.


For more than 100 years, the “Navy Base,” 
as people here call it, was an economic boon 
for the city, providing thousands of jobs 
and revenue. Next month Defense Secretary 
Donald Rumsfeld will announce another 
round of base closures that could affect many 
more communities like the one here.


Just 10 years ago, the base was home to 
22,000 sailors and civilian workers who 
supported the big gray vessels that docked at 
the Navy yard’s 20 piers. Now most of those 
ships and workers are gone.


“The Navy Base was one of the four pillars 
of this community,” said Sprott, who has for 
the past 10 years worked to bring business 
back to the Navy facility. “So it was a panic, 
it really was, when we realized the Navy Base 
was actually going to leave.


“The community hadn’t focused on rede-
velopment but quickly realized we had to do 
so,” he added.


The city’s first step to refocus was to form what 
it called the ‘BEST’ committee - Building Eco-
nomic Solutions Together, Sprott said.


The BEST committee was able to get state 
and community leaders to come up with a 
land-use plan to redevelop the property. It 
brought together the Charleston area’s three 
main counties to provided funding as well 
as to look at ways to recruit industry to the 
former Navy complex.


The latter formed the Redevelopment 
Alliance. Working in conjunction with the 
Redevelopment Authority, the alliance was 
“very successful on a large scale to attract-
ing industry to the Charleston area in a very 
short period of time,” Sprott said.


“In about three years they had exceeded all 
their goals for a five-year period,” he said.


Dozens of worn-down warehouses and 
an old rusting yellow Navy locomotive sit 
idle behind miles of steel government fenc-
ing - relics of the Navy’s past. But the future 
here can be seen in the more than 80 new 
industrial business and federal agencies that 
now occupy the base, many of which have 
invested millions in the infrastructure here.


Among them are an array of companies 
that manufacture everything from custom 
kitchen cabinets to armored vehicles; De-
fense Department agencies, such as the 
Defense Finance and Accounting Service 
and the Marine Reserves; and local agencies, 
such as the Disabilities Board of Charleston 
County.


Added Robert Ryan, who serves as director 
for Economic Development for the author-
ity: “We’ve got as many people on this base 
now as there were civilians when the base was 
announced to be closed, and that is without 
developing the property.”


In all, more than 6,000 new civilian jobs 
have been created since the base was closed, 
with Charleston Marine Manufacturing 
Corporation, which repairs and makes ship-
ping containers, employing more than 1,700 
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workers alone.
The economic impact has meant more 


than $141 million in investments to the area 
from companies that occupy manufacturing, 
engineering and office warehouses on the 
base property.


Another $161 million worth of goods 
are produced, including exports to Europe, 
Africa and the Middle East.


Ryan said that much of the success in at-
tracting new business to the base is because 
it has so much of offer. “This base is a long, 
narrow property, and its all waterfront and 
they don’t make that anymore,” he explained. 
“This base has everything that a town has to 
offer. It has open land, a landfill, housing, 
it has a hospital - every single thing you can 
think of.”


However, Sprott added, another factor in 
getting businesses to come here was a selec-
tion of special incentives on leasing property 
that his agency helped put together. Some 
of the leasing deals allowed companies to set 
up their businesses and not pay rent for a 
period of time, he said. Other deals offered 
no property taxes until businesses became 
established.


There were also deals based on a percent-
age plan, in which a business paid rent 
according to revenue created. “So as their 
revenue grew, their rental payments to us 
grew,” Sprott said.


Those incentives are partly what brought 
Charleston Marine Containers Inc. here. The 
company, which manufactures storage con-
tainers mostly for military and government 
use, was one of the first industries to open 
its business at the Navy Base. The company 
now occupies more than 250,000 square feet 
of manufacturing space.


Phil Moore, CMCI director of sales 
and marketing, said his company came 


to Charleston because of the low operat-
ing costs here and because the base offered 
warehouses that were “adaptable” to what its 
factory needed. “We could modify them to 
basically what we needed,” he said.


Despite the base’s many potential uses and 
special incentives to attract new business, it 
wasn’t always an easy sell.


Sprott pointed out that once news came 
down that the base was being closed, “Every-
thing had gone downhill,” as far as the base’s 
infrastructure was concerned and money 
wasn’t being put in to repairs.


“The infrastructure itself, the water system, 
the sewer system, the roads and even the 
condition of the individual buildings, was 
pretty darn poor,” Sprott said.


“If you’re going to bring in a private 
company operate a business, the toilets have 
to flush, they to have a road to get to their 
properties, and we were reaching a point 
where those things were deteriorating,” he 
explained. “So a lot of money had to be 
spent in order to bring business to your 
property.”


Federal grants were used to keep the facili-
ties running, he said. But a tour of some of 
the base’s 1,574 acres shows that more repair 
work is needed. Large chunks of land remain 
undeveloped because the Navy still owns 
much of the property, Sprott said. “You don’t 
start redevelopment until you have owner-
ship of the property,” he said.


When that happens, the authority has big 
plans for the finished development, he said. 
The southern end of the base will be part of 
a port expansion for the Port of Charleston. 
The middle portion will be part of a shipyard 
and available for use by private industry and 
federal agencies, such as the Department of 
Homeland Security. The upper northern end 
will be transferred to the city for a residential 
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and commercial development.
“It’s going to end up being nice,” Sprott 


said, “and just about everything we wanted it 
to be.


In Time, a Silver Lining For 
Many Closed Bases 
 


By JOHN M. DONNELLY, CQ Staff
CQ Weekly – In Focus
April 11, 2005 – Page 875


Hundreds of communities across the 
United States that play host to military bases 
are bracing for a government decision that 
may alter their financial well-being and fun-
damentally change the lives of their residents.


Next month, the Pentagon will recom-
mend a new list of bases to be closed or 
reduced in size — the fifth round of an al-
most two-decade restructuring effort to save 
money by eliminating excess capacity. The 
Pentagon estimates that up to 20 percent of 
its 3,800 bases in the United States and its 
territories are superfluous. Military facilities 
range from the 470 square-mile Edwards Air 
Force Base in California to the 11-acre Volk 
Field Air National Guard base in Wisconsin. 


Some are large enough to employ thou-
sands of civilian workers, and those often 
drive local economies. Because of the poten-
tially adverse effects of losing a prominent 
employer, community leaders and their con-
gressional representatives hope to persuade 
the official Base Realignment and Closure 
commission, or BRAC, to keep their bases 
off the hit list. 


But there is evidence that officials would 
be better advised to assume the worst and 
embrace it. According to a study by the Gov-
ernment Accountability Office (GAO), the 
investigative arm of Congress, many commu-
nities caught up in the shuttering of 97 bases 


since 1988 have been able to turn their losses 
to economic advantage. Most have fared bet-
ter economically over time than the country 
as a whole. The study focused on 62 affected 
communities.


“In the short run, some sectors of the local 
economy will be hurt. But experience shows 
that in the long run, a closing base lifts all 
boats,” said Jeremiah Gertler, an analyst with 
the 1995 BRAC commission. 


The January GAO study shows that in many 
places, base-related jobs that were lost have been 
mostly recouped through private and public ven-
tures using the former military facilities. 


For other affected communities, the 
recovery has been slow. Some, particularly 
those in rural areas, remain especially hard 
hit. Others are only now showing signs of 
revival. Conversely, in places where bases 
either contributed little to the local economy 
or were dwarfed by more powerful economic 
engines, closings generally haven’t had a 
significant effect.


But overall, the study shows, communities 
that lost bases are rebounding: 69 percent of 
these communities had unemployment rates 
in the first half of 2004 equal to or less than 
the national average, and 48 percent enjoyed 
greater per capita income growth from 1999 
through 2001 than the national average. 


Driving both of those statistics is the un-
derlying fact that of almost 130,000 civilian 
Pentagon jobs lost due to base closings, 72 
percent have been replaced by new enterpris-
es located on the sites of the former facilities, 
the GAO said. Moreover, not only are people 
still working, but the businesses that sup-
planted the military pay taxes to their local 
governments, as Uncle Sam never did. 


“Military jobs don’t have anywhere close 
to the positive impact on a region as civilian 
jobs,” said Donald Owen, director of capital 
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projects and planning for Glenview, Ill., out-
side Chicago, where the Pentagon ordered 
the closing of Glenview Naval Air Station in 
1993. 


Common Themes
According to base closure experts, commu-


nity leaders and development specialists, the 
strategies of towns that successfully rebound-
ed from the loss of their bases in previous 
rounds included several common themes. 


First, they assumed that their bases could 
be closed and organized public and private 
stakeholders behind a plan to transform the 
facilities to civilian use. Next, their plans 
mirrored some of the functions of the base. 
For example, if the base had an airstrip, the 
plan included a civilian airport. Last, the 
plans strove to incorporate the transformed 
base into the local economy as much as pos-
sible. 


One of the most successful communities to 
bounce back from the loss of a base is Den-
ver, where Lowry Air Force Base was ordered 
shut in 1991. Besides its location on the out-
skirts of the city, the base had several other 
advantages. No aircraft had flown there since 
1965. Instead, the 2.8-square-mile base was 
home to an intelligence school and training 
facilities. As a result, the surrounding com-
munity grew right up to the base boundary. 
There were also no jet fuels or other aircraft 
wastes to clean up. 


To be sure, Lowry’s closing hurt the host 
community. Denver lost about 7,000 jobs 
and $295 million a year in annual spending, 
said Tom Markham, executive director of the 
Lowry Redevelopment Authority. 


But with planning, the facility made a 
successful transition to civilian use. The 
former base now is the site of 4,500 new 
houses, more than a square mile of parkland, 


two community colleges and several other 
schools. It also boasts 2 million square feet 
of retail shops, banks and medical facilities, 
a veterans’ center and an ice skating rink. 
About 12,000 people live and work at the 
Lowry site today, contributing $4 billion an-
nually to the area’s economy, Markham said. 
“There is life after closure,” he said. 


Another success story is Glenview, Ill. The 
town’s 1.8-square-mile Naval Air Station 
once provided jobs to 2,012 civilian and 
military employees, with an additional 2,954 
reservists working there part-time. The base 
contributed $165 million a year to the local 
economy, said Owen, the town’s economic 
planner.


Today, Owen said, the former base is home 
to light industry, offices, retail stores, resi-
dences, golf courses, a large lake, parkland 
and a train station to ferry commuters 20 
miles away to Chicago. The transformed fa-
cility has created 5,000 jobs and funnels $1.6 
billion into the local economy — a tenfold 
increase. 


Glenview also had a leg up to ease its 
transformation. The base was officially incor-
porated into the town, so Glenview officials 
alone could plan how to use the property 
once the decision to close was made. Glen-
view held about 200 community meetings, 
Owen said, making sure to involve school, 
public and private interests in the plan for 
reusing the facility. 


As a result of that spadework, the transfor-
mation planning process took Glenview just 
18 months, instead of the years it has taken 
other localities. It also helped that environ-
mental cleanup issues were minimal. 


Climbing Back Slowly
The communities that surround Fort Ord, 


a former Army base in Northern California, 
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exemplify a different kind of success. Before 
Fort Ord was ordered closed in 1991, the 
base, which sprawls across 44 square miles 
between Monterey and Salinas, served as a 
light infantry training facility and was home 
to 16,000 soldiers and 7,500 civilians. 


Today, the communities surrounding the 
base are getting back on their feet, though 
not as swiftly as Lowry or Glenview did. The 
former base now hosts the 4,000-student 
California State University at Monterey and 
an extension of the University of California 
at Santa Cruz, as well as the Marina Munici-
pal Airport, golf courses, hotels, residences 
and retail stores. 


Still, following a decade of redevelopment, 
only 25 percent of Fort Ord’s transformation 
plan has been completed, with about $7 bil-
lion worth of additional construction sched-
uled, said Michael A. Houlemard Jr., execu-
tive officer of the Fort Ord Reuse Authority. 


So far, about 1,800 jobs have been created 
there — a fraction of the workforce the base 
once sustained. And while Fort Ord annually 
pumped $500 million into the local econo-
my, its new businesses contributed just $100 
million in 2004. 


Compared with Glenview and Lowry, 
however, Fort Ord presented far bigger trans-
formation challenges. In addition to its sheer 
size, the base required a $70 million cleanup 
of asbestos and lead in 1,100 buildings, a 
process that will require several more years to 
complete, Houlemard said.


Also slowing the transformation were dis-
putes among four neighboring communities 
over a plan for the facility’s reuse. That plan 
then had to be coordinated with the Army, a 
process that took six years, Houlemard said. 


But with redevelopment now moving at 
full throttle, Houlemard is optimistic that 
the former base will match its pre-closure 


economic output. “It will get to $500 mil-
lion and more by the time we’re done,” he 
said. 


Meanwhile, the citizens of Anniston, in 
eastern Alabama, have only begun to regain 
their economic footing since the Army or-
dered Fort McClellan closed in 1995. 


Formerly home to a military police facil-
ity and a school training soldiers to defend 
against chemical and biological attacks, Fort 
McClellan employed 5,000 people on its 34 
square miles. Since the Army left, only about 
half that number of jobs have been recouped, 
said Miki Schneider, planning director for 
the area’s redevelopment organization. 


Sherri Sumners, president of the Cham-
ber of Commerce for Calhoun County, said 
many of the lost jobs were held by Pentagon 
and Army employees who were transferred 
elsewhere when Fort McClellan closed. 


“At least when a plant closes, the people are 
still there . . . buying groceries and putting 
gas in their car,” she said. “It’s not only 5,000 
jobs that are lost, but 5,000 residents are 
gone.”


By several accounts, Anniston was slow 
to organize its response to the base closing. 
Fort McClellan had been spared in previous 
rounds, and community officials saw it as 
immune rather than imperiled, said Gertler, 
the former BRAC analyst who served on the 
staff of the commission that shuttered Mc-
Clellan. 


Patrick O’Brien, head of the Pentagon’s 
Office of Economic Adjustment, which helps 
communities affected by base closings, said 
problems with unexploded ordnance and the 
surrounding area’s relatively slow economic 
growth rate also retarded Anniston’s recovery.


But even Anniston has begun to bounce 
back, O’Brien and others said. A national 
wildlife refuge occupies 14 square miles 
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of the former base. The rest of the area is 
punctuated with restaurants, an arts center 
and an outdoor symphony series. The former 
base also hosts the Department of Homeland 
Security’s Center for Domestic Preparedness, 
where police and firefighters from around the 
country train to handle chemical and bio-
logical agents. 


Anniston still houses an Army depot, one 
of the facilities that might be closed this year. 
The depot builds and overhauls combat ve-
hicles bound for Iraq and Afghanistan, a role 
town officials hope will help spare it in the 
upcoming round.


After 10 years, Sumners said, she realizes 
that Anniston will survive the closing of Fort 
McClellan. But she would prefer not to re-
peat the experience in 2005. “It’s somebody 
else’s turn this round,” she said. 
Source: CQ Weekly  
The definitive source for news about Congress.  
© 2005 Congressional Quarterly Inc. All Rights Reserved 
For subscription information, contact David Stevens at (202) 419-8500 or 
e-mail dstevens@cq.com


Indiana Town Turns Base 
Into Downtown
With investment, an abandoned military base can  
become a functioning, vibrant part of a town’s civic life.


By HARRY LEVINS, Post-Dispatch Senior Writer 
St. Louis Post-Dispatch  
May 2, 2004 


 


LAWRENCE, IND. -- A year from this 
month, the Pentagon will tack up its next 
base-closing list -- and already, the municipal 
neighbors of Scott Air Force Base in Illinois 
are holding their breath.


But here in Lawrence, 11 miles northeast 
of the heart of Indianapolis, officials can at-
test that the base-closing ax need not be fatal.


In the ‘90s, Lawrence lost the Army’s Fort 
Benjamin Harrison. Now, on the grounds 
of the former post, Lawrence has gained a 
downtown -- and a state park, and, many say, 


a community identity.
The Army post -- the locals still call it 


“Fort Ben” -- made the BRAC hit list in 
1991. That’s when the Pentagon’s Base Re-
alignment and Closing Commission singled 
out Fort Ben for closure. Five years later, the 
last soldier left.


“The common feeling back in 1991 was, 
‘This will be a disaster -- we’ll need 20 years 
to recover,” says Lynn Boese, who heads the 
Fort Harrison Reuse Authority.


The post’s last commander was Army Maj. 
Gen. Ronald E. Brooks, now retired. He 
says, “Closing the post was one of the worst 
things that happened to me in my career.”


But now, as a civilian, Brooks runs the 
American Legion’s Marketing Services Group 
-- working out of an office in a new building 
on old Fort Ben. He says the rebirth of Fort 
Ben “succeeded beyond my wildest expecta-
tions. I don’t know how it could have gone 
much better.”


Today, the redeveloped post goes by the 
name of “Town Center.” On the 550 acres 
that once housed the post’s cantonment 
area - its built-up part - Town Center brings 
together a mixture of housing, offices, doc-
tors, dentists, lawyers, retail businesses, light 
industry, warehousing and even Lawrence’s 
city government center.


In effect, Town Center is a downtown for a 
community that never had a downtown.


“I would have thought that closing the 
post would be devastating,” says Chuck 
Ricks, recently retired as deputy mayor of 
Lawrence. “But now, I say that the closing 
gave us an unexpected opportunity.”


A commercial void
Lawrence and Fort Ben spent most of the 


20th century together. In 1903, the Army 
decided to build the post. By 1908, laborers 
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had erected most of the buildings - graceful 
multistory red brick structures with white 
wood trim, in the dignified design of the 
Edwardian era.


Infantry regiments came and went. But by 
World War II, Fort Ben had evolved into a 
schoolhouse post, training the Army’s finance 
clerks and other support soldiers.


After the war, it held onto its status as 
home of the Finance Corps. It also became 
the hub of the Adjutant General Corps, the 
people who handle the Army’s paper work. 
When the BRAC ax fell in 1991, Fort Ben 
further housed the Army’s Recruiting School 
and the multiservice Defense Information 
School, where military press handlers learned 
their trade.


When the post was built, an infantry regi-
ment would easily have outnumbered the 
townspeople. On the eve of Pearl Harbor, 
Lawrence had barely 1,000 people. But as 
postwar prosperity kicked in, the population 
shot up. Today, it’s about 40,000 and rising.


Trouble is, the town had to grow up 
around the post, which ate up almost four 
square miles smack in the middle of Law-
rence. In most communities, that middle 
ground would have been downtown. But 
Lawrence did without a downtown.


Instead, Lawrence’s commerce - such as it 
was - clustered south of the post along U.S. 
Route 36, Pendleton Pike. It’s a charmless 
strip of used-car lots, topless bars, liquor 
stores and, by now, a batch of boarded-up 
gas stations and pawn shops.


“Until we got a Kohl’s and a Wal-Mart in 
the last few years, you couldn’t even buy a 
shirt in Lawrence,” says the Reuse Authority’s 
Boese (pronounced BAY-see).


Tom Schneider was Lawrence’s mayor 
when the BRAC news came down. “He had 
a vision,” says Brooks, the retired general. 


“He built the city government center right 
in the middle of the post. It gave Lawrence 
an identity, and Lawrence has blossomed 
because of it.”


As point man for redevelopment, Sch-
neider turned to his deputy, Ricks. The 
marching orders: Give Lawrence a down-
town.


“We had what you might call a commuter 
retail market,” Ricks says. “There was noth-
ing in Lawrence - virtually no restaurants 
or retail, not even a library. The Army’s 
departure gave us the opportunity to build a 
downtown.”


But the new downtown came neither easily 
nor quickly. Even now, it remains a work in 
progress.


Opening a dead end
Step No. 1 involved forming a governmen-


tal entity to deal with the Pentagon. Thus 
was born, in 1995, the Fort Harrison Reuse 
Authority. For $6.1 million (payable over 
time), the authority took title to the canton-
ment area.


“Along with the 550 acres, we got 250 
buildings,” says the authority’s Boese. “But 
many of them were totally unusable. We 
got a central steam-heat plant that cost us 
$250,000 a month to run. And we got all of 
the maintenance chores.”


Traffic patterns made the post a dead end 
of sorts. And although Fort Ben had stood 
open to civilian traffic, few locals ventured 
inside. “The MPs would nail you for going 
one mile an hour over the limit,” says Boese. 
“I got my first traffic ticket ever right here, as 
a teenager.”


The authority brought in bulldozers to ex-
tend the post’s main east-west artery beyond 
its old eastern limit. The bulldozers also were 
tabbed with tearing down some of the post’s 
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buildings - for example, new barracks and 
fairly new single-family housing.


“The new barracks are built in a way that 
made it impossible to use them as anything 
but barracks,” Boese says. The last of them 
will be gone by summer’s end. The single-
family housing had to go because Town 
Center wants to attract empty-nesters, not 
families with kids.


“Our school district was growing by 600 
kids a year and could hardly keep up,” Boese 
says. “We didn’t want to impact the schools 
further. So it made sense to use the base 
commercially and minimize the residential 
use.”


Today, Fort Ben has about 1,000 residen-
tial units, with maybe two people to a house-
hold. And Fort Ben’s business community 
brings in 1,750 people each workday - more 
than the 1,500 or so civilians who worked 
for the Army inside old Fort Ben.


The workers ply their trades in buildings 
both new and old. “If it’s new, we specify a 
lot of red brick and white trim,” says Boese. 
And if it’s old, the exterior stays what it was.


One of the post’s six “mule barns” - stables 
- houses an ad agency and public-relations 
firm. The old post stockade houses an insur-
ance agency. Boese’s own office is in what 
the Post Engineer Center, built in 1904 and 
expanded in the 1930s.


What had been the post’s big schoolhouse 
for around 3,000 soldier-students now 
houses the health services school of Ivy Tech 
State University and its 4,000 or so civilian 
students.


Boese puts the capital investment at about 
$300 million. It might have been much more 
- and most people are glad it isn’t.


“Our Forest Park”
To the relief of people like Ricks, the 


biggest part of old Fort Ben remains unde-
veloped. That’s the 1,700-acre bivouac and 
training area, now a state park that wraps 
around the old Fort Ben golf course, de-
scribed as one of Indiana’s finest.


“A lot of people wanted to saw down the 
trees and put up condos,” Ricks says. “Fortu-
nately, cooler heads prevailed.


“Now, that park gets 300,000 visitors a 
year - and all of them have to go through 
Town Center. And when we get a Marion 
County library, that’ll draw 400,000 more a 
year.”


Chris Butler left Clayton, Mo., in 1989 to 
move to Indianapolis. Now, she teaches at 
the 12,000-member YMCA in Town Center. 
She calls the state park the crowning touch 
of old Fort Ben.


“I remember training for a marathon in 
1992,” she says. “My husband and I ran in 
what’s now the state park, because it’s the 
only place around with hills. But there were 
soldiers in camouflage hiding in the woods, 
and we didn’t feel comfortable.”


Now, Butler says, “The fort has become 
our Forest Park - the place you go to for 
nature in the city. And the vision for Town 
Center is to make it our Central West End.”


Others say that when the Army left, it took 
away some positives.


Assistant School Superintendent Ed Wil-
liams says that soldiers’ children made up 10 
percent of the Lawrence District’s enrollment 
- but a lot more in terms of “diversity of 
thought and world travel experience. Some 
of our kids have spent their whole lives in a 
50-mile radius of Indianapolis. It was good 
to have them in classes with kids who had 
lived in Germany and Japan - all around the 
world.”


Old soldier Brooks says that as Fort Ben 
fades from the Army’s collective memory, 
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Lawrence will lose a steady stream of talented 
people who soldiered there and then sank 
roots after retirement.


He cites deputy mayor Ricks, a retired 
lieutenant colonel. And Joe Carter, once Fort 
Ben’s provost marshal, or police chief, later 
police chief in Lawrence. And Bill Sweeney, 
once Fort Ben’s chief of staff, now the direc-
tor of the Indiana War Memorial.


“They brought a lot of specialized skills,” 
says Brooks, “and retirement dollars, too. 
Over time, that’s going to go away.”


On a dollars-and-cents level, waitress 
Marsha Burton still rues the loss of Fort Ben. 
In the dining room at Bennigan’s Grill inside 
the Four Points Sheraton just off Pendleton 
Pike, only two tables are occupied for her 
breakfast shift.


“We used to get a lot of business from the 
fort - a lot,” Burton says. “We’re trying to 
make it up. But I can’t say we’re there yet.”


Still, one of those two tables holds fans in 
town for a college golf tournament - at the 
Fort Ben golf course.


Boese all but bubbles with optimism. 
“We’re 60 to 70 percent full,” he says. “The 
real-estate pros thought it would be a 15- to 
20-year project. I think we’re well ahead of 
that curve.”


Maury Plambeck, the chief planner for the 
city of Indianapolis, shares Boese’s upbeat 
attitude.


Plambeck calls the reborn Fort Ben an asset 
to the region.


“Fort Ben has created an identity for Law-
rence - and for northeastern Indianapolis as 
well,” Plambeck says.


Although old soldier Brooks misses the 
presence of the Army, he thinks Lawrence 
came out ahead. “Some people had visions 
of boarded-up buildings,” he says. “But the 
development has taken off. What could been 


bad turned out pretty doggoned good.”
Christine Hursh heads the Lawrence 


Chamber of Commerce, working out of an 
up-to-date office in a century-old building in 
the middle of old Fort Ben.


“There was a lot of fear about what would 
happen,” Hursh says.


“Now, the fear has turned to pride.”
Reprinted With Permission of the St. Louis Post-Dispatch, Copyright 2004.
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Case Studies of Economic 
Transition
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England Air Force Base (AFB), Alexandria, LA (BRAC 91) -  The England Economic and 
Industrial Development Authority has more than 50 commercial tenants and 150 residential 
tenants on the former base.  England has attracted businesses that have created almost 2,000 
jobs, more than double the civilian employment at the time of closure.  Among its current 
tenants: LSU Health Sciences leases the base hospital, St. Rita operates a school and daycare 
center, the Learning Center for Rapides Parish leases a classroom building, and a private avia-
tion maintenance company, Pride Flight Services, uses hangars and provides FBO services.  
Lease and other revenues now total more than $8 million a year. The Airpark is economically 
self-sufficient and not supported by local taxes or services.  The regional commercial air-
port, Alexandria International, currently enplanes roughly 125,000 passengers a year.  Other 
major tenants on the former base include Central Louisiana Electric Company, Louisiana 
Air National Guard, Program Services, American Eagle Airlines, Atlantic Southeast Airlines, 
International Packaging Company, Landco Inc., McKesson Inc. and the U.S. Marshal Ser-
vice.  The nonprofit Front Porch Inc. has leased 185 units of base housing on 60 acres for the 
development of a retirement community. England also opened the $13 million Oak Wing 
Golf Club, a high-end public course now playing 22,000 rounds annually and listed on the 
Audubon Trail.  In late 2004, England Airpark announced the location of a Union Tank Car 
manufacturing facility that will cost approximately $100 million to construct and will create 
850 manufacturing jobs.


Fitzsimons Army Medical Center, Aurora, CO (BRAC 95) - Redevelopment at Fitzsi-
mons is producing a state-of-the-art “Life Sciences City,” resulting in a unique partnership 
and synergism between the University of Colorado at Denver and Health Sciences Center 
(UCDHSC), its affiliated University of Colorado Hospital (UCH), the City of Aurora, 
The Children’s Hospital and the Fitzsimons Redevelopment Authority (FRA).  The overall 
redevelopment theme is the creation of a Life Sciences City, where patient care, teaching, 
basic-science research and biotechnology research and development will thrive by being col-
located in a scientific-entrepreneurial community.  Fitzsimons is already being viewed as the 
hub, focus and launch pad for biotechnology within the Rocky Mountain region, and since 
the closure, more than 1,000 new civilian jobs have been created at the site.  Total public and 
private investment programmed for redevelopment of the 577-acre site is $4.3 billion.  Total 
planned construction is projected at 15 million square feet, and total employment at comple-
tion of redevelopment in 2020 is projected at 32,000. Approximately half of the redevelop-
ment program and 19,000 jobs will be at the site by 2010.   


 
    Fort Devens, Ayer, MA (BRAC 91) - In 1996, the State of Massachusetts purchased 4,400 
acres from the Army, including all utility systems, via an Economic Development Convey-
ance at a cost of $17.9 million.  In the nearly 9 years since conveyance, more than 400 acres 
have been sold or transferred, and approximately 5.45 million square feet of new construc-
tion has been built or is committed to be built. Purchase and sale agreements have also been 
signed with two additional developers, which are expected to result in about 300,000 square 
feet of new development over the next year. Another 200,000 square feet in existing build-
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ings have been leased. Current occupants at Devens range from small companies that form a 
business incubator to large operations like American Superconductor. That company pur-
chased 34.8 acres and built a 355,000-square-foot, high-tech manufacturing facility designed 
to employ more than 200 people. Massachusetts-based Guilford Rail owns and operates a 
railhead and intermodal transportation facility.  The Bureau of Prisons has acquired 245 acres 
for a regional prison medical facility.  The Department of the Interior has acquired approxi-
mately 830 acres of land for inclusion in the Oxbow National Wildlife refuge. The Devens 
community offers a total of 2,100 acres of open space, an award winning golf course, hiking, 
swimming and boating, a job training center, a community college satellite campus, com-
prehensive municipal services, and a new business services district that includes a 120-room 
Marriott Hotel, a conference center, restaurants and retail space. To date, more than 3,100 
new jobs have been created at Devens since the closure.


Fort Pickett, Blackstone, VA (BRAC 95) - Fort Pickett, located in Nottoway County in a 
rural area of south central Virginia, was recommended for closure by the 1995 BRAC Com-
mission.  Subsequently, approximately 41,000 acres were taken over by the Virginia National 
Guard under a license agreement.  Shortly thereafter, the Guard relocated its administrative 
offices with some 200 employees from Richmond, Virginia to Fort Pickett.  The Virginia 
Polytechnic Institute and State University research facility remained after closure. With the 
concurrence of the Local Redevelopment Authority, Virginia Tech continues to have use of, 
and will eventually acquire outright, approximately 1,184 acres via a U.S. Department of 
Education-sponsored Public Benefit Transfer. The former installation is also home to Black-
stone Army Airfield, a joint-use airport serving the Town of Blackstone and the surrounding 
region as well as the Army. Total employment at Pickett Park, Fort Pickett, and the Virginia 
Tech site is about 1,150 personnel.  Within Pickett Park, the property conveyed to the 
County, there are 41 tenants employing approximately 272 people, an increase over the 245 
civilian jobs located at the base when the installation was officially closed in 1997. The larg-
est employer is Arbor Tech Forest Products, a fully computerized $25 million sawmill. When 
Arbor Tech developed 125 acres in the spring of 2000, it was the single largest private in-
dustrial investment in the history of Nottoway County.  Pickett Park is also home to a small 
business incubator started by Southside Virginia Community College and now administered 
by the Nottoway County Local Redevelopment Authority.  An Occupational and Techni-
cal Center, also started by SVCC, which teaches truck driving, heavy-equipment operation 
and diesel mechanic training is located in a new building on property leased from Nottoway 
County to SVCC. 


Naval Air Warfare Center – Aircraft Division (NAWC-AD), Indianapolis, IN (BRAC 
95) -   NAWC-AD Indianapolis was an active naval installation that designed and manufac-
tured avionics and guidance devices for jet fighter aircraft, submarines, and satellite ground 
stations.  When the BRAC Commission recommended closure and the transfer of the work-
load, equipment, and facilities to the private sector and the local jurisdiction, the work force 
consisted of 2,196 civilian, 185 contractor, and 36 military employees. In 1996, the Reuse 
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Planning Authority (IRPA), through a competitive selection process, chose Hughes Tech-
nical Services Company (now Raytheon or RTSC) as the plant operator under a sublease 
arrangement with the City.  The City of Indianapolis entered into a master interim lease with 
the Navy for the entire installation and concurrently executed a sublease with RTSC as the 
operator of the installation.  On January 6, 1997, the Navy executed a five-year noncompeti-
tive, indefinite-quantity/indefinite-delivery work order agreement with RTSC.  That same 
day, former NAWC-AD employees reported for work as RTSC employees.  By March 1997, 
nearly all former NAWC-AD workers had become employees of RTSC.  The transitional 
privatization was achieved within three years of the BRAC closure announcement.  Today, all 
property, save for an 8.9-acre parcel, has transferred to the City of Indianapolis, and RTSC 
continues to lease the main buildings and grounds.  There are currently more than 1,700 
individuals working at the former base. 


Long Beach Naval Station, Shipyard and Hospital, Long Beach, CA (BRAC 91 and 95) 
Impacted by BRAC actions both in 1991 and 1995, the Long Beach Naval Station, Ship-
yard and Hospital were closed resulting in significant job loss and a complex reuse planning 
challenge.  Despite difficult economic times, the City implemented a comprehensive and 
successful reuse effort that has completed the transformation from closed Navy facilities to 
a variety of new assets for the Long Beach community. The combined Navy facilities totaled 
approximately 1,215 acres at 3 sites spread throughout Long Beach.  The City viewed the 
sites as an opportunity to meet various needs, including job creation, tax revenue generation, 
education, homeless services and expansion of the Port of Long Beach facilities.  Using EDC 
and PBC disposal methods, the City has developed major new Port of Long Beach terminal 
facilities; a regional shopping mall creating jobs and much needed tax revenues; homeless fa-
cilities for the LA Vets Transitional Housing facility serving homeless veterans; the West Side 
Education Complex which includes a senior high and middle school, a Job Corps Center and 
the California State University at Long Beach Science and Technology Park.  City officials 
estimate cumulative creation of approximately 4,000 new jobs.  Other notable achievements 
include the Boeing Sea Launch project (located at the former Naval Station) which enables 
space launches at sea. 


Loring Air Force Base (AFB), Limestone, ME (BRAC 91) - The Air Force transferred 
2,805 acres of the former Loring Air Force Base, now the Loring Commerce Centre, to the 
Loring Development Authority (LDA) at no cost in April 2001.  In December of 2004, 
the Air Force conveyed the remaining 918 acres of the Loring property, completing the 
disposition of the major developed portions of the former Air Force base.  The 3,723 acres 
in the two parcels deeded to the LDA represents the largest transfer of property in military 
base closure to date.  Since Loring’s closure in 1994, the LDA has created nearly 1,200 new 
jobs, with another 240 having been announced in late 2004.  The Loring Job Corps Center 
welcomed its first of 380 students in January 1997 and provides training in recreation and 
outdoor wilderness trades, accounting, painting, Web page design, and commercial driver’s 
license (CDL) and certified nurse’s aide (CNA) programs.  Operated by the Training and De-
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velopment Corporation of Bucksport, the Center now employs over 130 people.  The Maine 
Army National Guard, which established a military vehicle refurbishment center at Loring 
in September 1997, now employs 320 civilians, with an announced expansion that will add 
as many as 240 more positions.  The SITEL Corporation, which specializes in outsourced 
telephone-based customer service, expanded its insurance sales and service division call 
center operations and moved into the 48,000-square foot Fortune Building, the former base 
commissary in early 1998.  SITEL currently employs 350 people, with expansion possibili-
ties well beyond 500 positions.  Other tenants at Loring include an aviation services firm, 
The Telford Group, which has an aircraft services facility at the former base. Finally, Loring 
recently welcomed its newest manufacturer, Pattison Sign Group, which designs and manu-
factures large pylon-mounted internally lighted signs. 


Mare Island Naval Shipyard, Vallejo, CA (BRAC 93) – The former shipyard is a multi-
faceted waterfront property located in the northeastern edge of the San Francisco Bay. There 
are now more than 70 tenants on the former base and more than 1,600 jobs. Tenants include 
a custom steel fabrication operation, a commercial painting firm, a lumber distributor, an el-
ementary school and an 18-hole golf course.  In November 1998, Touro University relocated 
its College of Osteopathic Medicine from San Francisco to the historic Navy Hospital site, 
spending $16.8 million to renovate the first 200,000 square feet of classroom space. The U.S. 
Forest Service relocated its regional headquarters to the former shipyard from San Francisco 
in 1999, and has since made $19 million in renovations. The Department of Veterans’ Affairs 
is operating a new clinic on the site, and has also made renovations, totaling $3.4 million. 
Beginning in early 2002, Mare Island was transferred from the Navy to the City of Vallejo, 
and then to Lennar Mare Island. The transfer represented the official start of Lennar Mare 
Island’s redevelopment effort. Through a public-private partnership between the City and 
community of Vallejo and Lennar Mare Island, a mixed-use community is under construc-
tion on the former naval shipyard. Lennar Mare Island is constructing the initial 127 single-
family detached houses, and sales of those homes are progressing at a pace quicker than 
expected. The reuse of Mare Island will create approximately 8,000 jobs, 7 million square 
feet of commercial space, 1,400 homes and new recreational, open space and historical areas.  


Mather Air Force Base (AFB), Sacramento, CA (BRAC 88) – Mather Field, as it is now 
known, is a vibrant and multifaceted property.  The site now includes Mather Commerce 
Center, a premier business center for office users, and Mather Airport, the air cargo hub of 
the Sacramento region. Air cargo tenants include, among others, United Parcel Service and 
Airborne Express. Independence at Mather, a residential development, includes approximate-
ly 1,300 new homes in one of the fastest growing counties in the country. The former base 
is also home to Mather Regional Park, a popular recreation area that supports a variety of 
California valley wildlife and an 18-hole golf course. At the time the base was announced for 
closure in 1988, it employed 1,012 civilian personnel; today there are roughly 5,000 civilian 
personnel employed and over 60 tenants at the former base. 
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Myrtle Beach Air Force Base (AFB), Myrtle Beach, South Carolina (BRAC 91) – The for-
mer 3,900-acre Air Force Base was once home to three squadrons of A-10 Warthog light at-
tack planes and functioned as a joint-use, military-civilian airfield.  Since then it has become 
a model for mixed base reuse. The State-established base reuse planning process resulted in 
disagreement between the city and Horry County on the size of the civilian airport, which is 
operated by the County.  To break the impasse, the governor of South Carolina signed legis-
lation to create the Myrtle Beach Air Force Base Redevelopment Authority (MBAFBRA), a 
nine-member group consisting of representatives from the State, city and County levels. The 
legislation authorized the Authority to plan and carry out non-aviation base redevelopment 
of properties it acquired.  Initially the Air Force swapped approximately 1,555 acres with 
the State for acquisition of training ranges to support nearby Shaw AFB.  This property was 
then sold to the County Airport Authority and private developers.  Another 1,300 acres were 
conveyed to the County for the airport.  The MBAFBRA concentrated efforts on former 
military family-housing areas and the creation of an urban village, called Market Commons.  
It has helped generate 1,500 new jobs and more than $1.5 million in property taxes on the 
site. To promote redevelopment, the Authority demolished 55 buildings and spent nearly 
$30 million on roads, a storm water management system, sewers and sidewalks for the urban 
village. Plans are underway to construct more than 3,200 new homes, ranging in price from 
$150,000 to $400,000 to be built both in Market Commons and on the privately held land.  
Another developer is rehabilitating 800 units of the former military family housing, to be 
sold as moderate-cost homes. Since the closure, enplanements at the County airport have tri-
pled.  Future aviation development includes the construction of a new $150 million terminal 
building near the Market Commons. In addition there are new fire and police stations and a 
new office building to house the State’s Department of Health and Environmental Control. 
The Authority donated the base hospital to the Horry-Georgetown Technical College for use 
as a medical science education center. The Department of Veterans’ Affairs purchased the 
former base dental clinic and has rehabilitated the building to serve as an outpatient clinic for 
the more than 28,000 veterans in the area.  


Orlando Naval Training Center/Naval Hospital, Orlando, FL (BRAC 93) - The City of 
Orlando’s reuse plan for the four sites that make up the former training center and hospital 
complex called for mixed-use redevelopment, including office parks for business develop-
ment, housing, multi-modal services, educational complexes, natural areas and Federal uses.  
Federal transfers have been completed with the Department of Veterans Affairs and U.S. 
Customs Service, and more than 1,600 new jobs have been generated.  The initial develop-
ment plan for the Main Base was proposed over a 10-year period with over $500 million 
proposed improvements.  Baldwin Park Development Company now projects full comple-
tion of the 1,093-acre Baldwin Park Community in 2006, building 200,000 square feet of 
retail space, 750,000 square feet of office space, and 4,000 residential units including 1,100 
single family homes, 700 condominiums, 500 townhouses, 1,400 apartments and 300 units 
of senior housing. Baldwin Park will also include three neighborhood centers, two public 







Economic Transition of BRAC Sites


Office of Economic Adjustment 29


schools and more than 200 acres of parks and open space areas. The estimated property value 
upon completion of the redevelopment of the Main Base site is more than $1 billion.


Vint Hill Farms Station, Fauquier County, VA (BRAC 93) - The Vint Hill Economic De-
velopment Authority (Vint Hill EDA) received economic development conveyance approval 
in October 1998 and purchased the property in September 1999. The Vint Hill EDA devel-
oped a master plan and managed the rezoning process, changing it from an agricultural area 
to a Planned Industrial Commercial Development District, and to date, the former base has 
more than 900 new jobs. The Vint Hill EDA has leased 278,000 square feet of existing com-
mercial/industrial buildings and has sold 157,000 square feet to private commercial compa-
nies. The Federal Aviation Administration purchased 33 acres and constructed a $93 million, 
91,000 square foot facility for consolidated air traffic control of Dulles International Airport, 
Regan National Airport, Baltimore-Washington International Airport, Richmond Interna-
tional Airport and Andrews Air Force Base. The Vint Hill EDA donated 70,000 square feet 
of other existing facilities to public entities such as the county’s Parks and Recreation Depart-
ment and a local transitional housing program. The EDA also developed lots for 300 new 
single family residences for sale to new home builders. The first new commercial construc-
tion at Vint Hill began in December 2004, with a 46,000 square foot office/light industrial 
building designed by the EDA and developed by Zumot Real Estate Management, Inc. The 
building will be completed in late spring 2005 and all of the building units have been sold or 
leased. In 2005, Vint Hill plans to create a downtown village incorporating retail, residential 
and professional uses, a continuing care retirement community and parks for recreational use 
that will be framed by office buildings and corporate sites.


Williams Air Force Base (AFB), Mesa AZ (BRAC 91) - Now known as the Williams 
Gateway Airport and the Williams Campus, the former Williams Air Force Base has quickly 
established itself as an international aviation and aerospace center. Today it is home to more 
than 35 aerospace-related companies engaged in fields ranging from GPS satellite technol-
ogy to pilot flight training. The site has also been designated as a Foreign Trade Zone. The 
Williams Campus has been established as an education, training and research facility by a 
consortium of local institutions, including Arizona State University. After losing 728 civil-
ian jobs at the time of closure, Williams Gateway and the Williams Campus now boast more 
than 3,700 new jobs and are home to more than 6,200 college students. Eventually, Williams 
Gateway Airport and the Williams Campus will employ 15,000 people and serve more than 
20,000 students. Boeing, an internationally renowned member of the aerospace industry has 
a strong presence at the Williams Gateway Airport. The company has two aviation programs 
at the location, the T-38 Avionics Upgrade Program for the U.S. Air Force and an Apache 
Helicopter Maintenance Program. 
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1. EXECUTIVE SUMMARY 
 


The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA), a field activity within the Department of Defense (DoD), assists 
communities to plan and carry out adjustment activities in response to the job losses and other economic impacts 
related to DoD actions, including those associated with the Defense Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) 
process.  


During 2004, in anticipation of the BRAC actions scheduled for 2005, OEA hired a contractor team headed by 
BearingPoint, Inc. to: 


• Obtain comprehensive feedback on how the community adjustment process actually worked for the 
beneficiaries of the program, including the overall program of assistance. 


• Collect BRAC best practices and lessons learned from key redevelopment practitioners – Local 
Redevelopment Authorities (LRAs), former and current elected officials, and private sector developers. 


 
This report documents the feedback that was received by OEA during four focus groups held in Washington, D.C., 
St. Louis, Missouri, and Sacramento, California. 


Focus group participants provided nearly 800 separate comments on the BRAC process. The participants were 
encouraged to be candid about the BRAC process and they were, as the following comment demonstrates: 


BRAC is the most diabolically complex and stressful activity for a community. There needs to be a strong 
collaborative role for OEA with the communities and other Non-Governmental Organizations. OEA needs 
to be empowered as much as possible to do their work. OEA should provide databases, case studies, 
refereeing, training, facilitation, joint appraisals and make collaborative efforts work. Training is on going 
and may need to be accomplished in small doses. The LRA’s buy-in to the process is important. OEA 
should help communities get the BRAC response structure right from the beginning. 


Feedback provided by the focus group participants has been organized into the following categories: 


• Feedback for BRAC Communities 
• Feedback for OEA 
• Feedback for Military Departments and Other Federal Agencies 
• Other BRAC Process Feedback 


 
Feedback has been further organized according to the major themes introduced by the participants during the 
sessions. These themes are identified at the beginning of each major feedback section. In most cases, the comments 
speak for themselves and are not further qualified. Finally, a universal comment made at all sessions was the desire 
on the part of the participants to have their feedback acknowledged, as is demonstrated by the following comment: 
 


The information gathered at these focus groups must be shared with DoD and other agencies involved in 
the BRAC process. 
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2. INTRODUCTION 
 


The previous four rounds of Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) in 1988, 1991, 1993, and 1995, resulted in 97 
major closures and many minor realignments and closures. In each instance where property was made available for 
civilian redevelopment and a significant portion of the local labor market was impacted, the affected jurisdictions 
assumed the responsibility of organizing the local community to represent the impact area with one voice, 
formulated an overall adjustment strategy that commonly included a redevelopment plan for the surplus Federal 
property, and routinely partnered with the private sector to reuse property in a manner consistent with the local 
consensus for redevelopment. 


The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA), a field activity within the Department of Defense (DoD), assists 
communities to plan and carry out adjustment activities in response to the job losses and other economic impacts 
related to DoD actions. In this capacity, OEA provided over $210 Million in planning and redevelopment assistance 
to more than 100 communities and coordinated over $1.1 Billion in other Federal Agency support to assist worker 
and community recovery efforts.  


With this extensive portfolio, OEA hired a team headed by BearingPoint, Inc. to facilitate a focus group effort 
during the summer and fall of 2004. OEA’s two objectives were: 


• Obtain comprehensive feedback on how the community adjustment process actually worked for the 
beneficiaries of the program, including the overall program of assistance. 


• Collect BRAC best practices and lessons learned from key redevelopment practitioners – Local 
Redevelopment Authorities (LRAs), former and current elected officials, and private sector developers. 


 
This report reflects the results of the four focus groups held in: Washington, D.C. (one group on July 1, 2004, 
Session 1, and one on December 9, 2004, Session 4); St. Louis, Missouri (held on September 23, 2004, Session 2); 
and Sacramento, California (held on October 21-22, 2004, Session 3). 


58 total participants, representing 53 communities, participated in the four focus group sessions. Of the 58 
participants, 40 were current or former Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA) directors, five were elected officials, 
five were City Managers, six were property developers and two were associated with State Governments. 
Participants for all but the Sacramento session were drawn from locations across the United States to ensure 
geographic diversity of participation. A “California only” session was held in Sacramento with key redevelopment 
practitioners from that state. In all sessions, however, participants were selected that represented installations 
affected by BRAC 1988, 1991, 1993, and 1995 actions and Army, Navy/Marine Corps, and Air Force installation 
communities.  


The pie charts on the following page depict the distribution of focus group participants by BRAC round, former 
installation type (i.e., the Military Department predominately responsible for the closure or realignment action and 
BRAC implementation process execution), by focus group session and by the principal occupation of the focus 
group participants. 
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58 Total Participants 


Each all-day session began with welcoming remarks from an OEA official. Following this introduction, the support 
contractor team conducted the remainder of the session, without participation from any of the OEA staff or other 
observers. The sessions included facilitators, scribes and observers. Participants were advised that their comments 
would not be attributed to them and were encouraged to be candid, open, and specific. They were. Nearly 800 
participant comments were recorded. In keeping with this commitment, this report does not attribute comments to 
specific individuals. 
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Each session adhered to the discussion guide included as Table 1, below. The guide was structured around the 
following three major phases or segments of the BRAC process:   


• Phase 1 – BRAC closure recommendation through the organization of the LRA 
• Phase 2 – Closure approval through property disposal  
• Phase 3 – Acquisition and redevelopment of transferred property 


 
Consistent with OEA’s two objectives for the four sessions, attendees were encouraged to focus on OEA’s 
role in each phase of the BRAC process. Attendees were also encouraged to contribute feedback and other 
observations beyond OEA’s role. To that end, this report has been organized by feedback type—feedback for 
BRAC communities, for OEA, for Military Departments and other Federal Agencies and other general BRAC 
process feedback. Feedback is prefaced by an introductory statement or paragraph. In those cases where no 
introductory text has been added it is hoped the comments speak for themselves. Specific participant 
comments included in this report are italicized. Every attempt has been made to capture the context and 
meaning of what the participants offered.  
 
Table 1. Focus Group Discussion Guide 
 


Phase 1. CLOSURE 
RECOMMENDATION THROUGH 


ORGANIZATION OF THE LRA 


 


Phase 2. CLOSURE APPROVAL THROUGH 
PROPERTY DISPOSAL 


 


Phase 3. ACQUISITION OF AND 
REDEVELOPMENT OF 


TRANSFERRED PROPERTY 


 
• Transitioning anxiety to constructive 


action 
• Dual tracking  
• Local leadership 
• Multiple jurisdictions 
• Advanced planning 
• Retained enclaves 
 


• Speaking with one voice 
• Representation and zoning authority  
• Locating the LRA on-base 
• Strengths, Weaknesses, Opportunities and 


Threats (SWOT) 
• Personal property review 
• Federal real property screening 
• Homeless outreach and submission 
• Environmental Baseline Survey information 
• National Environmental Policy Act (NEPA) 


scoping 
• BRAC Cleanup Team and Restoration Advisory 


Board 
• Infrastructure studies 
• Operational / business plans 
• Addressing state / Federal requirements 
• Screening by military vs. community 
• Multiple Federal sources of support – OEA / 


Base Transition Coordinator / Military 
Department / Federal Sponsoring Agencies 


• The Base Reuse Plan / Local Redevelopment 
Plan 


• Private vs. public implementation models 
• Interim leases 


 


• Addressing state / Federal requirements 
• Connecting with potential Federal 


redevelopment resources 
• Early transfers / Environmental Services 


Cooperative Agreements (ESCAs) 
• Public and negotiated sales 
• Conveyances – Public Benefit 
• Economic Development Conveyances 
• Caretaker cooperative agreements 
• Where does “as-is, where-is” work well 


or not work? 
• Legal services/support  
• Public-Public / Public-Private 


Partnerships 
• Master developer 
• Environmental cleanup  
• Financing for demolition, site 


improvements and redevelopment 
• Phase-out of OEA organizational 


support 
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3. FEEDBACK FOR OEA 
 


The focus group process generated much feedback regarding OEA and its roles. One major theme heard throughout 
all sessions was that the assistance provided by OEA to prior round BRAC communities was essential and that the 
role of the OEA Project Manager was widely viewed as being that of an “honest broker.” Focus group participants 
strongly believed OEA assistance was fundamentally critical to a community’s ability to accept a BRAC decision, 
to organize and plan, and to carry out transitional and implementation activities.  


Focus group participants identified a variety of ways by which OEA had provided assistance to BRAC 
communities. Some noted that the financial assistance provided by OEA was the most important for their situation 
while others lauded OEA’s technical and programmatic assistance. In all cases, some combination of this assistance 
was noted as key to their community’s successful BRAC redevelopment. Participants offered specific feedback for 
OEA to consider prior to the BRAC 2005 round. 


However, not all feedback received about OEA was complimentary. A number of focus group participants offered 
valuable constructive criticism, some of which is included in this section. This feedback to OEA can be grouped 
according to four primary themes, which are: 


• Maintain and strengthen OEA’s role 
• Conduct early outreach 
• Provide timely and relevant information 
• Explore ways to make OEA’s grant program more flexible 


 
The comments in the following subsections are organized according to these themes. 


MAINTAIN AND STRENGTHEN OEA’S ROLE 


A community impacted by base closure has a very narrow window for decision-making. OEA needs to help 
the community in this process and fill in information that they may not have. The information has to be 
timely and localized with information about the tools that a community will need in order to make their 
decisions. Pre-BRAC decision information could include—joint land use and encroachment. The tools that 
OEA should get to the community are what they should be doing in planning for the inevitable. 
Environmental Baseline Surveys could be done now. OEA needs to get out to the communities early and 
often. 


OEA must educate communities in the process and realistic possibilities. OEA should assist financially for 
a good start up, reinforce that planning and development will take time and it will change. OEA needs to 
stick with communities. Guide 'em, back 'em, get 'em real! 


OEA should play a greater role in providing mediation and dispute resolution among other Federal 
Agencies and the communities. 


The community never completely understood all the things that OEA could do for it. OEA needs to develop 
a family tree that will show clearly where they fit in. 
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OEA is an important tool for the community and developer. [Our] community became at war with the 
Military Service. OEA became the peacemaker when the community became political. 


OEA can and should play the role of the honest broker. 


Even when communities have good relationships with the military, hard facility data is still needed. OEA 
could help to share how the facility staff and leadership engage with and relate to the community. OEA 
should be the broker to help obtain the right kind of information, particularly in a realignment action. 


There is a real difference between project managers at OEA. Some can play the role of honest broker and 
others are not as good at it. A lot of it is about people and relationships. Some commanders are also good 
in this area; others are not. Good people can make a bad process work, and bad people can screw up the 
best process. 


Not every OEA representative was good. OEA needs to have a consistent training system for all of its reps 
and also good and consistent oversight. 


There is often a conflict between the OEA Project Manager and Military Service Program Manager. There 
needs to be greater communication and cooperation between OEA and Military Services. All must have the 
same goals and objectives.  


CONDUCT EARLY OUTREACH 


Participants indicated that OEA should initiate contact with potentially affected communities as soon as the 
Secretary of Defense issues the BRAC 2005 recommendations in May. Even though the recommendations would 
not be final at that point, participants felt that communities would gain valuable insight from a visit by OEA to 
allow them to understand what might happen to them, and what resources they will have at their disposal if the 
recommendation becomes law. While specifics concerning the most effective type of early interaction varied from 
on-line help to in-person interaction, there was consensus from the participants that it would be of great value to 
BRAC 2005 communities for OEA to make contact with appropriate local and state leaders as early as possible. 
Comments by participants included: 


Once a community is on the BRAC list, OEA needs to conduct a 1-2 day seminar and tell community 
officials what happens during the process – being realistic about expectations. 


It is important that OEA provide information and education to the community at the earliest possible time. 
Don’t tell the communities what to do, but provide information about the process. 


OEA needs to control false expectations. OEA needs to let the communities know that redevelopment takes 
years. Educate the community about the process and not about how great things will be. 


OEA needs to educate all communities placed on the BRAC list prior to its final approval. 


OEA should be the place for "one stop shopping" about BRAC. 
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Unless a community has been involved in BRAC before, no one knows what OEA is. Early education of 
states and communities is the key. OEA should provide, "Here's what to expect if you are on BRAC list." 


PROVIDE TIMELY AND RELEVANT INFORMATION 


Participants indicated that one challenge faced in the earlier rounds of BRAC was that of having to learn much of 
what they needed to do and create solutions and documents from scratch. The participants believed there were few 
examples of the various kinds of documents they would need to generate or become familiar with. Examples cited 
included redevelopment plans, property conveyance documents, model leases, deeds, and redevelopment authority 
organizational structure templates. All were noted as items that would have been useful to review or adapt to their 
situation. Many felt such documents were outside the range of documents that communities routinely prepare.  


Discussion of the methods by which OEA could provide this information tended to focus on three particular areas: 
smaller, or more regional in-person conferences; web-based tools that would allow communities to access 
information, share lessons learned and exchange ideas; and live mentoring by former redevelopment practitioners. 
Many participants noted that they found the OEA conferences from the 1993 and 1995 rounds of BRAC to be 
useful, but considered them too large (in terms of numbers of attendees) and simultaneously too limiting with 
respect to who was authorized to represent their community at the conference.  


Regardless of the method of delivery, participants overwhelmingly noted that having an OEA Project Manager 
make earlier contact with community decision makers would be key to maximizing success for communities facing 
a 2005 BRAC action. 


As a result of the dramatic changes in technology that have occurred since the earlier rounds of BRAC, focus group 
participants believed that web-based access to educational materials, including various templates and examples of 
documents used in prior rounds of BRAC would be of great value to communities facing BRAC 2005.  


Participants in all sessions noted that communities facing the 2005 BRAC process have one advantage over those 
who were involved in earlier rounds in that there are many experienced people across the country who have been 
through the process and know what communities face. It was felt that these individuals could serve as a key source 
of information to LRAs and others new to the process. OEA participation in public interest group conferences was 
noted as one way for communities to gain access to this source of intellectual capital.  


OEA should not allow the new communities to re-create the wheel. OEA should become a clearinghouse 
for information, documents, and contracts. How to play in the BRAC arena is important information that 
OEA can provide for the communities of any size and communities facing change. 


Only one person from my community was allowed to come to the OEA-sponsored closure conference. Only 
one book of OEA information was available per community. Regional meetings might have allowed more 
people to attend. 


OEA should take the new communities through “BRAC boot camp” (an intense workshop) that includes 
interfacing with previous BRAC communities and documents emphasizing best practices. OEA should 
facilitate this dialogue with the 2005 BRAC communities to share successes and identify the problems and 
challenges of closure and redevelopment. 
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OEA needs to develop a database on base closure and base closure communities on the Internet. 


OEA should support a mentoring process; DoD and OEA can never give communities the kind of insight 
and support that other communities can provide. Communities can tell other communities things that OEA 
and the Military Services cannot say. A mentor should be available early in the process, as well as 
throughout it. 


Communities do not need case studies of general "good" successful bases, but rather examples of bases 
that have redeveloped that had "looked like their base." This resource was not provided by OEA. Also 
examples of how to get organized and what options are available are needed. 


EXPLORE WAYS TO MAKE OEA’S GRANT PROGRAM MORE FLEXIBLE 


Feedback regarding the OEA grant process clearly indicated the value it brings to a BRAC-affected community. 
Grants, along with the technical assistance provided by OEA, were consistently noted as two of the most important 
items that allowed communities to be successful. However, a large number of focus group participants, especially 
those who had participated in the OEA grants process, expressed strong feelings about the apparent lack of 
flexibility of the rules governing how OEA grant funds can be expended during the community planning process. 
Some felt the current rules regarding grant flexibility should be reviewed in light of lessons learned and experience 
gained from prior rounds. In general, representative focus group comments on this topic are along the lines of those 
included below: 


OEA should consider funding under a block grant program. Dollars would be available for a variety of 
projects and not limited to OEA constraints. 


Getting developers in early requires a different kind of funding. Traditional resource planning takes on a 
different look if it is done in concert with a developer. OEA may want to consider more customized use of 
funds in terms of reuse planning and implementation in order to get implementation entities involved early. 


Having a “one process fits all” is not necessarily smart. Some communities do not need money if they can 
fast track the development. Other communities need significant money beyond just preparing the plan. 
Multi-year funding and a tiered approach might be a good idea. Some communities need dollars while 
others need project management. 


The absence of written guidance from OEA on its grants and what could and could not be funded made the 
process more complicated than necessary. Some community needs were not eligible for funding—for 
example, environmental analysis and marketing.  


Smaller communities have to struggle with finding the match for the OEA grants. 


OEA assistance for staff and planning is great and leads to capital development. Lacking in the grant 
process are funds for "paying the bills" that must be paid in order to make progress towards 
redevelopment. Some things will be a loss leader in the beginning, but are needed for success in the long-
term. Getting from the closure state to full operations needs money to pay the operating bills whether it 
comes from OEA, the Federal Aviation Administration or the Economic Development Administration. 
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4. FEEDBACK FOR BRAC COMMUNITIES 
 


Focus group participants had many suggestions for BRAC 2005 communities and future Local Redevelopment 
Authorities (LRAs) and their predecessor organizations that will become OEA customers during the 2005 BRAC 
round. There was a high degree of consensus that the experiences of former OEA customers and OEA personnel 
themselves from the previous rounds of BRAC would provide 2005 BRAC round communities and LRAs with a 
much larger knowledge base than had existed in prior rounds. Feedback has been arranged according to the 
following major themes, representing recommendations and specific advice to BRAC 2005 communities that were 
introduced by the focus group participants: 


• Speak with one voice 
• Early involvement with OEA is critical 
• Develop and maintain a strong relationship between the military base and the community 
• Brace yourself and pace yourself 
• Educate yourself about the BRAC process  
• Understand the BRAC regulatory process 


 
SPEAK WITH ONE VOICE 


The phrase “speak with one voice” was used on a number of occasions during all four of the focus group sessions. 
While there were many interpretations of this phrase, it was typically used to describe consistency in 
communicating the messages from a stakeholder group. In the case of a BRAC community, including the LRA, 
participants referred to speaking with one voice as occurring when the community was in agreement on their goals 
and needs and communicating those effectively to all recipients of the message. Achieving this condition during the 
BRAC process was noted as sometimes difficult due to the interplay among various and diverse local groups having 
widely differing goals. However, it was made clear by the participants that the lack of a consistent message from 
the community to the Military Departments and regulatory agencies could seriously delay the success of the 
redevelopment of the closed base.  


The BRAC process can be very adversarial. A cohesive vision is helpful for the community. The political 
element within the community carried the process through, not the Military Departments. The community 
needs to build a common vision and planning process that will carry the day.  


Clarity and unity are constant challenges from the community side as well as from the military. 


Speaking with one voice begins with the “save the base” committee that builds public trust and credibility. 
Communities can fight like cats and dogs among themselves, but must speak with one voice outside the 
community. 


Each community responds differently to BRAC but there is still a need for the community to speak with a 
single voice. Many communities have tried to resolve the issues without a consensus and failed. 


OEA could facilitate getting the local communities together to understand the importance of consensus and 
speaking with a single voice. Warring factions within the community are bad. 
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EARLY INVOLVEMENT WITH OEA IS CRITICAL 


Focus group participants representing communities believed that some of their BRAC 2005 counterparts might be 
reluctant to engage with OEA early on. The following comments are illustrative of this sentiment: 


The first meeting between the community and OEA is critical. Meeting with OEA could reduce community 
anxiety. 


OEA involvement with the community began early on. This was extremely helpful. OEA provided the 
community with good information and saved the community dollars and heartache. The [BRAC] process 
was more complicated than we previously thought. 


A significant issue that still prevails in the community is that the individuals involved in saving the base 
have not given up and their redevelopment efforts have always been half-hearted. OEA has to be the truth 
teller and the reality check for the community. OEA has to find a way to do this and talk about the "good, 
bad and ugly." 


OEA is a valuable interpreter for communities of the DoD language and culture, and vice versa; DoD lives 
in a different world than local communities. Some small issues for the military are huge for the local LRA. 
The ability for OEA to translate for the military and local communities becomes crucial for understanding. 


OEA financial assistance was helpful from the very beginning. It helped the community and the LRA to get 
off the ground. The resources were needed immediately and they were there. 


DEVELOP AND MAINTAIN A STRONG RELATIONSHIP BETWEEN THE MILITARY BASE 
AND THE COMMUNITY 


Developing and maintaining strong relationships with the local military base and its leadership throughout the 
BRAC process was cited as another key to success. In cases where communities had existing close relationships 
with the base leaders, or developed them early in the process, participants noted that it was much easier to move the 
BRAC process forward. In the opinion of most focus group participants, the community should start developing its 
relationship with base leaders as early as possible to maximize knowledge of the installation’s assets and liabilities. 


Understanding what the military means to the community is a good first lesson for the communities. There 
needs to be connectivity between the military and the community. The community needs to know what is 
going on at the base; institutional history does not stay with the military but with the community. It is 
important to know who’s there, what’s there, what they do and how do they do it as well as to understand 
the economic impact of all of these activities to the community. 


The community needs to establish a warm and close personal relationship with the commander of the base 
and keep establishing this relationship as the commanders change. The community needs to know what 
property and missions are on the base and how the base functions.  


Ideally, this relationship needs to be in place before BRAC implementation. Close relationships have to be 
at all levels – staff and leadership; staff relationships are important at the beginning. 
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The relationship needs to be supported by solid information about the base that the community can rely on. 
BRAC is like losing a close member of the family. There is a strong interconnectivity of actions between the 
base and community. This means BRAC elicits a grieving process just like when a family member is lost. 
The grieving process for the closure of the base needs to be allowed for personnel on both the base and in 
the community. 


Closure represents bad news but an extraordinary opportunity if the community pulls together. So much 
good can happen if you work together and so much bad if you don’t.  


RECOGNIZING THE CHALLENGES AND SET EXPECTATIONS ACCORDINGLY 


As indicated in the Introduction of this report, a number of focus group participants were current or former Local 
Redevelopment Authority directors. It was noted that communities need to engage a BRAC action with their eyes 
open and set realistic expectations related to the complexity of the process.  


The BRAC process was overwhelming and confusing to the community at the outset. Community had had 
little engagement with the military. OEA was helpful in interpreting the issues and forming a liaison 
between the military and the community. 


Base closure is traumatic to the community—for both businesses and the people. This trauma begins at the 
time the base is placed on the closure list and continues during and after the process. Base closure changes 
the community forever. OEA helps to make it a positive change. 


The Executive Director of any Local Redevelopment Authority has to be able to survive in chaos. 


BRAC forges relationships that create conflict; the environment of conflict carries its way through the 
community forever and creates conflicting interests. 


The process is long term. This is [about both] economic and community development. 


EDUCATE YOURSELF ABOUT THE BRAC PROCESS 


Many focus group participants wanted to ensure that BRAC 2005 communities were aware of the need to educate 
themselves on the complexities of the BRAC process. In addition, the BRAC regulatory process and how regulators 
approach the many complex issues associated with BRAC implementation were noted as an important factor that 
communities need to learn and understand quickly. 


Early planning money from OEA was very important. The community spent early money on teaching the 
community about the BRAC process. 


Sit down at the beginning with the State, the EPA and the Military Service to partner on environmental 
cleanup. Regulators, the LRA and the Military Service must work together from the very beginning. 


States need to look at how to respond [to the BRAC process] and get local communities the information 
they need to respond. 
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Understanding the regulatory process and how regulators approach the issues is something that the 
communities need to learn quickly. Every State has an array of regulatory agencies. How you deal with 
them and successfully work with them is the issue. Navigating the regulatory framework is an important 
part of BRAC implementation. Regulatory agencies include environmental, historic preservation and fish 
and wildlife. 


The LRA and the community need to first understand the different regulatory agencies and how they play in 
the world and then secondly there is the matter of getting the job done and getting approval. OEA can play 
a role in the first instance, but not necessarily in the second. Is there an advocate within the regulatory 
agencies for communities dealing with BRAC implementation? Education comes first and then execution; 
OEA cannot do both. 


Even with OEA and its grants, BRAC was an evolving situation. Rather than knowing what was allowable, 
the community wanted to know what was the last deal you [the Military Departments] made. The State of 
California put base closure communities together every two months to compare notes. 
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5. FEEDBACK FOR MILITARY DEPARTMENTS AND OTHER FEDERAL 
AGENCIES 


 
Although the principal goal of the Focus Groups was to obtain feedback related to OEA activities, Focus Group 
participants also relayed various experiences they’d had with the Military Departments and other Federal Agencies 
during prior rounds of the BRAC process. Consistent themes about the relationship among communities, Military 
Departments and other Federal Agencies emerged during the sessions. This information is captured in the following 
themes, grouped by feedback for Military Departments and feedback for other Federal Agencies: 


• Feedback for Military Departments 
- Conduct early outreach to BRAC 2005 communities 
- Implement the BRAC process consistently 
- Provide accurate and timely installation information and data 
- Keep communication channels open 
- Recognize that community involvement in BRAC real estate disposal adds value 
- Revisit the role of the Base Transition Coordinator (BTC) 


• Feedback for Other Federal Agencies   
- Improve interagency cooperation 


 


FEEDBACK FOR MILITARY DEPARTMENTS 


CONDUCT EARLY OUTREACH TO BRAC 2005 COMMUNITIES 


The topics of early outreach by the Military Departments and sharing data with communities generated significant 
feedback among the focus group participants. Early outreach to communities by OEA is mentioned previously in 
this report, but early outreach to communities by the Military Departments was noted as a significant opportunity 
for the military to improve the overall communication and coordination of the BRAC implementation process. 
Participants felt that DoD and the Military Departments need to be a part of the BRAC reuse process from the very 
beginning and must cooperate with the community to ensure success. All of this must be done with the 
understanding that BRAC implementation is best viewed as a collaborative process. Discussions during the focus 
group sessions indicated that the level of interaction between local base commanders and the local community 
following the BRAC decision varied widely among the participants.  


IMPLEMENT THE BRAC PROCESS CONSISTENTLY 


Perceived inconsistencies in the Military Departments’ implementation of BRAC caused confusion and frustration 
and a sense of unfair / unequal treatment among communities. Focus group participants who had experiences with 
multiple Military Departments noted that policies and procedures could vary significantly between and among 
them. Establishing more process and policy consistency among the Military Departments was cited as a key 
recommendation that would have a positive effect on the perceived fairness of the BRAC process as a whole. The 
past practice of communities networking with one another for the purpose of comparing BRAC experiences should 
be expected to continue with BRAC 2005 communities. 
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PROVIDE ACCURATE AND TIMELY INSTALLATION INFORMATION AND DATA 


In keeping with the overall theme of having access to more information more rapidly, focus group participants 
noted that community decisions and the effectiveness of BRAC execution are heavily influenced by the timely 
availability and quality of installation information and environmental characterization data. Participants encourage 
the Military Departments to be proactive in providing data, to be responsive to community requests for specific 
information, and to pay attention to the accuracy and completeness of data provided. Most participants agree that 
data regarding the base should be made available to the community much earlier in the process than in previous 
rounds. Because of the quality and maturity of installation data that should be available in this round, participants 
hope that the Military Departments will share this data as soon as possible after the BRAC decision is final.  


KEEP COMMUNICATION CHANNELS OPEN 


Most participants believe that no amount of communication among BRAC implementers can ever be too much. The 
need to have close coordination among all stakeholders was deemed to be an essential Lesson Learned that applies 
to all phases of the BRAC process. Communication and coordination at both the local and higher Military 
Department levels was cited as both a challenge and an opportunity. Participants felt that all parties must be 
proactive and should embrace an approach that establishes good working relationships. It was clear from the 
sessions that the ability of the communities to engage both Military Department and Office of the Secretary of 
Defense personnel, when needed, is considered a key to success in every aspect of the BRAC process.  


RECOGNIZE THAT COMMUNITY INVOLVEMENT IN BRAC REAL ESTATE DISPOSAL 
ADDS VALUE 


Focus group participants wanted the Military Departments to understand the value that communities and LRAs can 
add to the BRAC property disposal process. Participants noted that pursuing property disposal goals shared by both 
the community and the Military Departments could help both parties better achieve their goals. Some representative 
comments include:  


The quicker the community can move on, the better. A facilitated session with the community and the 
Military Service stating the goals and needs on both sides would be a good start. 


The goal of BRAC ties into how property will be conveyed. What is considered victory [in BRAC] by DoD 
and its communities? 


Feedback regarding the BRAC property disposal process can be categorized as follows: 


• Flexibility of the “Tool Box” 
• Public bid sales 
• Property valuation 
• Early transfer 
• Retained Federal enclaves 
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Flexibility of the “Tool Box” 
 
Focus group participants had many comments regarding the past and current DoD use of a “tool box” approach to 
property conveyance. Participants, based on their extensive individual experience, were certain that the entire range 
of conveyance methods were needed to successfully convey real and personal property in prior BRAC rounds and 
should be used again in the BRAC 2005 implementation process.  
 
Public Bid Sales 


While acknowledging that public bid sales can play an important role in BRAC property disposal, focus group 
participants voiced some skepticism about the use of this conveyance method. Most believed that an over-reliance 
on the use of public bid sales during BRAC 2005 would result in a less than optimal process. Participants observed 
that marginal residual properties could become much more difficult disposal challenges. Also, because land use 
controls required by communities will affect a prospective bidder’s interest, participants urged the Military 
Departments to work closely with communities at locations where public bid sales are contemplated. Participants 
generally agreed that this approach would ensure that both the maximum financial return to the Military 
Department and conformance with the community’s goals would be achieved.  


Property Valuation 


Focus group participants observed that there have been fundamental differences in the way the Military 
Departments and communities have assessed the value of BRAC installation property. Participants believe that in 
extreme cases—generally related to high environmental remediation costs or obsolete infrastructure—BRAC 
property can be of low or even negative value. Focus group participants observed that the use of different valuation 
assumptions commonly yielded dramatically different estimates of value. Because of this, participants strongly 
recommended that, at minimum, appraisal assumptions to be used by each party be shared. Participants suggested 
that ideally, the joint development and agreement on the basic appraisal assumptions to be used in valuing the 
property would significantly improve the process. The following comments are representative of the feedback 
provided by the participants: 


The Military Service does not want to lose value in the land transaction, but does not understand the 
amount of money that the developer needs to put into the land to create development value. 


The government did not understand the infrastructure in preparing their appraisal for sale. The cost of 
bringing the utilities and other infrastructure into compliance with local ordinances far exceeded the value 
of the base. 
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Early Transfer 


Some participants noted there is mixed acceptance, at the state and community levels, of the early transfer of real 
property, and questioned whether the early transfer process provides an actual advantage to the community. Other 
participants held a completely opposite position, noting that early transfer generates more immediate opportunities 
for long-term, large-scale reuse. The majority of participants agreed that early transfers have worked best where 
market conditions are favorable and environmental regulators are supportive of the early transfer process. The 
following comment summarizes this sentiment: 


Early transfers are a good idea. They work best if you have a good market and the environmental 
regulators on your side. 


Participants advised that if the Military Department is considering an early transfer of real property, both the 
community and the state need to be involved in this discussion at the earliest possible point during the 
implementation process. 


Retained Federal Enclaves 


Focus group participants acknowledged the Military Departments’ and other Federal Agencies prerogative to retain 
certain BRAC properties. However, they urge the Military Departments to consider the post 9-11 security 
ramifications on remaining properties, and suggested that a single, consolidated and securable enclave is better than 
a “Swiss-cheese” effect of multiple, scattered Federal enclaves. Also, at locations where communities are expected 
to provide public services for retained Federal enclaves, participants hope the Military Departments will recognize 
that the remaining property must provide sufficient economic leverage for the community to make the process work 
financially. 


In the instance of a large piece of property, if the Federal government keeps three quarters of the property, 
but the community has to upgrade all of the property and the infrastructure, the community does not have 
enough economic leverage to make the process work financially. This inhibits reuse of the community's 
part of the property.  


REVISIT THE ROLE OF THE BASE TRANSITION COORDINATOR 


Focus group participants, particularly those involved in the 1993 and 1995 BRAC rounds, provided feedback on the 
role of the Base Transition Coordinator (BTC). Some participants felt that the BTC function was a critical 
component of the coordination that occurred between the local community and the Military Department, while 
others believed that a uniformed military BTC was too closely tied to the Military’s chain-of-command to fulfill the 
ombudsman role for which the position was designed. Many participants believe that the positive contributions 
made by BTCs have not been fully realized. A number of participants suggested that civilian BTCs would provide 
better continuity than retiring or rotating military BTCs. 


Our BTC was helpful in dealing with personal property. The BTC needs to start at day one of closure and 
stay with the process until the end. Because the [uniformed] military BTCs continuously move on or retire, 
the best option is for a civilian BTC.  
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FEEDBACK FOR OTHER FEDERAL AGENCIES 


IMPROVE INTERAGENCY COOPERATION 


Participants discussed the complexities of interacting with other Federal Agencies during the BRAC process 
including:  


• The property disposal process 
• The resolution of regulatory issues related to reuse 
• The process of obtaining assistance with redevelopment 


The lack of efficient interaction among the various Federal Agencies was viewed as an impediment to successful 
redevelopment. Although participants generally agreed that agencies other than DoD had specific duties and 
responsibilities in the BRAC process and that some level of conflict was inherent, many provided feedback that 
better interagency cooperation would improve the BRAC implementation process. The following recommendation 
was made: 
 


All regulatory agencies, state and Federal, need to have a BRAC point of contact. 


Participants noted that regulatory agencies that showed up late in the process, did not make timely decisions, or 
repeatedly requested “new” information from the Military Department or the community, were particularly 
frustrating to work with. Generally, all focus group participants believed that interagency cooperation could be 
significantly improved during the BRAC 2005 implementation process and that the axiom of “there is no such thing 
as too much communication” can be applied to other Federal Agencies as well. 


 







Office of Economic Adjustment 
Feedback From the Field 
Community Experience With BRAC 
May 2005 


Other BRAC Process Feedback                                    


 


 
Office of Economic Adjustment 18 .


 


 


6. OTHER BRAC PROCESS FEEDBACK  
 


Focus group participants also provided feedback on other parts of the BRAC implementation process. This section 
includes three topics that were the most frequently mentioned by focus group participants as impacting successful 
base reuse and property redevelopment. The comments and feedback included in this section are grouped into the 
following categories: 


• BRAC environmental process 
• Personal property 
• Infrastructure transition 


BRAC Environmental Process 


Participants commented that the environmental cleanup and other environment-related aspects of the BRAC 
implementation process constitute a significant challenge to the overall implementation process, and warrant a 
separate and dedicated discussion outside the scope of this document. The following comments are representative 
of those offered by participants:  


Environmental issues are the real problem. The community can't have control of buildings or other 
property without the environmental process speeding up. 


There needs to be a comprehensive national look at the BRAC environmental cleanup program. This focus 
group does not have enough time to enumerate all of the environmental problems. 


Focus group participants expressed the hope that there would be better interaction and collaboration among Military 
Department, community, and Federal and state environmental regulators during the BRAC 2005 implementation 
process. Current and former LRA representatives offered that their BRAC 2005 counterparts would be ready to 
actively dialogue with Military Department environmental program managers and state and Federal environmental 
regulators to affect solutions related to environmental issues impacting base reuse. 


Personal Property 


Focus group feedback about personal property issues associated with the BRAC implementation process revealed 
that there is considerable room for improvement from both community and military sides of this issue. The 
following comments are representative of the feedback provided: 


Everyone shows his or her worst in dealing with personal property. The community wants everything [all 
personal property] even if they don't know how to use it. 


 There is a lack of consistency in the Military Service’s implementation of BRAC personal property 
transfer.  


Focus group participants favored a more proactive process toward personal property disposal and hope that such a 
process will be used during BRAC 2005. Most agree that improved communication and coordination (e.g., early 
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and often) between the local Military Department and the community relative to the military’s desired disposition 
of personal property will result in an improved process. Most believe that equitable solutions can be achieved if 
both parties work together in personal property disposition issues.  


Infrastructure Transition 


Experience with Caretaker Cooperative Agreements varied widely among focus group participants. Some had little 
experience with these agreements, generally as a result of certain Military Departments not using them. Others did 
not have experience because of the BRAC round in which they participated. Others had significant comments 
regarding the complexity and difficulty related to the negotiation and execution of these agreements.  


Focus group participants who had been involved with Caretaker Cooperative Agreements, generally felt that such 
agreements provided communities with an invaluable opportunity to learn how to manage and operate the 
installation and to manage and prioritize facility maintenance. 
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7. APPENDIX—FOCUS GROUP PARTICIPANTS 
 


George Meyer 
Pease AFB 


Lynn Boese 
Ft. Harrison 


Steve Albright  
March AFB 


Jim Silva 
El Toro 


David Holmes 
Plattsburgh AFB 


James Carlow 
Red River Army Depot 


Michael Cohen  
Treasure Island, 
Hunter’s Point 


Christine Shingleton 
Tustin 


Glen Cooke 
Seneca AD 


Matt Carlson 
Glenview NAS 


Braden Phillips 
Long Beach 


Bill Tuohy 
Oakland/Alameda 


John Van Horn 
Letterkenny AD 


Jim Covington 
DDD Memphis 


Alex Estrada 
Norton AFB 


Mark Barnhart 
Stratford AEP 


Owen Bludau 
Vint Hill Farms 


Charles Finley 
Pueblo Chemical Depot 


Tom Figg 
Port Hueneme 


Michael Cruz 
Naval Air Station Agana 


Larry Grossman 
Cameron Station 


Dan Goddard 
Grissom AFB 


Larry Florin 
Treasure Island 


Gail Goldberg 
NTC San Diego 


Thomas “Buddy” Styers 
Myrtle Beach AFB 


Joe Gurley 
Eaker AFB 


Aliza Gallo 
Oakland 


Diana Gonzalez 
 Homestead AFB 


Thomas Kohler 
NTC Orlando 


George Harvel 
DDD Memphis 


Michael Houlemard 
Fort Ord 


Jon Grafton 
England AFB 


Steve DiMeo 
Griffiss AFB 


Duane Lavery 
Red River Army Depot 


Tim Johnson 
Sacramento AD 


Jon Roberts 
George AFB 


Marilyn Cohen 
Davisville CBC 


Dave Limardi 
Ft. Sheridan 


Daniel Jung 
El Toro 


Tom Rumora 
KI Sawyer AFB 


Marcie Kesner 
Fort Totten 


Jessie Lopez 
Kelly AFB 


Larry Kelly 
McClelland AFB 


Sandy Sanders 
Fort Chaffee 


Bob Simpson 
Cecil Field NAS 


Tom Markham 
Lowry AFB 


Rob Leonard 
Mather AFB 


Bob Sweeney 
Fort Ritchie 


James Clarke 
South Weymouth NAS 


Katy Podagrosi 
Chanute AFB 


David Nystrom 
Mather AFB 


Art Thompson 
Loring AFB 


William Burke 
Fort Devens 


Jack Sprott 
Charleston NS 


Kathy Riser 
San Diego 


 


Dick Shields 
Mesa Development 


Paul Tauer 
Lowry AFB, 
Fitzsimons AMC 


Regina Schaap 
Sierra AD 
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Introduction 
 


The National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 amended  the 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 (Public Law 101-510) to authorize 
a round of closures and realignments in 2005.  The Commission forwarded its report 
and recommendations to the President on September 8, 2005.  On September 15, 
2005, the President approved the Commission's recommendations and forwarded its 
report to Congress.  Since Congress did not enact a joint resolution of disapproval 
within the review period provided by the BRAC Act, on November 9, 2005, the 
Department became legally obligated to close and realign all installations recommended 
for closure and realignment in the Commission’s report.  In accordance with the BRAC 
Act, the Department will begin implementation of the recommendations within 2 years of 
the President’s approval and complete implementation within 6 years. 
 
 This report addresses reporting requirements specified in Section 2907 of the 
BRAC Act, as amended by Section 2831 of the National Defense Authorization Act for 
Fiscal Year 2006 (P.L. 109-163). 


 
As was the case in prior BRAC rounds, the Fiscal Year 2007 budget justification 


material submitted separately by the Comptroller was developed to satisfy the 
requirements of paragraphs (1) and (2) of Section 2907 of the BRAC Act.  The DoD 
Component justification material provided detailed information by realignment and 
closure package, broken out by one-time implementation costs, anticipated revenues 
from land sales, and expected savings.  This material provides justification for the Fiscal 
Year 2007 funds requested for BRAC 2005 implementation.   


 
Section 2831 of the National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2006 


amended section 2907 by adding new reporting requirements.  The amended section 
2907 is provided at appendix 2.  This report provides the information required by 
paragraphs three through seven.  Specifically, this report provides: 


 
• a description of the closure or realignment actions already carried out at each 


BRAC 2005 installation and the current status of the closure or realignment of the 
installation, including whether— 
o a redevelopment authority has been recognized by the Secretary for the 


installation; 
o the screening of property at the installation for other Federal use has been 


completed; and 
o a redevelopment plan has been agreed to by the redevelopment authority for 


the installation; 
 


• a description of redevelopment plans for each BRAC 2005 installation;  
 


• the quantity of property remaining to be disposed of at each BRAC 2005 
installation as part of its closure or realignment;   
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• the quantity of property already disposed of at each BRAC 2005 installation; 
 


• a list of the Federal agencies that have requested property during the screening 
process for each BRAC 2005 installation, including the date of transfer or 
anticipated transfer of the property to such agencies, the acreage involved in 
such transfers, and an explanation for any delays in such transfers; 
 


• a list of known environmental remediation issues at each BRAC 2005 installation, 
including the acreage affected by these issues, an estimate of the cost to 
complete such environmental remediation, and the plans (and timelines) to 
address such environmental remediation; and 
 


• an estimate of the date for the completion of all closure or realignment actions at 
each BRAC 2005 installation. 


 
  Because the Department is at the early stages of implementation, detailed 


information does not yet exist for many installations.  As BRAC implementation matures, 
reports for future years will include more detailed information.  Further, to ensure 
effective reporting in the future, each of Components will establish mechanisms to 
enable them to capture the required information for this annual reporting requirement.  
Finally, all data provided in this report is as of January 31, 2006.   


 
 
Report Organization 
 
 Installations impacted by BRAC 2005 recommendations (including leased 
installations) are provided by Military Department by state, and Defense Agency.  For 
each installation that will either close or realign the report provides individual 
installations summaries consisting of:  


• The BRAC Commission number and title for all recommendations affecting the 
installation.   


• A description of the closure or realignment actions completed. 
• Whether a local redevelopment authority has been recognized by the Secretary 


of Defense.  
• Whether the screening of property at the installation for other Federal Agency 


use has been completed.  Since the screening process is not yet complete, this 
will be shown as “no” for each installation. 


• Whether a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority.   
There are no redevelopment plans at this point, so this will be shown as “none” 
for each installation. 


• If a redevelopment plan does exist, its description.  Since there are no 
redevelopment plans at this point, so this will be shown as “none” for each 
installation. 


• The total quantity of property remaining to be disposed.  This section reflects the 
acreage reported by the Military Departments that was being screened through a 
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formal "Notice of Availability" under the General Services Administration-
delegated disposal authorities across the components of the Department of 
Defense and the Federal Government as of January 31, 2006.  Once the 
Department determines the acreage that is "excess" to its needs, the acreage 
available for disposal to non-DoD interests will become the value for the 
"Quantity of Property to be Disposed" at each of the listed sites. 


• The quantity of property already disposed.  No property has been disposed at 
this point, so this will be shown as “none” for each installation.       


• A list of the Federal Agency(s) that have requested property during the screening 
process, including the date of anticipated transfer, the acreage involved, and an 
explanation of any delays to transfer.  As of 31 January 2006 Federal Agency(s) 
have expressed a request for property by either a Notice of Intent or a 1391 
application.  A Notice of Intent request is not a binding agreement and 
subsequent reports will reflect only GSA Form 1334/DD 1354 application 
request.  Because the property screening is still underway, for most federal 
agency requests, the anticipated transfer date, the amount of property to be 
transferred, and the description of any anticipated delays to the transfer of 
property to another federal agency is listed as “TBD” and “none”.    


• The overall estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions at 
the installation.  This is the last date of the last action necessary to complete the 
closure or realignment.  It does not include time necessary for environmental 
restoration or property disposal. 


• If an installation has remediation issues, the installation summaries reference 
Appendix 1.   


 
 


Environmental Remediation Issues and Cost To Complete 
 
 Appendix 1 provides the list of known environmental remediation issues at each 
affected installation affected by the BRAC Round 2005 actions that are part of the 
Defense Environmental Restoration Program (DERP) as defined by DoD’s 2001 
Management Guidance for the DERP, an estimate of the cost to complete, and the 
plans and timelines for addressing the remediation issues.  Information on acres 
affected by the remediation issues is listed as TBD.  The Department has not historically 
collected acreage information because the acreage varies year to year based on site 
conditions, the stage of site investigation, or remedy, and is difficult to measure 
precisely. The Department is developing mechanisms to collect acreage information for 
future Section 2907 reports. 
  
 The DERP installations listed in Appendix 1 are identified according to the 
following BRAC action types:  major closures, minor closures, and realignments.  Below 
is a DoD level summary of the estimated cost-to-complete for the DERP sites at these 
installations grouped by the three categories. 
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BRAC Action Type Category Cost-to-Complete 
($Millions) 


Major Closures* $490.1 
Minor Closures $457.2 
Realignments $8,139.0 


Total** $9,088.4 
Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS database. 
* Includes minimal legacy BRAC costs of $8.7M at Umatilla Chemical Depot and $0.2M at Ft. Monmouth, 
as well as minimal active installation DERP costs of $1.8M at Ft. Monmouth 
** Includes Cannon AFB Cost to complete of $2.1 Million, which is a contingent closure. 


 
 The DERP cost-to-complete of the closing installations is to be funded from the 
BRAC account, whereas the DERP cost-to-complete for realigning installations is to be 
funded from the environmental restoration account for active installations.  Cost-to-
complete estimates are based on the best available information at the time of their 
development and represent bottom-up, site level aggregations.  Additionally, the cost-to-
complete estimates address all site level DERP requirements at the entire installation.  
Further, a complete reconciliation of DERP sites to specific land parcels affected by the 
specific BRAC actions does not yet exist within DoD.  Therefore, the cost-to-complete 
estimates may, in some cases, reflect an overstatement of the environmental 
restoration costs related to a given BRAC action, particularly for partial closures and 
realignments that do not affect an entire installation.   
 
 Additional information in Appendix 1 includes an inventory of the specific 
environmental restoration sites at each DERP installation, including site type 
designations, cost-to-complete estimates, milestone dates for investigation completion 
and for having all remedies in-place or responses complete, the DERP program 
category (i.e., hazardous waste or munitions), DoD’s relative-risk prioritization ranking, 
and the environmental restoration issue (i.e., groundwater contamination, soil 
contamination, etc.).   
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Abbott USARC Tuskegee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  5.69 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


 19







AFRC Birmingham  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11, 55 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama; USAR Command and 
Control Southeast  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2009 
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Anderson USARC Troy 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 
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Anniston Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  57, 153, 175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Marine Corps Logistics Base Barstow, CA; Rock Island 
Arsenal, IL; Commodity Management Privatization; Supply, Storage, and Distribution 
Management Reconfiguration  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plan (BP) to support budget allocation of required and 
available resources. 


• Conducted Project Review Board to validate, prioritize and resource BRAC 
MILCON projects proposed for ANAD. 


• Synchronized personnel authorization movements and eliminations with planned 
construction to establish action complete dates. 


• Conducted site orientation visit to determine facility and support requirements for 
incoming workload. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2009 


 


ARNG RC Northport Tuscaloosa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 


 


Faith Wing USARC Anniston 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 2.17 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Finnel AFRC, Tuscaloosa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.01 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Flowers USARC Decatur 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 


 26







Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Ft Ganey ARNG RC Mobile 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 


 
 


Ft Graham ARNG RC Birmingham 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Ft Hanna ARNG RC Birmingham 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Ft Hardeman ARNG RC Mobile 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Ft Powell-Shamblin ARNG RC Tuscaloosa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Ft Rucker 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  189 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Establish Centers for Rotary Wing Air Platform Development 
and Acquisition, Test and Evaluation  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to support budget allocation of required and available 
resources. 


• Conducted Project Review Board to validate, prioritize and resource BRAC 
MILCON projects at Redstone for activities coming from Ft Rucker. 


• Synchronized personnel authorization movements and eliminations with planned 
construction to establish action complete dates 


• Conducted site orientation at Redstone to determine best sire at the Redstone 
airfield, 


• Initiated NEPA Negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Aug/30/2010 


 


Ft Terhune ARNG RC Birmingham 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Gary USARC Enterprise 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Redstone Arsenal 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  2, 5, 121, 134, 148, 176, 180, 189 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Gillem, GA; Fort Monmouth, NJ; Combat Services 
Support Center; Co-locate Missile and Defense Agencies; Relocate Army Headquarters 
and Field Operating Agencies; Depot-Level Repairable Procurement Management 
Consolidation; Consolidate Ground Vehicle Development & Acquisition; Establish 
Centers for Rotary Wing Air Platform Development and Acquisition, Test & Evaluation  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation.  The Defense Logistics 
Agency (DLA) has the lead for BP #176. 


• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 
construction projects. 


• Conducted BRAC implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/31/2011 


 


SCREWS USARC Montgomery 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4.8 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


SMD Annex Bldg Montgomery 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


TAG Bldg ALARNG Montgomery 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Wright USARC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4.92 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 
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Ft Richardson 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  137, 146   
 


Recommendation title(s): Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices within each Military 
Department and the Defense Agencies; Joint Basing  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation.   
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 


construction projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning.   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2010 
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Ft Wainwright 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  1 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Wainwright, Alaska  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation.   
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 


construction projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/30/2006 
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Allen Hall AFRC, Tucson 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  12 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arizona  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3.56 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Papago Park 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  12 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arizona  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:   None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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Deer Valley USAR #2, Phoenix 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  12 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arizona  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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Ft Huachuca 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  137, 144 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices with each Military 
Department and the Defense Agencies; Create Joint Mobilization Sites  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning.  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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Ft Huachuca, USAR AMS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  12 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arizona  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 
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ARNG CSMS Ft Chaffee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG FMS, Jonesboro 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Arkadelphia 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Bentonville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011  
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ARNG RC, El Dorado  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  2.8 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Fayetteville  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Ft Smith 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Hot Springs  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  1.43 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Jonesboro  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3.45 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Paragould  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Pine Bluff 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC, Rogers 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011  
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ARNG RC, Springdale 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011  
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ARNG RC, Van Buren 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011  
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BG Darby USARC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/01/2008 
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Camp Pike, Little Rock 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  56 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Southwest  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/01/2009  
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Charleston Armory 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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Stone USARC, Pine Bluff 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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USAR Equipment Concentration Site-15, Barling 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/01/2010 
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USARC AMSA, Malvern 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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USARC Arkadelphia 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


 75







USARC Camden 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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USARC El Dorado 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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USARC Hot Springs 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011  
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USARC Jonesboro 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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USARC Pond 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  13 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Arkansas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3.5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG OMS, San Jose 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Bell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Montebello  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 


 


 85







ARNG RC Redwood City  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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ARNG RC San Lorenzo  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Sunnyvale  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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Camp Parks Reserve Forces Training Area 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  56 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Southwest  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2008 
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Desiderio USARC, Pasadena  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.1 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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Hall USARC Mountain View  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 7.06 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veterans Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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Hazard Park USARC, Los Angeles 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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Joint Force Training Base Los Alamitos  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  56 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Southwest  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 
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Richey USARC, San Jose  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 8.6 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  151 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Closer Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 172 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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Schroeder Hall USARC, Long Beach 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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Sierra Army Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  152 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Sierra Army Depot, CA  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation of required and 
available resources, 


• Participated in Project Review Board to help validate proposed MILCON projects 
at gaining sites for Sierra’s workload, 


• Synchronized ammunition movement and storage actions with gaining sites, 
• Conducted site orientation visit as needed, 
• Initiated NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 


 


USARC Moffett Field 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  14 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in California  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 
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Colorado 
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Ft Carson 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  6, 173 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Hood, Texas; Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Manchester 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Naugatuck 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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ARNG RC New Britain  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2009 
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ARNG RC New Haven 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Newington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Norwalk  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Putnam   
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2009 
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SGT Libby USARC, New Haven 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 
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Sutcovoy USARC, Waterbury 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 7.3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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Turner USARC, Fairfield  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.1 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 
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USARC AMSA Windsor Locks 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15, 52 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut; USAR 
Command and Control New England 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2009 


 


 117







USARC AMSA #69, Milford 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 2.6 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 
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USARC AMSA Middletown 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 
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USARC Danbury   
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 
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USARC Middletown 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  15 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Connecticut   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 23.7 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 


 121







 


 122







 
 
 
 
 


Delaware 
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ARNG RC Middletown 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  16 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Delaware   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 9.13 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2011 
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Kirkwood USARC, Newark 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  16 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Delaware   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2011 
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USARC / OMS Newark 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  16 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Delaware   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2011 
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Walter Reed Army Medical Center 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  169, 174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Walter Reed National Military Medical Center; Joint Centers 
of Excellence for Chemical, Biological, and Medical Research and Development and 
Acquisition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 113 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Department of State TBD TBD 


General Services 
Administration 


TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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Ft Benning 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  2, 9, 50 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Gillem, Georgia; Maneuver Training; Single Drill 
Sergeant  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 


construction projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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Ft Benning, Bldg 15, 4960 ARNG RC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  17 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Georgia  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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Ft Gillem 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  2 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Gillem, GA  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 


construction projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  1,427 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Department of 


Homeland Security 
(Federal Emergency 


Management Agency) 


TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 


 


Ft McPherson  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  3 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort McPherson, GA  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? Yes  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 488 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Department of 


Veteran Affairs 
TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 


 


Peachtree Atlanta (leased) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  3 
 


Recommendation title(s): Fort McPherson, GA  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues: None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 


 


USARC Columbus 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  17 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Georgia 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 2.2 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Honokaa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  18 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Hawaii  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Keaau 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  18 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Hawaii  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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Kunieda USARC, Hilo 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  18 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Hawaii  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3.76 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 
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AFRC Waukegan 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4.5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 
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ARNG RC B73 Mt Vernon  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 
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ARNG RC B75 Mt Vernon  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Cairo  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Carbondale   
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Salem  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Waukegan  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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Ft Sheridan  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2008 
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Rock Island Arsenal 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  2, 148, 151, 153, 157, 176 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Gillem, Georgia; Relocate Army Headquarters and Field 
Operating Agencies; Riverbank Army Ammunition Plan, CA; Rock Island Arsenal, IL; 
Mississippi Army Ammunition Plant, MS; Depot-level Reparable Procurement 
Management Consolidation  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 


construction projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


USARC Centralia  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4.32 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


USARC Fairfield 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  6.16 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 161







USARC Marion 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  19 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Illinois  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects,  
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  2.82 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Remington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  20 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Indiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2011 
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ARNG Monticello 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  20 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Indiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2011 
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ARNG RC Attica 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  20 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Indiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2011 
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ARNG RC Boswell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  20 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Indiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2011 
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ARNG RC Camp Atterbury Bldg #4, Bldg  #500 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  20 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Indiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2011 
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ARNG RC Darlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  20 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Indiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2011 
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ARNG RC Delphi 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  20 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Indiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2011 
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EREC Indianapolis 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  143 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Personnel and 
Recruiting Centers for Army and Air Force  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Newport  Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  154 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Newport Chemical Depot, IN  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  8498 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
US Coast Guard TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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USARC Lafeyette 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  20 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Indiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2011 
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AFRC Cedar Rapids  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  21 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Burlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  21 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 11 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Camp Dodge  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  21 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Cedar Rapids  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  21 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 6 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Muscaline 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  21 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2011 


 


 181







BN HQ Recruiting BN  (Leased) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  21 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues: None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2009 
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MEPS Des Moines   (Leased) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  21 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues: None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2009 
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USARC / AMSA Middletown  
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  21 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 
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USARC Muscaline 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  21 


 
Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Iowa  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted  Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 
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Ft Leavenworth 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  138 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint regional 
Correctional Facilities  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2009 
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Ft Riley 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  10 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Operational Army (IGPBS)  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/01/2010 
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Kansas Army Ammunition Plant 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  155 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Kansas Army Ammunition Plant  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? Yes  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  13,727 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2009 


USARC Wichita  
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  54 


 
Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northwest  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2008 
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Kentucky 
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ARNG Blue Grass Army Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  22 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Kentucky  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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ARNG OMS, Paducah 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  22 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Kentucky  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Paducah 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  22 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Kentucky  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2009 


 


Ft Campbell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  2, 10, 43 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Gillem, GA; Operational Army (IGPBS); Reserve 
Component Transformation in Tennessee  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/01/2010 


 


Ft Knox 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  5, 8, 9, 55, 138, 143, 148, 173 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Monmouth, NJ; Fort Monroe, VA; Maneuver Training; 
USAR Command and Control Southeast; Consolidate Correction Facilities into Joint 
Regional Correctional Facilities; Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Personnel 
and Recruiting Centers for Army and Air Force; Relocate Army Headquarters and Field 
Operating Agencies; Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning.  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


USARC Louisville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  55 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Southeast  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


USARC Maysville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  22 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Kentucky  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 


 


USARC #2 Paducah 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  22 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Kentucky  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3.62 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2009 


 


USARC #2 Paducah 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  22 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Kentucky  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2009 


 


USARC Richmond 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  22 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Kentucky  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 206







 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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ARNG  RC Jackson Barracks, New Orleans 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  108 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Portland International Airport Air Guard Station, OR 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG OMS #8, Baton Rouge 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  23 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Louisiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Baton Rouge 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  23 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Louisiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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Roberts USARC, Baton Rouge 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  23 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Louisiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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USARC Bossier City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  23 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Louisiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  12 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
USAF TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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USARC Shreveport 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  23 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Louisiana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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Aberdeen Proving Ground 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  5, 121, 136, 144, 148, 169, 170, 174, 176, 
187 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fort Monmouth, NJ; Establish Combat Service Support 
Center; Consolidate Army Test and Evaluation Command (ATEC) Headquarters; Create 
Joint Mobilization Sites; Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies; 
Walter Reed National Military Medical Center, Bethesda, MD; Brooks City Base, TX; 
Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical, Biological, and Medical Research and 
Development and Acquisition; Depot-level Reparable Procurement Management 
Consolidation; and Defense Research Service-led Laboratories. 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted ATEC site visit, 
• Completed project siting. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/31/2011 


 


Army Research Laboratory 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  186 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Specialty Site 
for Guns and Ammunition  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 


construction projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 


 220







Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2010 


 


DNA Repository UPS Warehouse Gaithersburg 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  169 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Walter Reed National Military Medical Center  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 


 221







Known environmental remediation issues: See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Ft Detrick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  169, 174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Walter Reed National Military medical Center; Joint Centers 
of Excellence for Chemical, Biological, and Medical Research and Development and 
Acquisition  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 


 


Ft Meade 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  5,130, 140, 141 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Monmouth, NJ; Co-locate Defense MILDEP Adjudication 
Activities; Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency (DISA) and Establish Joint 
C4ISR D&A Capability; Consolidate Media Organizations Into a New Agency for Media 
Publications.  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Draft DD 1391, 
• Developed Ft. Meade Implementation Plan, 
• Developed J Book, 
• Developed Business Plans, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, Nov 05 and Feb 06, 
• Conducted Draft Environmental Baseline Study Site Clearance for Construction 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Gillette Scientific Center Rockville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  169 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Walter Reed National Military Medical Center  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plands to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Metro Plaza Silver Springs 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  169 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Walter Reed National Military Medical Center  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues: None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


PFC Flair USARC / OMS Frederick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  24 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Maryland  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


12300 Washington Ave Rockville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical, Biological, and 
Medical Research and Development and Acquisition  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues: None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 


 


13 Taft Court  Rockville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical, Biological, and 
Medical Research and Development and Acquisition  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues: None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 


 


1600 East Gude Drive Rockville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical, Biological, and 
Medical Research and Development and Acquisition  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues: None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 


 


White Flint Warehouse Rockville 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  169 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Walter Reed National Military Medical Center  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed and submitted Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues: None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues: None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation: None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation: None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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Massachusetts 
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ARNG CSMS Ayers 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  25 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Massachusetts  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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ARNG RC Agawam 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  52 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control New England  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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ARNG RC  Ayers 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  25 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Massachusetts  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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MacArthur USARC, Springfield 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  52 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control New England  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2009 
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Malony USARC DRFTA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  52 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control New England  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2009 


 


 239







Soldier System Center  Natick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  130, 176 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Defense Military Department Adjudication 
Activities, Depot-level Repairable Procurement Management Consolidation  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Jan/31/2011 
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USAR Ayer Area 3713 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  25 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Massachusetts  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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USAR ECS 65 Ayers 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  25 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Massachusetts  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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USAR Training Area  Devens 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  25 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Massachusetts  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Westover AFRC, Chicopee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  52 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control New England  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  12.4 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/10/2009 
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Michigan 
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Detroit Arsenal 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  175, 176, 180, 183 
 


Recommendation title(s): Commodity Management Privatization; Depot-level 
Repairable Procurement Management Consolidation; Consolidate Ground Vehicle 
Development and Acquisition in a Joint Center; Consolidate Sea Vehicle Development 
and Acquisition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to support budget allocation of required and available 
resources, 


• Conducted Project Review Board to validate, prioritize and resource BRAC 
MILCON projects proposed for Detroit Arsenal, 


• Synchronized personnel authorization movements and eliminations with planned 
construction to establish action complete dates, 


• Conducted site assessment to determine facility and support requirements for 
incoming personnel and activities, 


• Initiated NEPA negotiations 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2011 


 


Parisan USARC, Lansing 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  26 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Michigan  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/03/2010 


 


Selfridge Army Activity, Selfridge ANGB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  51 
 


Recommendation title(s):  US Army Garrison Michigan (Selfridge)  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property.  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  623 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Dept. of the Air Force DEC/30/2007 TBD  


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/01/2011 


 


USARC AMSA #135  Battle Creek 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  26 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Michigan  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  5.89 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/03/2010 
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Minnesota 
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ARNG Cambridge 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  27 
 


Recommendation title(s):  reserve Component Transformation in Minnesota  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocations, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/30/2008 
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ARNG Faribault 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  27 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Minnesota  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/28/2009 
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Ft Snelling 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  54 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control Northwest  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2008 
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USARC Cambridge 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  27 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Minnesota  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/31/2008 
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USARC Faribault 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  27 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Minnesota  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  6 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/28/2009 
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Mississippi Army Ammunition Plant 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  157 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Mississippi Army Ammunition Plant, MS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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USARC Vicksburg 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  11 


 
Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Jefferson Barracks 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  28 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Missouri  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 
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ARPERCEN ST LOUIS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  143 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate/Co-locate Active & Reserve Personnel & 
Recruiting Centers for the Army/Air Force  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 
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Ft Leonard Wood 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  50, 127 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Single Drill Sergeant School; Prime Power School to Fort 
Leonard Wood, MO  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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USARC Greentop 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  28 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Missouri  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 
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USARC Jefferson Barracks 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  28 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Missouri  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 271







 272







 
 
 
 
 


Montana 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 273







 274







AMSA # 75 Missoula, MT 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  29 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Montana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Busineess Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, 
• Conducted synchronization meeting, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  7.02 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2010 
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Missoula National Guard Armory 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  29 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Montana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Busineess Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, 
• Conducted synchronization meeting, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Missoula 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  29 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Montana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2010 
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Galt Hall USARC, Great Falls 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  29 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Montana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2011 
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Vueve Hall  USARC Missoula 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  29 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Montana  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Beatrice 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Columbus 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Crete 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Fairbury 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Falls City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Grand Island 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Hastings 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 10 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Kearny 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC McCook 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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USARC Columbus 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Anticipated Acres to Be 


Transferred Federal Agency Transfer Date  
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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USARC Hastings 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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USARC Kearney 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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USARC McCook 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  30 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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USARC Wymore 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  30 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Nebraska   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Dover 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  31 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New Hampshire   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Portsmouth 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  31 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New Hampshire   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 3.38 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 


 300







ARNG RC Rochester 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  31 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New Hampshire   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Somersworth 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  31 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New Hampshire   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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Doble USARC Portsmouth 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  31 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New Hampshire   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 


 303







 


 304







 
 
 
 
 


New Jersey 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 305







 306







ARNG RC Burlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  32 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New Jersey   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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Brittin USARC Camden 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  32 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New Jersey   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 7.7 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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Camp  Kilmer 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 24 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2008 
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Ft Dix 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53, 146 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control – Northeast; Joint Basing  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Ft Monmouth 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  5 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Monmouth, NJ   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 1,126 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Department of 


Homeland Security  
- Federal 


Emergency 
Management 


Agency 


TBD TBD 


Department of Justice 
– Federal Bureau 
of Investigation 


TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 


Picatinny Arsenal 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  186 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Create and Integrated Weapons & Armaments Specialty Site 
for Guns and Ammunition   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 


construction projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2010 
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New Mexico 
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Jenkins AFRC Albuquerque 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  33 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New Mexico   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2009 
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New York 
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AFRC Amityville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 15 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG NC Riverhead 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG OMS 21 Bayshore 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC  Niagara Falls 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC / OMS 12(Bedford) Brooklyn 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Bayshore 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Freeport 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Huntington Station 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 


 


 328







ARNG RC Newburgh 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Patchogue 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2010 
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Carpenter USARC, Poughkeepsie 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control – Northeast    


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 
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Ft Tilden USARC Far Rockaway 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 10 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


 332







Ft Totten 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 
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Marcy ARNG RC Brooklyn 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, 
• Conducted synchronization meetings, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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McDonald USARC, Jamaica 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, 
• Conducted synchronization meetings, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2009 
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Muller USARC Bronx 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, 
• Conducted synchronization meetings, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2009 
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Roosevelt USARC Uniondale 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, 
• Conducted synchronization meetings, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4.3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2010 
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USARC / AMSA Niagara Falls 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, 
• Conducted synchronization meetings, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  21.87 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2010 
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USARC Ft Hamilton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northeast 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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USARC Stewart-Newburgh 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  34 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in New York 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  40.1 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 
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Watervliet Arsenal 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  159 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Watervliet Arsenal, NY  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to support budget allocation or required and available 
resources, 


• Participated in Project Review Board to validate, prioritize and resource proposed 
MILCON projects, 


• Initiated NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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West Point 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  5 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fort Monmouth, NJ  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 342







 
 
 
 
 


North Carolina 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 343







 344







Ft Bragg 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  2, 3, 4, 144 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Ft. Gillem, GA; Ft. McPherson, GA; Ft. Bragg, NC; Create 
Joint Mobilization Sites  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military 


construction projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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Niven USARC, Albermarle 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  35 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in North Carolina  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4.44 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/01/2011 
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Rhodes AFRC, Wilmington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  35 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in North Carolina  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4.26 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/01/2011 
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Rock Hill USARC 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  35 


 
Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in North Carolina  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 2.11 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/01/2011 
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Johnson USARC, Fargo 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  36 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in North Dakota  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Completed NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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Army Research Laboratory, Glenn 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  187 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Research Led Laboratories 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Oxford 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Springfield 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Ashland 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Mansfield 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Newark 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Westerville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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Ft Hayes USARC Columbus 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 10.78 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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Howey ARNG Columbus 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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Parrott USARC Kenton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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Rickenbacker ARNG Bldg 943 Columbus 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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Scouten USARC Mansfield 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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Sullivant ARNG Columbus 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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USARC Springfield 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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USARC Whitehall 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  37 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Ohio  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2010 
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23d St ARNG OMS Oklahoma City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 
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23d St ARNG RC Oklahoma City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


44th St ARNG RC Oklahoma City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 
 


ARNG CSMS Norman 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


ARNG FMS #5 Durant 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG FMS 14 Okmulgee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG FMS Edmond 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG FMS Enid 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Cherokee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Allen 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Alva 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Anadarko 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Atoka 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Blackwell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Broken Arrow RC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Chickasha 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Cushing 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Duncan 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


ARNG RC Edmond 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC El Reno 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Enid 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Eufaula 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Frederick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Hartshorne 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


 396







Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Haskell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Healdton 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  38 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Henryetta 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Konowa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Lawton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Madill 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Marlow 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC McAlester 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Midwest City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Minco 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


 406







Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Muskogee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Okemah 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Okmulgee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Pawnee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Pryor 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Stilwell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Tahlequah 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Tishomingo 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Tonkawa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Wagoner 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


ARNG RC Walters 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Watonga 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Wewoka 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


ARNG RC Woodward 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


Ashworth USARC Muskogee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


ARNG RC Tahlequah 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 
Burris USARC Chikasha 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  38 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


Farr USARC, Antlers 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


 424







Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


Floyd Parker USARC, McAlester 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


Ft Sill 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  10, 56, 126, 138 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Operational Army; USAR command and Control – Southwest; 
Net Fires Center; Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional Correctional 
Facilities  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/01/2010 


 


Ft Sill 1st USARC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


Ft Sill 3rd USARC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


Ft Sill 5th USARC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


Ft Sill 6th USARC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


Ft Sill, ECS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


Keathley USARC Lawton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


Krowse USARC Oklahoma City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


Perez USARC Oklahoma City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 


 


Robbins USARC, Enid 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


Roush USARC, Clinton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4.75 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


Smalley USARC, Norman 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4.24 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2009 


 


Twaddle USAR Oklahoma City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  56 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Southwest   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  25.63 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


USARC Broken Arrow 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  38 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4.75 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Camp Withycombe 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  39 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Oregon  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Jackson Band 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  39 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Oregon  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Lake Oswego 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  39 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Oregon  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No     
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Maison 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  39 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Oregon  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No     
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 
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Sears USARC, Portland 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  39 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Oregon  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 
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Sharff USARC, Portland 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  39 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Oregon  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 
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Umatilla Depot 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  160 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Umatilla Chemical Depot, OR  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 
• Developed Business Plan (BP) to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property (ECP) survey. 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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AFRC, Philadelphia 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 9 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/10/2011 
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ARNG RC Scranton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/10/2010 
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ARNG RC Berwick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 


 


 455







ARNG RC Lewisburg 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  TBD 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Sunbury 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Williamsport 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/10/2011 
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Charles Kelly Support Center 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control-Northeast  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 
• Developed Business Plan (BP) to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted site orientation visit. 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property (ECP) survey. 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 146 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Department of 
Transportation – 
Federal Aviation 
Administration 


TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 


 


Germantown USARC Philadelphia 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


Letterkenny Army Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  7, 57, 153 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Red River Army Depot, TX; Marine Corps Logistics Base 
Barstow, CA; Rock Island Arsenal, IL  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to validate, prioritize and resource BRAC 


MILCON projects required at Letterkenny to complete tactical missile work 
coming from Red River and Barstow. 


• Synchronized personnel authorization movements and eliminations with planned 
construction to establish action complete dates. 


• Conducted site orientation at Letterkenny and Red River to determine tactical 
missile workload facility requirements. 


• Initiated NEPA negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/30/2010 


 


Musselman USARC, Norristown 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 3.45 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


North Penn USARC, Norristown 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 19 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


Pitt USARC, Corapolis 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  53 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control-Northeast  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Serrenti USARC, Scranton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 


 


Tobyhanna Army Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  57, 150, 175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Marine Corps Logistics Base Barstow, CA; Seal Beach, CA; 
Commodity Management Privatization; Supply, Storage and Distribution Management 
Reconfiguration  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to support budget allocation of required and available 
resources. 


• Conducted Project Review Board to validate, prioritize and resource BRAC 
MILCON projects required at TYAD to complete workload coming from Seal 
Beach and Barstow.. 


• Synchronized personnel authorization movements and eliminations with planned 
construction to establish action complete dates. 


• Conducted site assessments to determine workload and facility requirements. 
• Initiated NEPA Negotiations 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/30/2009 


 


USAR OMS Williamsport 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
 TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/10/2010 


 


USAR OMS Bloomsburg 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/01/2009 


 


USAR OMS Chester 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/10/2011 


 


USAR OMS Scranton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 


 


USAR OMS Wilkes-Barre 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 


 


USAR OMS, Bethlehem 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 


 


USAR OMS, Philadelphia 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


USARC Bloomsburg 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 2 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 


 


USARC Horsham 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 7 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


USARC Lewisburg 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 10 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/10/2011 


 


USARC Wilkes Barre 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2009 


 


USARC Williamsport 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 6.59 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


W. Reese USARC / OMS, Chester 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  40 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2010 


 


Wilson-Kramer USARC, Bethlehem 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  40 


 
Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Pennsylvania   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Ceiba 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  41 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Puerto Rico  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/30/2011 
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ARNG RC Humacao 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  41 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Puerto Rico   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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ARNG RC Juncos 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  41 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Puerto Rico   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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ARNG RC Mayaguez 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  41 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Puerto Rico   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Ft Buchanan 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  148 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plan (BP). 
• Conducted Project Review Board. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Lavergne USARC Bayamon 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  41 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Puerto Rico   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 7.15 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Ramey USARC Aguadilla 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  41 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Puerto Rico   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Rubio USARC Pt Nuevo 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  41 


 
Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Puerto Rico   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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 493







 494







Harwood USARC, Providence 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  42 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Rhode Island  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 2.76 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veterans Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2010 
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USAR OMS Warwick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  42 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Rhode Island   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2010 
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USARC Warwick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  42 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Rhode Island   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.2 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2010 
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USARC Bristol 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  42 


 
Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Rhode Island   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2010 
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Ft Jackson 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  50, 55, 124,144 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Single Drill Sergeant School; USAR Command and Control 
Southeast; Joint Center of Excellence for Religious Training and Education; Create 
Joint Mobilization Sites 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC implementation planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2011 
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Rock Hill USARC 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  35 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in South Carolina  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
•   Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Clarksville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  43 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Tennessee   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 
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Bonney Oaks USARC, Chattanooga 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  43 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Tennessee  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 15 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 
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Guery USARC, Chattanooga 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  43 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Tennessee  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 
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USAR AMSA Kingsport 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  43 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Tennessee  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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USAR OMS Kingsport 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  43 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Tennessee  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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USARC Charksville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  43 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Tennessee  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 
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USARC Kingsport 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  43 


 
Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Tennessee  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 
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51st Street ARNG FMS, Austin 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 
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ARNG FMS Port Neches 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG FMS, Abilene 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG FMS, Ellington Field 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG FMS, Marshall 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
  
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG FMS, Terrell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC # 2 Dallas 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC # 4 Austin 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC (Hondo Pass) El Paso 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Abilene 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Alice 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Amarillo 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Athens 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Atlanta 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Baytown 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Beaumont 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 


 


 531







ARNG RC Brownsville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC California Crossing 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Coleman 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Corsicana 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Denison 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Denton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Ellington Field 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Ft Bliss 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Hale County 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Henderson 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Hondo 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Huntsville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Irving 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Kaufman 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Kilgore 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Kingsville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Lufkin 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Marshall 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 


 


 549







ARNG RC Nacogdoches 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC New Braunfels 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Orange 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Pampa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Pasadena 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC Port Arthur 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 


 


 555







ARNG RC Port Neches 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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ARNG RC San Marcos 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Seguin 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Snyder 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Taylor 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Terrell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Texarkana 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Tyler 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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Benavidez USARC, El Paso 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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Corpus Christi Army Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Commodity Management Privatization; Supply, Storage and 
Distribution Management Reconfiguration  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Participated in the development of Defense Logistics Agency’s Business Plans 
for implementing recommendations 175 and 177.  These Business Plans support 
budget allocation of required and available resources. 


• Participated in 2 workshops and an offsite to assist DLA synchronize personnel 
authorization movements and eliminations associated with implementing 
recommendations 175 and 177. 


• Conducted site assessment on requirements for recommendations 175 and 177. 
• Initiated NEPA Negotiations. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/30/2009 


 


Ft Bliss 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  10, 126, 144 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Operational Army, Net Fires Center, Create Joint Mobilization 
Sites  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/01/2010 


 


Ft Hood 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  6, 10 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Hood, Texas; Operational Army  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/01/2010 


 


Ft Sam Houston 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  3, 148, 169, 174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Ft McPherson, Georgia; Relocate Army Headquarters and 
Field Operating Agencies; Walter Reed Military Medical Center; Joint Centers of 
Excellence for Chemical, Biological, and Medical Research and Development and 
Acquisition  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Grimes USARC, Abilene 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 9.25 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Hanby-Hayden USARC, Mesquite 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Herzog USAR, Dallas 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.51 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veterans Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  162 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant, Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan (BP) to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted site orientation visit 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property (ECP) survey. 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? Yes  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 15,699 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 


 572







Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 


 


Miller USARC, Huntsville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Muchert USARC Dallas 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.19 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Rathjen USARC, Brownsville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Red River Army Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  7 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Red River Army Depot  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to support budget allocation of required and available 
resources. 


• Participated in Project Review Board to assist in validating, and prioritizing 
MILCON projects at sites gaining workload from Red River Army Depot. 


• Conducted synchronization meets with Letterkenny Army Depot on the 
realignment of tactical missile workload. 


• Participated in site orientation visit with Letterkenny on tactical missile 
requirements. 


• Initiated NEPA Negotiations.  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? Yes  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: TBD 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/30/2010 


 


Red River Army Depot Hooks USARC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Segura USARC, El Paso 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Tharp USARC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4.13 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


USAR ECS McGregor Range 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 


 580







Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


USARC # 2 Perimeter Park 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 20 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


USARC # 3 Houston 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5.53 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


USARC Alice 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 3.53 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


USARC Boswell 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 8 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veterans Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2011 


 


USARC Callaghan 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/01/2011 


 


USARC Ft Bliss 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


USARC Lufkin 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 


 587







Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 


 


USARC Marshall 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 


 588







Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


USARC NAS Kingsville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  May/01/2010 


 


USARC Pasadena 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  May/01/2010 


 


USARC Round Rock  (leased) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 


 


USARC San Marcos 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


USARC Tyler 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  May/01/2010 


 


USARC Wichita Falls 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  44 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 2.82 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  May/01/2010 


 


Walts-Guillot USARC, Texarkana 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  44 


 
Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Texas  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 7 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  May/01/2010 
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Deseret Depot 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  163 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Deseret Chemical Depot  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan (BP) to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property (ECP) survey. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 19,364 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Ft Douglas 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  54 


 
Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control Northwest  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan (BP) to facilitate budget allocation. 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property (ECP) survey. 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 
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ARNG RC Ludlow 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  45 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/10/2011 
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ARNG RC North Springfield 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  45 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/10/2011 
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ARNG RC Rutland 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  45 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2011 
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ARNG RC Windsor 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  45 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/10/2011 
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Courcelle Brothers USARC, Rutland 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  45 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  5.45 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2010 


 


 607







USAR OMS Chester 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  45 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/10/2011 
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USAR AMSA #160, Rutland 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  45 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2011 
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USARC Berlin 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  45 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/10/2011 
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USARC Chester 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  45 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Vermont 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/10/2011 
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4700 King Street Alexandria 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  148 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Army Research Laboratory, Langley 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  187 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Research Service-led Laboratories  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Ft Belvoir 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  5, 127, 131, 132, 133, 141,148, 168, 169, 
174, 176, and 185 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Information Systems Research and Development and 
Acquisition; Prime Power to Ft. Leonard Wood, MO; Co-locate Military Department 
Investigation Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Security Agency; Co-locate 
Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense 
Agency, and Field Activity Leased Locations; Consolidate Media Organizations into a 
New Agency for media Publications; Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Operating 
Agencies; National Geospatial-Intelligence Agency Activities; Walter Reed National 
Military Medical Center; Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical, Biological, and 
Medical research and Development & Acquisition; Create an Air Integrated Weapons & 
Armaments Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans, 
• Conducted Project Review Board, 
• Selected a Master Planner. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 


Ft Eustis 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  3, 8, 121, 142, 144, 146, 173 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Ft. McPherson, GA; Ft. Monroe, VA; Combat Service Support 
Center; Consolidate Transportation Command Components; Create Joint Mobilization 
Sites; Joint Basing; Convert Inpatient Services into Clinics  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation (The Department of the 
Army has the lead for the following Business Plans associated with Ft. Eustis- 3, 
8, 121, and 144, the Air Force has the lead for Business Plans 142 and 146), 


• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2011 


 


Ft Lee 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  121, 122, 123, 133, 139, 144 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Combat Service Support Center; Joint Center for 
Consolidated Transportation Management Training; Joint Center of Excellence for 
Culinary Training; Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency, and Field Activity 
Leased Locations; Consolidate Defense Commissary Agency Eastern, Midwestern 
Regional, and Hopewell, VA Offices  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2011 


 


Ft Monroe 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  8 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Monroe, VA  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted site orientation visit, 
• Initiated Phase I Environmental Condition of Property survey, 
• Conducted real estate assessment visit for excess Army property. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? Yes 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  1,069 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
US Air Force TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2011 


 


Ft Myer 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  146 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Basing  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Draft DD 1391, 
• Developed Implementation Plan, 
• Developed J Book, 
• Developed Business Plan, 
• Conducted Project Review Board. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 


 621







 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
US Air Force TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2011 


 


Ft Story 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  146 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Basing  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAY/01/2010 


 


Jefferson Plaza 2 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 


 623







 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/30/2010 


 


Park Center 1 Alexandria 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/30/2010 


 


Park Center 4 Falls Church 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  148 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 


 625







 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 


Park Center 4 Alexandria 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  136 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Army Test and Evaluation Command (ATEC) 
Headquarters 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/30/2010 


 


Rosslyn Center Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132, 148 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Relocate 
Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/30/2010 


 


Seven Corners Corporate Center Falls Church 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  148 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 


USADDC Transportation Eng Agency Newport News 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  142 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Transportation Command Components 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
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Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 


Zachary Taylor Bldg Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132, 148 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Relocate 
Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


 630







Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/30/2010 


 


2320 Mill Road Alexandria 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  141 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Agency for 
Media and Publications   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/30/2011 


 


2511 Jefferson Davis Highway Arlington 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  5 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fort Monmouth, NJ  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


 632







Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/30/2010 
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ARNG RC Geiger Field 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Ellensburg 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Everett 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Snohomish 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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Ft Lawton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  54 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control - Northwest  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No   
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 0 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veterans Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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Ft Lewis 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  54, 138, 144, 146, 171 
 


Recommendation title(s):  USAR Command and Control – Northwest; Consolidate 
Correctional Facilities into Joint Correctional Facilities; Create Joint Mobilization Sites; 
Joint Basing; McChord Air Force Base, WA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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Mann Hall USARC, Spokane 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  7 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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USARC Oswald, Everett 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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Pendleton USARC Yakima Training Center 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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USARC AMSA #80, Spokane 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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Vancouver Barracks 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 52.79 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Department of Interior 


– National Park 
Service 


TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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Wagenaar USARC Pasco 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  46 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  7 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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Walker USARC, Spokane 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  46 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Washington 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  10 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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ARNG RC  Elkins 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  47 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in West Virginia   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/01/2010 
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ARNG RC Spencer 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  47 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in West Virginia   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Fairmont 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  47 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in West Virginia   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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Bias USARC, Huntington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  47 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in West Virginia   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veterans Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2009 
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Colburn USARC / OMS,  Fairmont 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  47 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in West Virginia   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 4.25 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/01/2010 
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Elkins USARC / OMS,  Beverly 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  47 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in West Virginia   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4.33 acres  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2009 
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Kuhl USARC / OMS,  Ripley 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  47 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in West Virginia   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/01/2009 
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ARNG / OMS 9,  Madison 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  48 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Wisconsin 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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ARNG RC Bowman St, Madison 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  48 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Wisconsin 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 664







 


ARNG RC Wright St, Madison 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  48 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Wisconsin 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Ft McCoy 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  9, 54 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Maneuver Training; USAR Command and Control - 
Northwest 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/01/2010 


 


O'Connell USARC, Madison 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  48 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Wisconsin 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 


Truman Olson USARC, Madison 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  48 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Wisconsin 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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AASF Cheyenne (leased) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  49 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Wyoming   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/01/2009 
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ARNG RC Thermopolis 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  49 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Wyoming   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/01/2009 
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Joint Forces HQ Complex, Cheyenne 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  49 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Wyoming   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Developed Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/01/2009 
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NMCRC Mobile 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  11, 73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  RC Transformation in Alabama; Navy and Marine Corps 
Reserve Centers  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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NRC Tuscaloosa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Center  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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NRD HQ Montgomery 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  74 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Recruiting Districts  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Fleet Combat Training Center (FCTC) Port 
Hueneme Detachment, San Diego 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  184 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Armaments Research, 
Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation Center  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/30/2010 
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Human Resources Support Center (HRSC) 
Southwest, San Diego 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  137 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices within each Military 
Department and the Defense Agencies  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD. 
• Navy to terminate lease of HRSC-SW office spaces and move to a new facility on 


Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Miramar, CA 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/31/2008 
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Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Miramar 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  125, 138, 165 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site, Consolidate 
Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional Correctional Facilities, Fleet Readiness 
Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO is conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Marine Corps Base Camp Pendleton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  138, 165 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional 
Correctional Facilities, Fleet Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO is conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 
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Marine Corps Logistics Base (MCLB) Barstow 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  57, 177 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, CA; Supply, Storage, 
and Distribution Management Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2009 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Lemoore 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  165 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under this recommendation 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 
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Naval Air Weapons Station (NAWS) China Lake 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  165, 184, 186, 188 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers; Create a Naval Integrated 
Weapons & Armaments Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 
Center; Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Specialty Site for Guns and 
Ammunition; Establish Centers for Fixed Wing Air Platform Research, Development, 
and Acquisition, Test and Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO is conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 
Naval Base (NB) Coronado (Naval Air Station North 


Island) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  165 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under this recommendation 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 


 
Naval Base (NB) Point Loma 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  71, 181 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Station Corpus 
Christi, TX; Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & 
Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Naval Base Ventura County (NBVC) 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  165, 184 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers, Create a Naval Integrated 
Weapons & Armaments Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 
Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO is conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 
Naval Medical Center (NMC) San Diego 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  172 


 
Recommendation title(s):  San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 
Naval Post Graduate School, Monterey 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  197 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Post Graduate Education 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Business plan being prepared for submission to OSD.  Forming a new and 
permanent oversight board responsible for curriculum review and approval, and 
program development for the resident and non-resident degree-granting 
programs at both schools 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/01/2006 


 
Naval Station (NS) San Diego 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  75, 175, 177, 181 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Regions; Commodity Management Privatization; 
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Management Reconfiguration; Consolidate Maritime 
C4ISR Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) Crane 


Detachment Fallbrook 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  186 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Specialty Site 
for Guns and Ammunition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Naval Weapons Station (NWS) Seal Beach 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  150, 184 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach, CA; Create a Naval 
Integrated Weapons & Armaments Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & 
Evaluation Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 
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Naval Weapons Station (NWS) Seal Beach 
Detachment, Concord 


 
Commission Recommendation number(s):  59 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Weapons Station Seal Beach Detachment, Concord, 
CA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• Navy notified by OEA that the City of Concord, CA was officially recognized as 


the Local Redevelopment Authority (LRA) for NWS Seal Beach, Detachment, 
Concord, CA effective 1 Dec 05 


• Navy published Notice of Availability 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  
Yes  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  5206 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Department of 


Homeland Security 
- Coast Guard 


TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 


 
Navy Broadway Complex, San Diego 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  192 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Broadway Complex, San Diego, CA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Business plan being prepared for submission to OSD.  Navy issued a request for 
proposals in Oct 2005 for a long-term lease to provide for the redevelopment of 
the Navy Broadway Complex.  Proposals were due 9 Jan 06 and the Navy will 
select the offeror for exclusive negotiations on 31 Mar 06 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/01/2006 


 
Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) 


Encino 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• Navy using 9.19 acres under an indefinite term permit from the Army 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 


 
Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) Los 


Angeles 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• Navy leasing 22.93 acres from the Port of Los Angeles under a lease that expires 


21 Sep 2029 and plans to terminate the lease in July 2009 and relocate all 
personnel to the Armed Forces Reserve Center (AFRC) Bell, CA 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Connecticut 
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Naval Submarine Base (SUBASE) New London 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  60, 144 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Submarine Base New London, CT; Create Joint Mobilization 
Sites 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2007 
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District of Columbia 


 39







 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 40







Anacostia Annex 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  141 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Agency for 
Media and Publications 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Potomac Annex 
 


Commission recommendation number(s): 174, 198 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical Biological and 
Medical Research and Development and Acquisition, Joint Medical Command 
Headquarters 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1o 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Washington Navy Yard 
 


Commission recommendation number(s): 77, 130, 131, 144, 181 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Readiness Commands, Co-locate Defense 
/Military Department Adjudication Activities, Co-locate Military Department Investigation 
Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence and Security Agency, Create Joint Mobilization 
Sites, Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & 
Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2010 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Jacksonville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s): 138, 165, 175, 177, 181 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional 
Correctional Facilities, Fleet Readiness Centers, Commodity Management Privatization, 
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Management Reconfiguration, Consolidate Maritime 
C4ISR Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO is conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 


 
Naval Air Station (NAS) Pensacola 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  61, 75, 125, 138, 145, 174, 181 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Officer Training Command, Pensacola, FL; Navy Regions; 
Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site; Consolidate Correctional Facilities into 
Joint Regional Correctional Facilities; Defense Finance and Accounting Service; Joint 
Centers of Excellence for Chemical Biological And Medical Research and Development 
and Acquisition; Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Development & Acquisition, 
Test & Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget has been developed and business plan is being prepared for submission 
to OSD for BRAC recommendation #61, 75, 138, 181 


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by USAF for submission to 
OSD for BRAC recommendation #125 


• Budget and business plan developed by DFAS and approved by OSD for BRAC 
recommendation #145 


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD for BRAC recommendation #174 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Naval Station (NS) Mayport 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  67, 165 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Station Pascagoula, MS; Fleet Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO is conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 


 
Naval Support Activity (NSA) Panama City 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  140 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency (DISA) 
and Establish Joint C4ISR D&A Capability 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 


 
Navy Reserve Center (NRC) St. Petersburg 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  76 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3.8 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Inspector-Instructor (I&I) Rome 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3.12 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Marine Corps Logistics Base (MCLB) Albany 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  57, 150, 175, 176, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Marine Corps Logistics Base, Barstow, CA; Naval Weapons 
Station Seal Beach, CA; Commodity Management Privatization; Depot-Level Repairable 
Procurement Management Consolidation; Supply, Storage, and Distribution 
Management Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions: SEP/15/2011 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Atlanta 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  2, 62, 87 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Gillam, Georgia; Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA; Robins 
Air Force Base, GA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD for BRAC recommendation #2 


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD for 
BRAC recommendation #62 


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Air Force for submission 
to OSD for BRAC recommendation #87 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  
Yes  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  107 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) 


Atlanta (Dobbins AFB) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  62 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Navy Supply Corps School (NSCS) Athens 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  63 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Supply Corps School Athens, GA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  
Yes  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  58 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/31/2011 
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 61







 62







Human Resources Support Center (HRSC) 
Pacific, Honolulu 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  137 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices within each Military 
Department and the Defense Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 
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Naval Station (NS) Pearl Harbor 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 146, 175 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Joint Basing, 
Commodity Management Privatization 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Pocatello 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• Navy using 8,983 square feet under an Army permit which expires 14 Oct 2009.  


Navy intends to terminate permit in September 2006 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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 70







Naval Station (NS) Great Lakes 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  172, 173, 174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX; Convert Inpatient 
Services to Clinics; Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical Biological and Medical 
Research and Development and Acquisition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Forest Park 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  6.5 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2007 
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Indiana 
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Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) Crane 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  184, 186 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Armaments Research, 
Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation Center; Create an Integrated Weapons & 
Armaments Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Navy Recruiting District (NRD) Headquarters (HQ) 
Indianapolis 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  74 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Recruiting Districts 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Evansville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Cedar Rapids 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) 
Dubuque 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  73 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Sioux City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2007 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Lexington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) Port 
Hueneme Detachment Louisville 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  186 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Specialty Site 
for Guns and Ammunition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Joint Reserve Base (JRB) 
New Orleans 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  62, 64, 66, 91, 119, 165 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA; Naval Support Activity New 
Orleans, LA; Marine Corps Support Activity Kansas City, MO; New Orleans Air Reserve 
Station, LA; F100 Engine Centralized Intermediate Repair Facility; Fleet Readiness 
Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD for 
BRAC recommendations #62, 64, 66, 165 


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by USAF for submission to 
OSD for BRAC recommendations #91, 119 


• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 
Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Naval Support Activity (NSA) New Orleans 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  64, 66, 75 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Support Activity New Orleans, LA; Marine Corps 
Support Activity Kansas City, MO; Navy Regions 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  166 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) Baton 


Rouge 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  23, 73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Louisiana, Navy and 
Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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 95







 96







Naval Air Station (NAS) Brunswick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  65 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Naval Air Station Brunswick, ME 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  
Yes 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3221.46 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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214191 Great Mills Road Lexington Park 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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21535 Pacific Drive Lexington Park 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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64 Thomas Jefferson Drive Frederick 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical Biological and 
Medical Research and Development and Acquisition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Bldg 42 8901 Wisconsin Ave 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical Biological and 
Medical Research and Development and Acquisition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Naval Air Facility (NAF) Washington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  146 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Basing 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Patuxent River 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  165, 181, 184 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers; Consolidate Maritime C4ISR 
Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation; Create a Naval Integrated 
Weapons & Armaments Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 
Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  
• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 


 
Naval Air Station (NAS) Patuxent River, MD – DFAS 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  145 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) Indian Head 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  184, 186 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Armaments Research, 
Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation Center; Create an Integrated Weapons & 
Armaments Specialty Site for Guns and Ammunition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Adelphi 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  4.27 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2007 
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Norfolk Naval Shipyard (NSY) Detachment, Naval 
Station (NS) Annapolis 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  166 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Shipyard Detachments 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 


 110







 
 
 
 
 


Massachusetts 
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Puget Sound Naval Shipyard (NSY) Detachment, 
Boston 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  166 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Shipyard Detachments 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Michigan 
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Navy Reserve Facility (NRF) Marquette 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2007 
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Minnesota 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Duluth 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  1.15 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 
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Mississippi 
 


 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 


 123







 124







Naval Air Station (NAS) Meridian 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  124 
 
Recommendation title(s):  Joint Center of Excellence for Religious Training & Education 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Naval Station (NS) Pascagoula 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  67 
 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Station Pascagoula, MS 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  633 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Marine Corps Support Activity (MCSA) Kansas 
City 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  66 


Recommendation title(s):  Marine Corps Support Activity Kansas City, MO  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed: 36 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Navy Recruiting District (NRD) Headquarters (HQ) 
Kansas City 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  74 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Recruiting Districts 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Cape Girardeau 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Navy Recruiting District (NRD) Headquarters (HQ) 
Omaha 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  74 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Recruiting Districts 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Lincoln 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 
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Nevada 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Fallon 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  165 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under this recommendation 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 
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New Jersey 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 


 
 


 141







 142







Inspector-Instructor West Trenton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  8.23 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 
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Naval Air Engineering Station (NAES) Lakehurst 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  146, 165, 189 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Basing, Fleet Readiness Centers, Establish Center for 
Rotary Wing Air Platform Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD.  


GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 
Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2010 
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Naval Weapons Station (NWS) Earle 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  186 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Create an Integrated Weapons & Armaments Specialty Site 
for Guns and Ammunition 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Navy Recruiting District (NRD) Headquarters (HQ) 
Buffalo 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  74 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Recruiting Districts 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Glens Falls 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2007 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Horseheads 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Watertown 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Sep/30/2007 
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North Carolina 
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Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Cherry Point 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  165, 173, 175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers, Convert Inpatient Services to 
Clinics, Commodity Management Privatization, Supply, Storage, and Distribution 
Management Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Marine Corps Base (MCB) Camp Lejeune 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  138, 165 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional 
Correctional Facilities, Fleet Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Asheville 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) Akron 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  3.3 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) 
Cleveland 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  73 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  0.75 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2007 
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Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) Tulsa 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  38, 73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Oklahoma, Navy and 
Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  11.4 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Oregon 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Central Point 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  76 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• Navy leases 6.1 acres on lease that expires 31 October 2008 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Pennsylvania 
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Engineering Field Activity (ENGFLDACT) Northeast, 
Lester 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  72 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Engineering Field Division/Activity 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Human Resources Support Center (HRSC) 
Northeast, Philadelphia 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  137 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices within each Military 
Department and the Defense Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  NOV/30/2009 
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Marine Corps Reserve Center (MCRC) Johnstown 
(Cambria) 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  68 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Willow Grove, PA, & 
Cambria Regional Airport, Johnstown, PA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base (NAS JRB) 
Willow Grove 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  68 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Air Station Joint Reserve Base Willow Grove, PA, & 
Cambria Regional Airport, Johnstown, PA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  967 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Naval Crane Center (NAVCRANECEN) Lester 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  72 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Engineering Field Division/Activity 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006 
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Naval Support Activity (NSA) Mechanicsburg 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  175, 176 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Commodity Management Privatization, Depot-Level 
Repairable Procurement Management Consolidation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 
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Naval Support Activity (NSA) Philadelphia 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  176 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Depot-Level Repairable Procurement Management 
Consolidation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 
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Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) 
Reading 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  73 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  7.06 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 
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Norfolk Naval Shipyard (NSY) Detachment, 
Philadelphia Naval Business Center 
(PHILANAVBUSCTR) Philadelphia 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  166 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Shipyard Detachments 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Naval Station (NS) Newport 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  70, 77, 124 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Naval Station Newport, RI; Navy Reserve Readiness 
Commands; Joint Center for Religious Training and Education 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Marine Corps Air Station (MCAS) Beaufort 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  165 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 
• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under this recommendation 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 
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Naval Facilities Engineering Command (NAVFAC) 
Southern Division (SOUTHDIV) [Engineering Field 


Division (EFD) South] 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  72 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Engineering Field Division/Activity 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2009 
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Naval Weapons Station (NWS) Charleston 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  138, 145/196, 146, 181 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Correctional Facilities Into Joint Regional 
Correctional Facilities, Defense Finance and Accounting Service, Joint Basing, 
Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD for 
BRAC recommendations #138, 146, 181 


• Budget and business plan developed by DFAS and approved by OSD for BRAC 
recommendation 145/196 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 191







 
 
 
 
 


 192







 
 
 
 
 


Tennessee 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 
 
 
 


 193







 194







Naval Support Activity (NSA) Mid-South Millington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  64 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Naval Support Activity New Orleans, LA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Corpus Christi 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  71, 75, 175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Station Corpus 
Christi, TX; Navy Regions; Commodity Management Privatization; Supply, Storage, and 
Distribution Management Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD for 
BRAC recommendations #71, 75 


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by DLA for submission to 
OSD for BRAC recommendations #175, 177 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/31/2010 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Joint Reserve Base (JRB) 
Fort Worth 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  62, 64, 77, 92, 113, 165 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Air Station Atlanta, GA; Naval Support Activity New 
Orleans, LA; Navy Reserve Readiness Commands; Andrews Air Force Base, MD, Will 
Rogers Air Guard Station, OK, Tinker Air Force Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force 
Base, TX; Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Base, CA, Mountain Home Air 
Force Base, ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air Force Base, NV; Fleet 
Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD for 
BRAC recommendations #62, 64, 77, 165 


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by USAF for submission to 
OSD for BRAC recommendations #92, 113 


• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 
Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 


 
Naval Air Station (NAS) Kingsville 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  44 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformation in Texas 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Lubbock 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  76 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 


 
Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Orange 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  76 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  13.73 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 
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Naval Station (NS) Ingleside 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  71 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Station Corpus 
Christi, TX 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  1067 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/31/2010 
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2300 Clarendon Blvd Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Crystal Gateway 4 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Crystal Park 1 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Crystal Park 3 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Crystal Park 5 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Crystal Square 3 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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DRPM AAA, Woodbridge 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  180 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Ground Vehicle Development & Acquisition in a 
Joint Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Headquarters Battalion (HQBN) Headquarters 
Marine Corps (HQMC) Henderson Hall 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  146 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Joint Basing 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Marine Corps Base (MCB) Quantico 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  138 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional 
Correctional Facilities 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Oceana 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  193 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Naval Air Station Oceana, VA 
  
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None.  As specified in the Commission’s recommendation, the realignment of 
Naval Air Station (NAS) Oceana will only occur if the Commonwealth of Virginia 
and the municipal governments of Virginia Beach, VA, and Chesapeake, VA, fail 
to take actions specified by the Commission by the end of March 2006, and if the 
State of Florida does take other specified actions within 6 months of Virginia’s 
failure to act.  The determination as to whether Virginia has failed to act and 
whether Florida has properly acted, rests with the DoD Inspector General and is 
not scheduled to occur until June 1, 2006, with respect to Virginia and June 1, 
2007, with respect to Florida.  The Department will not take any action toward the 
realignment of NAS Oceana until such time as that process is complete.      


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  TBD 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  TBD 


  
Naval Amphibious Base (NAB) Little Creek 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  181 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Development & 
Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Naval Medical Center Portsmouth 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  172 


 
Recommendation title(s):  San Antonio Regional Medical Center, TX 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by Army for submission to 
OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Naval Station (NS) Norfolk 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  60, 70, 71, 72, 77, 145/196, 146, 164, 165, 
175, 177, 181 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Submarine Base New London, CT; Naval Station Newport, 
RI; Naval Station Ingleside, TX, and Naval Air Station Corpus Christi, TX; Engineering 
Field Division/Activity; Navy Readiness Reserve Commands; Defense Finance and 
Accounting Service; Joint Basing; Ship Intermediate Maintenance Activity Norfolk, VA; 
Fleet Readiness Centers; Commodity Management Privatization; Supply, Storage, and 
Distribution Management Reconfiguration; Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, 
Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD for 
BRAC recommendations # 60, 70, 71, 72, 77, 146, 164, 165, 181 


• Budget and business plan developed by DFAS and approved by OSD for BRAC 
recommendation #145/196 


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared by DLA for submission to 
OSD for BRAC recommendations #175, 177 


• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 
Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under BRAC recommendation #165 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Naval Support Activity (NSA) Norfolk 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  64, 138 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Naval Support Activity New Orleans, LA; Consolidate 
Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional Correctional Facilities 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/31/2011 


 
Naval Surface Warfare Center (NSWC) Dahlgren 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  184 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Armaments Research, 
Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2009 


 
Naval Weapons Station (NWS) Yorktown 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  181, 184 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Maritime C4ISR Research, Development & 
Acquisition, Test & Evaluation, Create a Naval Integrated Weapons & Armaments 
Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Norfolk Naval Shipyard (NNSY) 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  164, 166, 177 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Ship Intermediate Maintenance Activity Norfolk, VA; Naval 
Shipyard Detachments; Supply, Storage and Distribution Management Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Naval Air Station (NAS) Whidbey Island 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  165 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fleet Readiness Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  
• GAO conducting audit # 350804 examining the disestablishment of Naval Air 


Depots and Aircraft Intermediate Maintenance Depots and the creation of Fleet 
Readiness Centers under this recommendation 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 
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Naval Station (NS) Bremerton 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Commodity Management Privatization, Supply, Storage and 
Distribution Management Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Naval Submarine Base Bangor (Naval Base 
Kitsap) 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  138, 144 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional 
Correctional Facilities, Create Joint Mobilization Sites 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) 
Tacoma 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  76 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  9.03 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/31/2009 


 230







 
 
 
 
 


West Virginia 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 231







 232







Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) 
Moundsville 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  73 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  7.67 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2008 
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Navy Marine Corps Reserve Center (NMCRC) 
Madison 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  73 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  1.0 acre 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 
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Navy Reserve Center (NRC) Lacrosse 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  73 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Navy and Marine Corps Reserve Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  0.5 acre 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1   
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 238







 
 
 


AIR FORCE 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 







 2







Alabama.......................................................................................................................... 7 
Dannelly AGS .............................................................................................................. 9 
Maxwell AFB.............................................................................................................. 10 


Alaska ........................................................................................................................... 11 
Eielson AFB............................................................................................................... 13 
Elmendorf AFB .......................................................................................................... 14 
Galena Airport FOL.................................................................................................... 15 
Kulis AGS .................................................................................................................. 16 


Arizona .......................................................................................................................... 17 
AFRL Meza City......................................................................................................... 19 
Davis-Monthan AFB................................................................................................... 20 
Luke AFB................................................................................................................... 21 


Arkansas ....................................................................................................................... 23 
Ft Smith AGS............................................................................................................. 25 
Little Rock AFB.......................................................................................................... 26 


California ....................................................................................................................... 27 
Beale AFB ................................................................................................................. 29 
Edwards AFB............................................................................................................. 30 
Fresno AGS............................................................................................................... 31 
March ARB ................................................................................................................ 32 
Onizuka AFS ............................................................................................................. 33 
Rosecrans AGS......................................................................................................... 34 
Vandenberg AFB ....................................................................................................... 35 


Colorado........................................................................................................................ 37 
Air Reserve Personnel Center, Buckley Annex ......................................................... 39 
Buckley Annex AFB, DFAS-Denver........................................................................... 40 
US Air Force Academy .............................................................................................. 41 


Connecticut ................................................................................................................... 43 
Bradley IAP AGS ....................................................................................................... 45 


Delaware ....................................................................................................................... 47 
New Castle APT AGS................................................................................................ 49 


District of Columbia ....................................................................................................... 51 
Bolling AFB................................................................................................................ 53 


Florida ........................................................................................................................... 55 
Eglin AFB................................................................................................................... 57 
Homestead ARB........................................................................................................ 58 
Hurlburt Field ............................................................................................................. 59 
Jacksonville IAP AGS................................................................................................ 60 
MacDill AFB............................................................................................................... 61 
Tyndall AFB ............................................................................................................... 62 


Georgia ......................................................................................................................... 63 
Moody AFB................................................................................................................ 65 
Robins AFB ............................................................................................................... 66 
Savannah AGS APT, AGS ........................................................................................ 67 
Shaw AFB.................................................................................................................. 68 


Guam ............................................................................................................................ 69 


 3







Andersen AFB ........................................................................................................... 71 
Hawaii ........................................................................................................................... 73 


Hickam AFB............................................................................................................... 75 
Idaho ............................................................................................................................. 77 


Boise Air Terminal AGS............................................................................................. 79 
Mountain Home AFB ................................................................................................. 80 


Illinois ............................................................................................................................ 81 
Capital APT AGS....................................................................................................... 83 
Scott AFB .................................................................................................................. 84 


Indiana .......................................................................................................................... 85 
Fort Wayne IAP AGS................................................................................................. 87 
Hulman Regional APT AGS....................................................................................... 88 


Iowa............................................................................................................................... 89 
Des Moines IAP AGS ................................................................................................ 91 
Sioux Gateway Airport AGS ...................................................................................... 92 


Kansas .......................................................................................................................... 93 
Forbes Field AGS ...................................................................................................... 95 
McConnell AFB.......................................................................................................... 96 


Louisiana....................................................................................................................... 97 
Barksdale AFB........................................................................................................... 99 
New Orleans AGS ................................................................................................... 100 
New Orleans ARS.................................................................................................... 101 


Maine .......................................................................................................................... 103 
Bangor IAP AGS...................................................................................................... 105 


Maryland ..................................................................................................................... 107 
Andrews, AFB.......................................................................................................... 109 
Martin State APT, AGS............................................................................................ 110 


Massachusetts ............................................................................................................ 111 
AFRL Hanscom AFB ............................................................................................... 113 
Barnes MPT AGS .................................................................................................... 114 
Otis AGB.................................................................................................................. 115 


Michigan...................................................................................................................... 117 
Selfridge ANGB ....................................................................................................... 119 
Selfridge ANGB, Mount Clemens ............................................................................ 120 
W. K. Kellogg APT AGS .......................................................................................... 121 


Minnesota.................................................................................................................... 123 
Duluth IAP AGS....................................................................................................... 125 


Mississippi................................................................................................................... 127 
Columbus AFB ........................................................................................................ 129 
Keesler AFB ............................................................................................................ 130 
Key Field AGS ......................................................................................................... 131 
Thompson Field ....................................................................................................... 132 


Missouri....................................................................................................................... 133 
Jefferson Barracks................................................................................................... 135 
Lambert – St Louis AGS.......................................................................................... 136 


Montana ...................................................................................................................... 137 


 4







Great Falls IAP AGS................................................................................................ 139 
Nevada........................................................................................................................ 141 


Nellis AFB................................................................................................................ 143 
Reno-Tahoe IAP AGS ............................................................................................. 144 


New Jersey ................................................................................................................. 145 
Atlantic City IAP AGS .............................................................................................. 147 
McGuire AFB ........................................................................................................... 148 


New Mexico................................................................................................................. 149 
Cannon AFB ............................................................................................................ 151 
Holloman AFB ......................................................................................................... 152 
Kirtland AFB ............................................................................................................ 153 


New York..................................................................................................................... 155 
Niagara Falls IAP AGS ............................................................................................ 157 
Rome AFRL............................................................................................................. 158 
Schenectady County AGS ....................................................................................... 159 


North Carolina ............................................................................................................. 161 
Charlotte AGS ......................................................................................................... 163 
Pope AFB ................................................................................................................ 164 
Seymour Johnson AFB............................................................................................ 165 


North Dakota ............................................................................................................... 167 
Grand Forks AFB..................................................................................................... 169 
Hector IAP AGS....................................................................................................... 170 
Joe Foss Field AGS................................................................................................. 171 


Ohio............................................................................................................................. 173 
Mansfield Lahm MAP AGS ...................................................................................... 175 
Springfield-Beckley MPT AGS................................................................................. 176 
Toledo AGS ............................................................................................................. 177 
Wright-Patterson AFB.............................................................................................. 178 


Oklahoma.................................................................................................................... 181 
Altus AFB................................................................................................................. 183 
Tinker AFB............................................................................................................... 184 
Tulsa IAP AGS ........................................................................................................ 185 
Vance AFB .............................................................................................................. 186 
Will Rogers World APT AGS ................................................................................... 187 


Oregon ........................................................................................................................ 189 
Portland IAP AGS.................................................................................................... 191 


Pennsylvania............................................................................................................... 193 
Pittsburgh IAP ARS ................................................................................................. 195 


South Carolina ............................................................................................................ 197 
McEntire AGS.......................................................................................................... 199 
Shaw AFB................................................................................................................ 200 


South Dakota .............................................................................................................. 201 
Joe Foss Field AGS................................................................................................. 203 


Tennessee .................................................................................................................. 205 
McGhee Tyson APT AGS........................................................................................ 207 
Nashville IAP AGS................................................................................................... 208 


 5







Texas .......................................................................................................................... 209 
103 Norton St San Antonio TX ................................................................................ 211 
Brooks City-Base..................................................................................................... 212 
Carswell ARS .......................................................................................................... 213 
Ellington Field AGS.................................................................................................. 214 
Lackland AFB .......................................................................................................... 215 
Laughlin AFB ........................................................................................................... 216 
NAS JRB Fort Worth................................................................................................ 217 
Randolph AFB ......................................................................................................... 218 
Sheppard AFB ......................................................................................................... 219 


Utah............................................................................................................................. 221 
Hill AFB.................................................................................................................... 223 


Vermont....................................................................................................................... 225 
Burlington IAP AGS ................................................................................................. 227 


Virginia ........................................................................................................................ 229 
Crystal Park 5 Arlington ........................................................................................... 231 
Crystal Plaza 5 Arlington ......................................................................................... 232 
Hoffman 2, Alexandria ............................................................................................. 233 
Langley AFB ............................................................................................................ 234 
Richmond IAP AGS ................................................................................................. 235 
Rosslyn Center Arlington ......................................................................................... 236 


Washington ................................................................................................................. 237 
Geographically Separated Unit, Four Lakes ............................................................ 239 
Geographically Separated Unit, Spokane................................................................ 240 
Fairchild AFB ........................................................................................................... 241 
McChord AFB .......................................................................................................... 242 


West Virginia ............................................................................................................... 243 
Yeager APT AGS..................................................................................................... 245 


Wisconsin.................................................................................................................... 247 
Dane-Traux Field AGS ............................................................................................ 249 
Gen Mitchell IAP ARS.............................................................................................. 250 


Wyoming ..................................................................................................................... 251 
Cheyenne AGS........................................................................................................ 253 


 
 
 


 6







 
 
 
 
 


Alabama 
 


 
 
 
 
 


 


 7







 8







Dannelly AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  98 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Great Falls International Airport Air Guard Station, MT 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Sep/15/2009 
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Maxwell AFB 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  124 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Joint Center of Excellence for Religious Training and 
Education  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 


 


 10







 
 
 
 
 


Alaska 
 


 
 


 11







 12







Eielson AFB 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  79 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Eielson Air Force Base, AK, Moody Air Force Base, GA, and 
Shaw Air Force Base, SC 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2009 
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Elmendorf AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  80, 89, 110, 146 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Kulis Air Guard Station, AK, and Elmendorf Air Force Base, 
AK; Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Air Force Base, NV, and Elmendorf Air 
Force Base, AK; Nashville International Airport Air Guard Station, TN; Joint Basing 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Galena Airport FOL 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  195 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Galena Forward Operating Location (FOL), AK 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2006 
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Kulis AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  80 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Kulis Air Guard Station, AK, and Elmendorf Air Force Base, 
AK 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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AFRL Meza City 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  187 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Defense Research Service Led Laboratories 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  8 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veteran’s Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Davis-Monthan AFB 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  101, 104, 107 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station, NY; Grand Forks Air Force 
Base, ND; Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard Station, OH 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Luke AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  81, 113, 118, 125 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR, and Luke Air Force Base, 
AZ; Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force 
Base, ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air Force Base, NV; Air Force Logistics 
Support Centers; Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Ft Smith AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  81, 85 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR, and Luke Air Force Base, 
AZ; Realign Bradley International Airport Air Guard Station, CT Barnes Air Guard 
Station, MA Selfridge Air National Guard Base, MI  Shaw Air Force, SC  and Martin 
State Air Guard Station 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Little Rock AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  92, 93, 103, 110, 118 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Andrews Air Force Base, MD Will Rodgers Air Guard Station, 
OK, Tinker Air Force Base, OK, and Randolph Air Force Base, TX; Martin State Air 
Guard Station, MD; Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh International Airport Air 
Reserve Station, PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV; Nashville International Airport 
Air Guard Station, TN; Air Force Logistics Support Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Beale AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  82 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Beale Air Force Base, CA and Selfridge Air National Guard 
Base, MI 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/15/2010 
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Edwards AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  113, 138 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force Base, CA, 
Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air Force 
Base, NV; Consolidate Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional Correctional Facilities 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Fresno AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  81, 89 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR, and Luke Air Force Base, 
AZ; Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Air Force Base, NV, and Elmendorf Air 
Force Base, AK 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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March ARB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  83 


 
Recommendation title(s):  March Air Reserve Base, CA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2008 
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Onizuka AFS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  84 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Onizuka Air Force Station, CA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  20 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veteran’s Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Rosecrans AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  110 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Nashville International Airport Air Guard Station, TN 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Vandenberg AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  84, 108 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Onizuka Air Force Station, CA; Portland International Airport 
Air Guard Station, OR 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Air Reserve Personnel Center, Buckley Annex 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  143 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate /Co-locate Active & Reserve Personnel & 
Recruiting Centers for the Army & Air Force   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2009 


 
 


 39







Buckley Annex AFB, DFAS-Denver 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  107, 145 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Springfield-Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard Station, OH; 
Defense Finance and Accounting Service 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  72 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
Veteran’s Affairs TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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US Air Force Academy 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  173 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2007 
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 43







 44







Bradley IAP AGS 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  85 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Bradley International Airport Air Guard Station, CT, Barnes 
Air Guard Station, MA, Selfridge Air National Guard Base, MI, Shaw Air Force Base, SC 
and Martin State Air Guard Station, MD 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Delaware 
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New Castle APT AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  86 


 
Recommendation title(s):  New Castle Airport Air Guard Station, DE 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None.  Final Commission recommendation maintains status quo.  No action is 
required at this installation.   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Action complete 
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District of Columbia 
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Bolling AFB 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  130, 137, 146, 167, 198 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Defense/Military Department Adjudication 
Activities, Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices (CPOs) within each Military 
Department and the Defense Agencies, Joint Basing, Defense Intelligence Agency, 
Joint Medical Command Headquarters 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Florida 
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Eglin AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  4, 125, 185 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Fort Bragg, NC; Joint Strike Fighter Initial Joint Training Site;  
Create an Air Integrated Weapons & Armaments Research, Development & Acquisition, 
Test & Evaluation Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Homestead ARB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  115 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Richmond Air Guard Station, VA, and Des Moines 
International Airport Air Guard Station, IA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Jan/15/2009 


 
 


 58







Hurlburt Field 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  118 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Air Force Logistics Support Centers 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/15/2008 
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Jacksonville IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  89, 119 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Air Force Base, 
NV, and Elmendorf Air Force Base, AK; F-100 Engine Centralized Intermediate Repair 
Facilities 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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MacDill AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  104, 173 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND; Convert Inpatient Services 
to Clinics 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Tyndall AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  114, 119 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Langley Air Force Base, VA; F-100 Engine Centralized 
Intermediate Repair Facilities 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
 
 
 


 62







 
 
 
 
 


Georgia 
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Moody AFB 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  79, 103, 128 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Eielson Air Force Base, AK,  Moody Air Force Base, GA, and 
Shaw Air Force Base, SC; Pope Air Force Base, NC, Pittsburgh International Airport Air 
Reserve Station, PA, and Yeager Air Guard Station, WV; Undergraduate Pilot and 
Navigator Training 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Robins AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  87, 137, 143, 175, 176, 177, 188, 189 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Robins Air Force Base, GA; Consolidate Civilian Personnel 
Offices (CPOs) within each Military Department and the Defense Agencies; Consolidate 
/Co-locate Active & Reserve Personnel & Recruiting Centers for the Army & Air Force; 
Commodity Management Privatization; Depot Level Repairable Procurement 
Management Consolidation; Supply, Storage, and Distribution Management 
Reconfiguration; Establish Centers for Fixed Wing Air Platform Research, Development 
& Acquisition, Test & Evaluation; Establish Centers for Rotary Wing Air Platform 
Development & Acquisition, Test &Evaluation 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Savannah AGS APT, AGS 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  81, 86 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fort Smith Air Guard Station, AR, and Luke Air Force Base, 
AZ; New Castle Airport Air Guard Station, DE 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2007 
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Shaw AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  89 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Air Force Base, 
NV, and Elmendorf Air Force Base, AK 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Guam 
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Andersen AFB 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  146 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Joint Basing 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2009 
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Hawaii 
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Hickam AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  104, 118, 146 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND; Air Force Logistics Support 
Centers; Joint Basing 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Idaho 
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Boise Air Terminal AGS 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  88 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Boise Air terminal Air Guard Station, ID 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Mountain Home AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  89, 113 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Air Force Base, 
NV, and Elmendorf Air Force Base, AK; Hill Air Force Base, UT, Edwards Air Force 
Base, CA, Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Luke Air Force Base, AZ, and Nellis Air 
Force Base, NV 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Illinois 
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Capital APT AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  90 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Regional Airport Air 
Guard Station, IN 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Sep/15/2010 
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Scott AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  104, 118, 142, 173 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND; Air Force Logistics Support 
Centers; Consolidate Transportation Command Components; Convert Inpatient 
Services to Clinics 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Indiana 
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Fort Wayne IAP AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  90 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Regional Airport Air 
Guard Station, IN  
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Hulman Regional APT AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  90 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Regional Airport Air 
Guard Station, IN 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Iowa 


 


 
 


 89
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Des Moines IAP AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  90, 98, 107, 115 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Regional Airport Air 
Guard Station, IN; Great Falls International Airport Air Guard Station, MT; Springfield-
Beckley Municipal Airport Air Guard Station, OH; Richmond Air Guard Station, VA, and 
Des Moines International Airport Air Guard Station, IA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Sioux Gateway Airport AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  116 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Fairchild Air Force Base, WA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Kansas 
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Forbes Field AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  104, 108 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND; Portland International 
Airport Air Guard Station, OR 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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McConnell AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  83, 87, 104, 112 


 
Recommendation title(s):  March Air Reserve Base, CA; Robins Air Force Base, GA; 
Grand Forks Air Force Base, ND; Lackland Air Force Base, TX 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Louisiana 
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Barksdale AFB 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  91 


 
Recommendation title(s):  New Orleans Air Reserve Station, LA 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2008 
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New Orleans AGS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  80 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Kulis Air Guard Station, AK, and Elmendorf Air Force Base, 
AK 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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New Orleans ARS 
 
Commission recommendation number(s):  89, 108 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Mountain Home Air Force Base, ID, Nellis Air Force Base, 
NV, and Elmendorf Air Force Base, AK; Portland International Airport Air Guard Station, 
OR 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None  


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Maine 
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Bangor IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  101 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Andrews, AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  92, 93, 100, 131, 146, 173 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Andrews Air Force Base, MD Will Rodgers Air Guard 
Station, OK Tinker Air Force Base and Randolph Air Force Base; Realign Martin State 
Air Guard Station; Close Cannon AFB; Co-locate Military Dept. Investigation Agencies 
with DoD Counterintel & Security Agency; Joint Basing; Convert Inpatient Services to 
Clinics 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Martin State APT, AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  85, 93 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Bradley International Airport Air Guard Station, CT, 
Barnes Air Guard Station, MA, Selfridge Air National Guard Base, MI, Shaw Air Force 
Base, SC and Martin State Air Guard Station, MD; Realign Martin State Air Guard 
Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Massachusetts 
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AFRL Hanscom AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  187 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Research Service Led Laboratories  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Barnes MPT AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  85, 94 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Bradley International Airport Air Guard Station, CT, 
Barnes Air Guard Station, MA, Selfridge Air National Guard Base, MI, Shaw Air Force 
Base, SC and Martin State Air Guard Station, MD; Realign Otis Air National Guard 
Base, MA Lambert St Louis International Airport Air Guard Station, MO and Atlantic City 
Air Guard Station, NJ 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Otis AGB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  94 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Bradley International Airport Air Guard Station, CT, 
Barnes Air Guard Station, MA, Selfridge Air National Guard Base, MI, Shaw Air Force 
Base, SC and Martin State Air Guard Station, MD  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Selfridge ANGB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  95, 104 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign W.K. Kellogg APT Air Guard Station; Realign Grand 
Forks Air Force Base  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Selfridge ANGB, Mount Clemens 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  82, 85 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Beale Air Force Base, CA and Selfridge Air National 
Guard Base, MI; Realign Bradley International Airport Air Guard Station, CT, Barnes Air 
Guard Station, MA, Selfridge Air National Guard Base, MI, Shaw Air Force Base, SC 
and Martin State Air Guard Station, MD  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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W. K. Kellogg APT AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  95 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign W.K. Kellogg APT Air Guard Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Minnesota 
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Duluth IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  96 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Duluth International Airport Air Guard Station   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None.  Final Commission recommendation maintains status quo.  No action is 
required at this installation. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Action complete 
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Mississippi 
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Columbus AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  128 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2008 
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Keesler AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  173 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Convert Inpatient Services to Clinics  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Key Field AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  97 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Key Field Air Guard Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Thompson Field 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  97 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Key Field Air Guard Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Jefferson Barracks 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  94 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Otis Air National Guard Base, MA Lambert St Louis 
International Airport Air Guard Station, MO and Atlantic City Air Guard Station, NJ  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Lambert – St Louis AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  94 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Otis Air National Guard Base, MA Lambert St Louis 
International Airport Air Guard Station, MO and Atlantic City Air Guard Station, NJ  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Great Falls IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  94, 98 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Otis Air National Guard Base, MA Lambert St Louis 
International Airport Air Guard Station, MO and Atlantic City Air Guard Station, NJ; 
Realign Great Falls International Airport Air Guard Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Nellis AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  80, 89, 100, 113 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Kulis Air Guard Station, AK and Realign Elmendorf 
AFB, AK; Realign Mountain Home Air Force base, ID Nellis Air Force Base, NV and 
Elmendorf Air Force Base, AK; Close Cannon AFB; Realign Hill AFB, Edwards AFB, CA 
Mountain Home AFB, ID Luke AFB, AZ, Nellis AFB, NV  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Reno-Tahoe IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  99 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Reno-Tahoe International Airport Air Guard Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None.  Final Commission recommendation maintains status quo.  No action is 
required at this installation. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions: Action complete 
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New Jersey 
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Atlantic City IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  90, 94, 100, 107 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Regional 
Airport Air Guard Station, IN; Realign Otis Air National Guard Base, MA Lambert St 
Louis International Airport Air Guard Station, MO and Atlantic City Air Guard Station, 
NJ; Close Cannon AFB; Realign Springfield-Beckley MPT AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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McGuire AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  146 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Joint Basing  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Cannon AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  100 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Cannon AFB  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Holloman AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  170 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Brooks City Base, TX  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Kirtland AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  100, 138 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Cannon AFB; Consolidate Correctional Facilities into 
Joint Regional Correctional Facilities  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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New York 
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Niagara Falls IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  101 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Niagara Falls Air Reserve Station   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Rome AFRL 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  187 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Research Service Led Laboratories   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Schenectady County AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  102 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Schenectady County Airport Air Guard Station   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None.  Final Commission recommendation maintains status quo.  No action is 
required at this installation. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Action complete 
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North Carolina 
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Charlotte AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  106 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Mansfield Lahm MAP AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Pope AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  88, 100, 103, 106, 117 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Boise Air terminal Air Guard Station; Realign Pope 
AFB, Little Rock AFB, AR, Pittsburgh ARS, PA Yeager AGS, WV; Realign Mansfield 
Lahm MAP AGS; Realign Nashville Intl Airport AGS; Close Gen Mitchell ARS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Seymour Johnson AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  104 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Grand Forks Air Force Base  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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North Dakota 
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Grand Forks AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  104 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Grand Forks Air Force Base  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Hector IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  105 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Hector Intl Airport AGS, ND 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2009 
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Joe Foss Field AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  90 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Regional 
Airport Air Guard Station, IN  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2009 
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Mansfield Lahm MAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  106 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Mansfield Lahm MAP AGS   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2008 
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Springfield-Beckley MPT AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  107 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Springfield-Beckley MPT AGS    


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 


Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Toledo AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  115 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Richmond AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/15/2009 
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Wright-Patterson AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  137, 170, 176, 187, 188, 189, 197 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Brooks City Base, TX; Consolidate Civilian Personnel 
Offices within each Military Department and the Defense Agencies; Depot Level 
Reparable Procurement  Management Consolidation; Defense Research Service Led 
Laboratories; Establish Center for Fixed Wing Air Platform Research, Development & 
Acquisition, Test & Evaluation; Establish Center for Rotary Wing Air Platform  
Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation; Realign AFIT,  NPGS  by  Establishing 
Joint board for NPGS, AFIT, DLI  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Altus AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  118 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate USAF Logistics Support Centers at Langley 
AFB, VA & Scott AFB, IL  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/15/2008 
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Tinker AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  92, 108, 137, 175, 176, 177, 188 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Andrews Air Force Base, MD Will Rodgers Air Guard 
Station, OK Tinker Air Force Base and Randolph Air Force Base, TX; Realign Portland 
Intl Airport AGS; Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices within each Military Department 
and the Defense Agencies; Commodity Management Privatization; Depot Level 
Reparable Procurement  Management Consolidation; Supply, Storage, and Distribution 
Management Reconfiguration; Establish Center for Fixed Wing Air Platform Research, 
Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 
Tulsa IAP AGS 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  89, 115 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Realign Mountain Home Air Force base ,ID Nellis Air Force 
Base ,NV and Elemendorf Air Force Base, AK; Realign Richmond AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Vance AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  128 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2008 
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Will Rogers World APT AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  92 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Andrews Air Force Base, MD Will Rodgers Air Guard 
Station, OK Tinker Air Force Base and Randolph Air Force Base, TX  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/15/2009 
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Oregon 
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Portland IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  108 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Portland Intl Airport AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2009 
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Pennsylvania 
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Pittsburgh IAP ARS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  103 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Pope AFB, Little Rock AFB, AR, Pittsburgh ARS, PA, 
Yeager AGS, WV  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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South Carolina 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


 197







 198







McEntire AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  89 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Mountain Home Air Force base, ID Nellis Air Force 
Base, NV and Elmendorf Air Force Base, AK  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Shaw AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  79, 85 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Eielson Air Force Base, AK Moody Air Force Base 
and Shaw Air Force Base; Realign Bradley International Airport Air Guard Station, CT 
Barnes Air Guard Station, MA Selfridge Air National Guard Base, MI  Shaw Air Force, 
SC  and Martin State Air Guard Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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South Dakota 
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Joe Foss Field AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  100 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Cannon AFB  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Tennessee 
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McGhee Tyson APT AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  82, 97 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Beale Air Force Base, CA and Selfridge Air National 
Guard Base, MI; Realign Key Field Air Guard Station  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Nashville IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  110 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Nashville Intl Airport AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/15/2010 
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103 Norton St San Antonio TX 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  141 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Agency for 
Media and Publications  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Brooks City-Base    
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  170 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Brooks City Base, TX  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Carswell ARS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  113 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Hill AFB, Edwards AFB, CA Mountain Home AFB, ID 
Luke AFB, AZ, Nellis AFB, NV  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2008 
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Ellington Field AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  111 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Ellington Field AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Lackland AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  90, 112, 122, 123, 138, 170, 172 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Regional 
Airport Air Guard Station, IN; Realign Lackland AFB, TX; relocate STAMP/STRAPP 
functions to McConnell AFB, KS; Establish Joint Center for Consolidated Transportation 
Management Training; Establish Joint Center for Culinary Training; Consolidate 
Correctional Facilities into Joint Regional Correctional Facilities; Close Brooks City 
Base, TX; Establish San Antonio Regional Medical Center  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Laughlin AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  128 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2008 
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NAS JRB Fort Worth 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  113 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Hill AFB, Edwards AFB, CA Mountain Home AFB, ID 
Luke AFB, AZ, Nellis AFB, NV  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2008 
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Randolph AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  92, 128, 137, 146, 170, 172 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Andrews Air Force Base, MD Will Rodgers Air Guard 
Station, OK Tinker Air Force Base and Randolph Air Force Base, TX; Consolidate 
Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training; Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices 
within each Military Department and the Defense Agencies; Joint Basing; Close Brooks 
City Base, TX; Establish San Antonio Regional Medical Center 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Sheppard AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  125, 128, 172 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Establish Joint Strike Fighter initial Flight Training; 
Consolidate Undergraduate Pilot and Navigator Training; Establish San Antonio 
Regional Medical Center  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Utah 
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Hill AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  100, 113, 137, 175, 176, 185, 188 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Cannon AFB; Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices 
within each Military Department and the Defense Agencies; Realign Hill AFB, Edwards 
AFB, CA Mountain Home AFB, ID Luke AFB, AZ, Nellis AFB, NV; Supply, Storage, and 
Distribution Management Reconfiguration; Create an Air Integrated Weapons & 
Armaments Research, Development &Acquisition, Test & Evaluation Center; 
Commodity Management Privatization; Establish Center for Fixed Wing Air Platform 
Research, Development & Acquisition, Test & Evaluation; Depot Level Reparable 
Procurement  Management Consolidation   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Vermont 
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Burlington IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  94, 107 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Otis Air National Guard Base, MA Lambert St Louis 
International Airport Air Guard Station , MO and Atlantic City Air Guard Station, NJ; 
Realign Springfield-Beckley MPT AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Crystal Park 5 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased locations  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Crystal Plaza 5 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased locations  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Hoffman 2, Alexandria 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  142 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Transportation Command Components  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Langley AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  80, 114, 115, 118, 119, 146 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Close Kulis Air Guard Station, AK and Realign Elmendorf 
AFB, AK; Realign Langley AFB  (Establish CIRF F-15 Avionics; Realign Richmond 
AGS; Consolidate USAF Logistics Support Centers at Langley AFB, VA & Scott AFB, 
IL; Establish F-100 engine Centralized Intermediate Repair Facility at NAS New 
Orleans, LA; Joint Basing  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Richmond IAP AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  115 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Richmond AGS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/15/2009 
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Rosslyn Center Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  147 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Air Force Real Property Agency  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None 
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Geographically Separated Unit, Four Lakes 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  116 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Fairchild AFB  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Geographically Separated Unit, Spokane 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  116 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Fairchild AFB  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Fairchild AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  116 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Fairchild AFB  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  156 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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McChord AFB 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  171 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign McChord Air Force Base  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Yeager APT AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  103 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Pope AFB, Little Rock AFB, AR, Pittsburgh ARS, PA, 
Yeager AGS, WV  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Dane-Traux Field AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  90, 100 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Capital Air Guard Station, IL and Hulman Regional 
Airport Air Guard Station, IN; Close Cannon AFB   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Gen Mitchell IAP ARS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  97, 117 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Key Field Air Guard Station; Close Gen Mitchell ARS  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  102 acres 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Cheyenne AGS 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  88, 106 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Boise Air terminal Air Guard Station; Realign 
Mansfield Lahm MAP AGS   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  See Appendix 1  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  See Appendix 1 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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DeCA, 300 AFCOMS Way, San Antonio, TX 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  137 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Civilian Personnel Office within each Military 
Department and the Defense Agencies   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Business Plan submitted for approval.  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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DeCA, 2521 Jefferson Davis Highway, James Polk 
Bldg, Arlington, VA 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  139 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Realign Leased Space by Consolidating Defense 
commissary Agency (DeCA) at Ft. Lee, VA  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Business Plan submitted for approval.  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006    
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DeCA, 5151 Bonney Road, Virginia Beach, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  139 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Leased Space by Consolidating Defense 
Commissary Agency (DeCA) at Ft. Lee, VA  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Business Plan submitted for approval.  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2006    
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DeCA, 5258 Oaklawn, Blvd., Hopewell, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  139 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Realign Leased Space by Consolidating Defense 
commissary Agency (DeCA) at Ft. Lee, VA  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Business Plan submitted for approval.  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010    
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Metro Park 3  6350 Walker Lane Alexandria, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency, and Field 
Agency Leased Locations  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DCMA BRAC Program Management Office continues to work with OSD BRAC, 
OSD Comptroller, and Department of the Army BRAC officials to determine 
requirements and develop effective implementation plans.  Central to this effort is 
the development and approval of the BRAC business plan that outlines the 
requirements, timelines, and expectations for relocating DCMA functions from 
leased facilities in Northern Virginia to new construction at Ft. Lee, VA.  DCMA 
leases at Metro Park Facilities are scheduled to expire in 2010.  As such, DCMA 
BRAC actions are dependent upon business plan development and approval.   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  TBD  


 


Metro Park 4, 6359 Walker Lane, Alexandria, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency, and Field 
Agency Leased Locations  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DCMA BRAC Program Management Office continues to work with OSD BRAC, 
OSD Comptroller, and Department of the Army BRAC officials to determine 
requirements and develop effective implementation plans.  Central to this effort is 
the development and approval of the BRAC business plan that outlines the 
requirements, timelines, and expectations for relocating DCMA functions from 
leased facilities in Northern Virginia to new construction at Ft. Lee, VA.  DCMA 
leases at Metro Park Facilities are scheduled to expire in 2010.  As such, DCMA 
BRAC actions are dependent upon business plan development and approval.   


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  TBD 
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Defense Finance and 
Accounting Service 


(DFAS) 
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DFAS, San Bernardino, CA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  Union 
officials for sites closing in FY06 were notified in December 2005.  Voluntary 
Early Retirement Act (VERA) / Voluntary Separation Incentive Program (VSIP) 
windows and employee registration in the Priority Placement Program (PPP) 
were scheduled for February 2006.  


• Human Resources scheduled Reduction in Force (RIF) notices to be issued in 
March 2006.   


• An initial site survey visit was conducted in November 2005.  The purpose of the 
survey was to develop a site profile for DFAS locations.  The visit consisted of 
data collection for business processes, workforce size, and systems applications.  
This information will be used for workload and workforce transition to the 
enduring sites. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2006 


 


DFAS, San Diego, CA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.  


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/29/2008 


 


DFAS, Seaside, CA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  Union 
officials for sites closing in FY06 were notified in December 2005.  Voluntary 
Early Retirement Act (VERA) / Voluntary Separation Incentive Program (VSIP) 
windows and employee registration in the Priority Placement Program (PPP) 
were scheduled for February 2006.  


• Human Resources scheduled Reduction in Force (RIF) notices to be issued in 
March 2006.   


• An initial site survey visit was conducted in November 2005.  The purpose of the 
survey was to develop a site profile for DFAS locations.  The visit consisted of 
data collection for business processes, workforce size, and systems applications.  
This information will be used for workload and workforce transition to the 
enduring sites. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2006 


 


DFAS, Oakland, CA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  Union 
officials for sites closing in FY06 were notified in December 2005.  Voluntary 
Early Retirement Act (VERA) / Voluntary Separation Incentive Program (VSIP) 
windows and employee registration in the Priority Placement Program (PPP) 
were scheduled for February 2006.  
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• Human Resources scheduled Reduction in Force (RIF) notices to be issued in 
March 2006.   


• An initial site survey visit was conducted in November 2005.  The purpose of the 
survey was to develop a site profile for DFAS locations.  The visit consisted of 
data collection for business processes, workforce size, and systems applications.  
This information will be used for workload and workforce transition to the 
enduring sites. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2006 


 


DFAS, Denver, CO 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
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Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2009 
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DFAS, Orlando, FL 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/31/2007 


 


DFAS, Pensacola, FL 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/30/2008 


 


DFAS, Saufley Field, FL 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/30/2008 


 


DFAS, Ford Island, HI 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/31/2007 


 


DFAS, Rock Island, IL 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2008 


 


DFAS, Lexington, KY 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
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and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2006 


  


DFAS, Patuxent River, MD 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   
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• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/31/2008 
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DFAS, Kansas City, MO 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/31/2008 


  


DFAS, St. Louis, MO 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2007 


  


DFAS, Omaha, NE 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/29/2008 


 


DFAS, Dayton, OH 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 
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Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2006 


 


DFAS, Lawton, OK 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
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and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2006 


  


DFAS, Charleston, SC 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   
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• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2007 
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DFAS, San Antonio, TX 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  Union 
officials for sites closing in FY06 were notified in December 2005.  Voluntary 
Early Retirement Act (VERA) / Voluntary Separation Incentive Program (VSIP) 
windows and employee registration in the Priority Placement Program (PPP) 
were scheduled for February 2006.  


• Human Resources scheduled Reduction in Force (RIF) notices to be issued in 
March 2006.   


• An initial site survey visit was conducted in November 2005.  The purpose of the 
survey was to develop a site profile for DFAS locations.  The visit consisted of 
data collection for business processes, workforce size, and systems applications.  
This information will be used for workload and workforce transition to the 
enduring sites. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  AUG/30/2006 


  


DFAS, Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2008 


 


DFAS, Norfolk, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  145, 196 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Finance and Accounting Service  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• DFAS continued planning for site closure and mission realignment.  DFAS 
conducted an All Hands briefing in December 2005 to inform employees about 
the BRAC closure schedule, impacts to employees, and upcoming events.  
Human Resources surveyed employees to identify those who are willing to 
relocate to enduring sites.   


• An initial site assessment was conducted in December 2005.  The assessment 
included the collection of data for facilities, business processes, workforce size, 
and systems applications.  This information will be used for planning workload 
migration to the enduring sites. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/31/2007 
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DIA, Crystal Park 5, Arlington, Virginia 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  167    
 


Recommendation title(s):  Defense Intelligence Agency 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  FEB/28/2010    
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Defense Information 
Systems Agency 


(DISA) 
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1010 Gause Boulevard, Slidell, LA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  140 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency and 
Establish Joint C4ISR D & A Capability 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• The DISA Continuity of Operations and Test Facility (DCTF) occupy 1010 Gause 
Blvd, Slidell, LA.  DCTF employees have registered in the DoD Priority 
Placement Program based on the anticipated closure date of Jan 2007.  DISA 
will reuse much of the DCTF computer hardware and furniture at DISA sites in 
Indianhead, MD and Fort Huachuca, AZ that will serve as relocation sites for 
DCTF workload.  Any equipment not reutilized will be turned in to the Defense 
Reutilization Management Office (DRMO) for disposal.  The DCTF facility is 
currently leased from the city of Slidell, and will be returned to Slidell when the 
lease terminates on 31 Mar 2007. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/31/2007 


  


5600 Columbia Pike, Falls Church, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  140 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency and 
Establish Joint C4ISR D & A Capability 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
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Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2010 


  


Arlington Service Center, 701 S. Courthouse Road, 
Arlington, VA 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  137, 140 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Civilian Personnel Office within each Military 
Department and Defense Agencies, Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency 
and Establish Joint C4ISR D & A Capability 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2010 


  


GSA Franconia Warehouse Depot, Springfield, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  140 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency and 
Establish Joint C4ISR D & A Capability 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2010 


 


Logicon Building, Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  140 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency and 
Establish Joint C4ISR D & A Capability 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 


 57







Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2010 


  


Roslyn Plaza North, Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  140 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency and 
Establish Joint C4ISR D & A Capability 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 


 58







Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2010 
  


Skyline Place (Skyline 7), Falls Church, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  140 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Defense Information Systems Agency and 
Establish Joint C4ISR D & A Capability 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUN/30/2010 
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Defense Logistics 
Agency (DLA) 
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DDD, San Jouquin, CA (DDJC Sharpe) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Commodity Management Privatization; 
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Management Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• BRAC recommendation #175 privatizes the supply, storage, distribution and 
disposal functions for compressed gases, package petroleum, oils and lubricants, 
and tires.  In coordination with the MRPO and the Services, the Defense Supply 
Centers have aggressively solicited industry interest by hosting Industry Days 
focused on small and large business teaming arrangements. A comprehensive 
request for information has been issued to obtain feedback and ideas to help 
develop a requirement that will meet the transformational objectives outlined in 
the BRAC recommendations.  Formal solicitations will follow. Elimination of 
storage requirements will take place once contracts are in place and operational.   


• DLA has formed working groups with representation from all the Services to help 
with the Business Plan, Concept of Operations, and Implementation Planning for 
recommendation #177.  The working groups are defining the business rules, 
metrics, system requirements, and finance.  Site visits to several locations 
outlined in the 2005 Base Closure and Realignment Recommendation have also 
been completed. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  TBD 


 


DDD, San Jouquin, CA (DDJC Tracy) 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Commodity Management Privatization; 
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Management Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• BRAC recommendation #175 privatizes the supply, storage, distribution and 
disposal functions for compressed gases, package petroleum, oils and lubricants, 
and tires.  In coordination with the MRPO and the Services, the Defense Supply 
Centers have aggressively solicited industry interest by hosting Industry Days 
focused on small and large business teaming arrangements. A comprehensive 
request for information has been issued to obtain feedback and ideas to help 
develop a requirement that will meet the transformational objectives outlined in 
the BRAC recommendations.  Formal solicitations will follow. Elimination of 
storage requirements will take place once contracts are in place and operational.   


• DLA has formed working groups with representation from all the Services to help 
with the Business Plan, Concept of Operations, and Implementation Planning for 
recommendation #177.  The working groups are defining the business rules, 
metrics, system requirements, and finance.  Site visits to several locations 
outlined in the 2005 Base Closure and Realignment Recommendation have also 
been completed. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 
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Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  TBD 


  


Defense Supply Center, Columbus, OH 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  37, 137, 145, 175, 176, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Reserve Component Transformations in Ohio; Consolidate 
Civilian Personnel Offices (CPOs), Defense Finance and Accounting Service; 
Commodity Management Privatization; Depot-Level Repairable Procurement 
Management Consolidation; Supply, Storage, and Distribution Management 
Reconfiguration 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Vacant, “buildable” space at DSCC has been identified for reuse by USAR in 
support of proposed BRAC construction (recommendation #37).  DSCC will work 
with both the USAR and the Ohio Army National Guard to “site” projects 
proposed for Columbus.  


• DLA has formed working groups with the Defense Commissary Agency, 
Washington Headquarters Services, and the Department of Defense Education 
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Activity to formulate the business plan and begin implementation planning for 
recommendation #137.  These working groups are also in the process of defining 
the workload that will transfer.  Options to reduce construction costs are currently 
under evaluation. 


• DFAS Columbus will begin their first workload transfer of a BRAC closing site in 
June 2006 for recommendation # 145.  Additional BRAC workload transfers will 
occur in FY07 and FY08.  Expected completion date is 30 Sep 2008. 


• BRAC recommendation #175 privatizes the supply, storage, distribution 
and disposal functions for compressed gases, package petroleum, oils and 
lubricants, and tires.  In coordination with the MRPO and the Services, the 
Defense Supply Centers have aggressively solicited industry interest by 
hosting Industry Days focused on small and large business teaming 
arrangements. A comprehensive request for information has been issued 
to obtain feedback and ideas to help develop a requirement that will meet 
the transformational objectives outlined in the BRAC recommendations.  
Formal solicitations will follow. Elimination of storage requirements will take 
place once contracts are in place and operational.   


• Recommendation #176 entails the consolidation and migration of the 
contracting functions for DLRs from the Services to DLA under an “as-is, 
where-is” concept. The Services and DLA have established a DLR Cross 
Service Working Group to assess the potential workload and staffing 
requirements. DLRs vary in a broad range of complexity which has been 
defined into four tiers. These tiers will be used to determine the migration 
schedule which in turn will define the cycle to transfer personnel.  
Implementation of this recommendation has minimal impact on facilities. 


• DLA has formed working groups with representation from all the Services to help 
with the Business Plan, Concept of Operations, and Implementation Planning for 
recommendation #177.  The working groups are defining the business rules, 
metrics, system requirements, and finance.  Site visits to several locations 
outlined in the 2005 Base Closure and Realignment Recommendation have also 
been completed. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
 


Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  TBD 


  


DDD Susquehanna, PA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  175, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Commodity Management Privatization; 
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Management Reconfiguration; 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• BRAC recommendation #175 privatizes the supply, storage, distribution and 
disposal functions for compressed gases, package petroleum, oils and lubricants, 
and tires.  In coordination with the MRPO and the Services, the Defense Supply 
Centers have aggressively solicited industry interest by hosting Industry Days 
focused on small and large business teaming arrangements. A comprehensive 
request for information has been issued to obtain feedback and ideas to help 
develop a requirement that will meet the transformational objectives outlined in 
the BRAC recommendations.  Formal solicitations will follow. Elimination of 
storage requirements will take place once contracts are in place and operational.   


• DLA has formed working groups with representation from all the Services to help 
with the Business Plan, Concept of Operations, and Implementation Planning for 
recommendation #177.  The working groups are defining the business rules, 
metrics, system requirements, and finance.  Site visits to several locations 
outlined in the 2005 Base Closure and Realignment Recommendation have also 
been completed. 
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Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  TBD 


  


Defense Supply Center, Richmond, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  175, 176, 177 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Commodity Management Privatization; 
Supply, Storage, and Distribution Management Reconfiguration; 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• BRAC recommendation #175 privatizes the supply, storage, distribution and 
disposal functions for compressed gases, package petroleum, oils and lubricants, 
and tires.  In coordination with the MRPO and the Services, the Defense Supply 
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Centers have aggressively solicited industry interest by hosting Industry Days 
focused on small and large business teaming arrangements. A comprehensive 
request for information has been issued to obtain feedback and ideas to help 
develop a requirement that will meet the transformational objectives outlined in 
the BRAC recommendations.  Formal solicitations will follow. Elimination of 
storage requirements will take place once contracts are in place and operational. 


• Recommendation #176 entails the consolidation and migration of the 
contracting functions for DLRs from the Services to DLA under an “as-is, 
where-is” concept. The Services and DLA have established a DLR Cross 
Service Working Group to assess the potential workload and staffing 
requirements. DLRs vary in a broad range of complexity which has been 
defined into four tiers. These tiers will be used to determine the migration 
schedule which in turn will define the cycle to transfer personnel.  
Implementation of this recommendation has minimal impact on facilities. 


• DLA has formed working groups with representation from all the Services to help 
with the Business Plan, Concept of Operations, and Implementation Planning for 
recommendation #177.  The working groups are defining the business rules, 
metrics, system requirements, and finance.  Site visits to several locations 
outlined in the 2005 Base Closure and Realignment Recommendation have also 
been completed. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
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Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  TBD 
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MDA, SMDC Building, 106 Wynn Drive, Huntsville, 
AL 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  134 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• SEP 2005: Conducted programming charrette for MDA BRAC construction 
project at Redstone Arsenal, AL.  


• NOV 2005: Submitted draft MDA BRAC Business Plan to OSD, Army and WHS 
for coordination. Approval pending.  


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
 


MDA, Crystal Square 2, 1725 Jefferson Davis 
Highway, Arlington, VA 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  134 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• SEP 2005: Conducted programming charrette for MDA BRAC construction 
project at Redstone Arsenal, AL.  


• NOV 2005: Submitted draft MDA BRAC Business Plan to OSD, Army and WHS 
for coordination. Approval pending.  


• JAN 2006: Hosted Tennessee Valley BRAC 'Open House' in Arlington, VA. Event 
brought Northern Alabama Chamber of Commerce representatives to meet MDA 
leadership and staff and discuss quality-of-life, housing, education, social 
opportunities and other issues in Northern Alabama and Tennessee. To date, 
MDA has transferred approximately 95 government MDA positions from the 
National Capital Region to Huntsville, AL area. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None   
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Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/01/2006 


  


MDA, Suffolk Building, 5611 Columbia Pike, Falls 
Church, VA 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  134 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• SEP 2005: Conducted programming charrette for MDA BRAC construction 
project at Redstone Arsenal, AL.  


• NOV 2005: Submitted draft MDA BRAC Business Plan to OSD, Army and WHS 
for coordination. Approval pending.  


• JAN 2006: Hosted Tennessee Valley BRAC 'Open House' in Arlington, VA. Event 
brought Northern Alabama Chamber of Commerce representatives to meet MDA 
leadership and staff and discuss quality-of-life, housing, education, social 
opportunities and other issues in Northern Alabama and Tennessee. To date, 
MDA has transferred approximately 95 government MDA positions from the 
National Capital Region to Huntsville, AL area. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
 
 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


MDA, USA Space Command, Crystal Mall 4, 2345 
Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  134 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Agencies 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• SEP 2005: Conducted programming charrette for MDA BRAC construction 
project at Redstone Arsenal, AL.  


• NOV 2005: Submitted draft MDA BRAC Business Plan to OSD, Army and WHS 
for coordination. Approval pending.  


• JAN 2006: Hosted Tennessee Valley BRAC 'Open House' in Arlington, VA. Event 
brought Northern Alabama Chamber of Commerce representatives to meet MDA 
leadership and staff and discuss quality-of-life, housing, education, social 
opportunities and other issues in Northern Alabama and Tennessee. To date, 
MDA has transferred approximately 95 government MDA positions from the 
National Capital Region to Huntsville, AL area. 


 
Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
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Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None  
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  MAR/01/2008 
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NSA, 800 Elkridge Landing Rd., Linthicum, MD   
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  130 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Defense MILDEP Adjudication Activities 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 
• Developed and submitted Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1010 North Glebe Road Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1340 Braddock Place Alexandria, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  131 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Military Dept. Investigation Agencies with DoD 
Counterintelligence and Security Agency 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  Dec/31/2006 
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1400-1450 South Eads Street Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133, 149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations; Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1401 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased Locations, Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field Agency 
Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1500 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1501 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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1515 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1555 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1560 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011  
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1600 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1777 North Kent Street Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  130 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Defense / Military Department Adjudication 
Activities 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/30/2010 
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1801 South Bell Street Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  131 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Military Dept. Investigation Agencies with DoD 
Counterintelligence & Security Agency 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2010 
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1815 North Ft Meyer Drive Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased Locations  
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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1901 North Beauregard Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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1919 Eads Street Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 131 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased Locations, Co-locate Military Dept. Investigation Agencies with DoD 
Counterintelligence and Security Agency 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2010 
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2001 North Beauregard St Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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251 18th Street South Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  131 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  DEC/31/2010 
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2521 Jefferson Davis Hwy (James Polk Bldg) 
Arlington, VA 


 
Commission recommendation number(s):  133 


 
Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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400 Army Navy Drive Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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4015 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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4040 North Fairfax Drive, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  137 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Civilian Personnel Offices within each Military 
Department and the Defense Agencies 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  APR/15/2010 
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4850 Mark Center Drive Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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601 North Fairfax St Alexandria, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  141 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Consolidate Media Organizations into a New Agency for 
Media and Publications 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JAN/15/2011 
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621 North Payne St Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


 108







875 North Randolph Street Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  130 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Defense /Military Department Adjudication 
Activities 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  JUL/30/2010 
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Alexandria Tech Center Alexandria, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Arlington Plaza Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Ballston Metro Center  Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 132, 133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased Locations, Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Co-locate 
Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Crown Ridge Bldg 4035 Ridgetop Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Crystal Gateway 1 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 132, 133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased Locations; Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Co-locate 
Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/30/2010 
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Crystal Park 5 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased locations; Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased Locations  


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 
• Budget Developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2010 
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Crystal Plaza 5 Arlington 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 132 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased locations; Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations   


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC law 
• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning  


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
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Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  OCT/30/2010 


 


Crystal Square 2 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 131, 132, 134, 148, 149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased locations; Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Relocate Army 
Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies; Relocate Miscellaneous Depart of the 
Navy Leased Locations; Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Agencies; Co-locate 
Military Dept. Investigation Agencies with DoD Counterintelligence & Security Agency 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 
• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC 


law. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
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Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
 


Crystal Gateway 2 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132, 133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations; Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


Crystal Gateway 3 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133, 149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations; Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased 
Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


Crystal Gateway North Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132, 133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Co-locate 
Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
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Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 


Crystal Mall 2-3-4 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132, 133, 134, 149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations;  Co-locate 
Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field Agency Leased locations, Co-locate 
Missile and Space Defense Agencies; Relocate Miscellaneous Department of Navy 
Leased Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Drafting Business Plans to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects, 
• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning. 
• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011   


  


Crystal Plaza 6 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions: SEP/15/2011  


 


Crystal Square 4 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  131, 133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Military Dept. Investigation Agencies with DoD 
Counterintelligence & Security Agency, Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency 
and Field Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


Crystal Square 5 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 


Federal Office Building 2 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 134, 149 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard 
Leased locations; Co-locate Missile and Space Defense Agencies; Relocate 
Miscellaneous Department of Navy Leased Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Budget developed and business plan being prepared for submission to OSD. 
• Refining requirements and costs to begin implementation according to BRAC 


law. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 


Hoffman Building 1, Alexandria, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132, 133, 143, 148 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Co-locate 
Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field Agency Leased locations; 
Consolidate/Co-locate Active and Reserve Personnel & Recruiting Centers for Army 
and Air Force; Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies  
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 


Hoffman 2 Building, Alexandria 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132, 142 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; 
Consolidate Transportation Command Components 


Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense? No  
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 


Federal Agency 
Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None 
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


 


Jefferson Plaza-1 Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  129, 132 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Co-locate 
Miscellaneous Air Force and National Guard Leased Locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
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Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2009 


  


Nash Street Building Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


North Tower 2800 Crystal Drive Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 


Presidential Towers Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 131







 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


Roslyn Plaza North Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


Skyline 2 Falls Church, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  148, 174 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Relocate Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies; 
Joint Centers of Excellence for Chemical Biological and Medical RD&A 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


  


Skyline 3 Falls Church, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  198 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Joint Medical Commands 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 
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Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


  


Skyline 4 Falls Church, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133, 140, 198 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations, Consolidate DISA and Establish Joint C4ISR D&A Capability; 
Re-locate Medical Command Headquarters 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


Skyline 5 Falls Church, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133, 198 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations; Co-locate Joint Medical Commands 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


  


Skyline 6 Falls Church, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  132, 133, 148, 174, 198 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous Army Leased Locations; Relocate 
Army Headquarters and Field Operating Agencies; Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, 
Defense Agency and Field Agency Leased locations; Joint Centers of Excellence for 
Chemical Biological and Medical  RD&A; Co-locate Joint Medical Commands 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• Conducted BRAC Implementation Planning, 
• Drafting Business Plan to facilitate budget allocation, 
• Conducted Project Review Board to determine prioritization of military projects. 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
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Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 


 
Federal Agency Anticipated 


Transfer Date  
Acres to Be 


Transferred 
TBD TBD TBD 


 
Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 


 
Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 


 


Skyline One, Falls Church, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  198 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Joint Medical Commands 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/30/2010 


  


Webb Building Arlington, VA 
 


Commission recommendation number(s):  133 
 


Recommendation title(s):  Co-locate Miscellaneous OSD, Defense Agency and Field 
Agency Leased locations 
 
Closure or realignment actions taken as of January 31, 2006:   


• None 


Has a local redevelopment authority been recognized by the Secretary of Defense?  No 
 
Has the screening of property for other Federal Agency use been completed?  No 


Has a redevelopment plan been agreed to by the redevelopment authority?  No 


Description of redevelopment plan:  None 
 
Quantity of property remaining to be disposed:  None 
 
Quantity of property already disposed:  None 
 
Federal Agencies requesting property during screening process; and if applicable, the 
anticipated transfer date and the amount of property to be transferred: 
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Federal Agency Anticipated 
Transfer Date  


Acres to Be 
Transferred 


TBD TBD TBD 
 


Explanation for any delays in transfer of property:  None 
 


Known environmental remediation issues:  None  
 
Acreage affected by remediation issues:  None 
 
Estimated cost to complete environmental remediation:  None  
 
Plans and timelines to address environmental remediation:  None 
 
Estimated completion date for all closure or realignment actions:  SEP/15/2011 
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Appendix 1 
 
 


BRAC Environmental Remediation Introduction 
 
The Department of Defense’s (DoD’s) primary mission is to protect and defend 
the United States, today and into the future.  Sustaining the natural and built 
infrastructure required to support military readiness is integral to that mission.  
DoD’s natural infrastructure includes approximately 30 million acres of land with 
accompanying air and water resources, while DoD’s built infrastructure provides 
the military with the space and capability to organize, train, and equip its men 
and women to perform to the best of their ability.   
 
The Department’s environmental programs and related efforts maintain, restore, 
and improve DoD’s natural and built infrastructure, while preserving the 
environment and protecting nearby communities.  DoD addresses legacy 
environmental contamination through the Defense Environmental Restoration 
Program (DERP), which applies the environmental restoration process set by the 
Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation, and Liability Act 
(CERCLA) and its implementing regulation, the National Oil and Hazardous 
Substances Pollution Contingency Plan, to all restoration sites.  CERCLA is the 
primary legal authority governing cleanup activities at all DoD installations and 
properties, including base realignment and closure (BRAC) installations.   
 
The DERP contains two main program categories, the Installation Restoration 
Program (IRP) and the Military Munitions Response Program (MMRP) to address 
environmental restoration.  The IRP addresses the releases of hazardous 
substances, pollutants, and contaminants from past practices on DoD 
installations.  The MMRP addresses environmental and safety hazards from 
unexploded ordnances, waste military munitions, and chemical residue of 
munitions remaining from past operations at other than operational ranges, at 
active and BRAC installations, and formerly used defense sites (FUDS).   
 
This report provides information on DoD’s DERP activities at installations 
affected by the 2005 BRAC Round.  Through the DERP, DoD addresses 
hazardous substances, pollutants, contaminants, and military munitions 
remaining from past operations at military installations and formerly used defense 
sites.  BRAC DERP sites are at installations where property will be transferred to 
communities or federal and state agencies.  The 2005 BRAC Round affected 
many installations.  While the DERP addresses environmental restoration for all 
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sites at installations slated for closure, not all of the DERP sites at realigning 
installations are necessarily affected by the realignment action.  The report 
captures DERP environmental remediation efforts at the installation and site 
level, including installations where 2005 BRAC actions may only affect select 
sites.  For installation level data, specific site level data and associated cost 
information may also encompass sites at an installation with 2005 BRAC actions 
that are not specifically closed or realigned in the 2005 BRAC Round because 
DoD has not completed its reconciliation between land parcels and the DERP 
sites. 
 
The 2005 BRAC installation and site level tables in this report describe the 
environmental remediation issue, cost-to-complete (CTC) estimates, and plans 
and timelines to address environmental remediation that fulfill statutory 
requirements for Congressional Reporting on BRAC Actions. 
 
 
Environmental Restoration Status 
 
Since DoD addresses contamination at BRAC installations within the DERP, the 
environmental restoration process at BRAC installations is similar to the process 
at active installations and FUDS.  The process consists of two main stages: 
investigation and cleanup.  Several phases exist within each of these stages.  
While some phases may overlap or occur concurrently, DoD generally conducts 
environmental restoration activities in the order shown in Figure 1. 
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Figure 1: Environmental Restoration Process and Milestones 


 


 
Once the presence of contamination is suspected at a site, DoD begins an 
investigation process.  DoD uses the data collected in the preliminary 
assessment (PA), site investigation (SI), and remedial investigation (RI) to 
assess the nature and extent of and the potential risks posed by the 
contamination at the site.  Using the investigation data, the Department then 
conducts a feasibility study (FS) to examine the merits of various cleanup options 
and determine the best strategy for remediation.  The completion of the 
investigation phase is documented in a Record of Decision (ROD) or an 
equivalent decision document for the site, which records the results of DoD’s 
investigation at the site; the need for site remediation, if required; the selected 
remediation strategy; and the remedial objectives for the site.   
 
If the investigation results indicate that remediation is required, the site 
progresses to the cleanup phases, and DoD begins to implement the selected 
remedy for the site.  The cleanup phases comprise remedial design (RD) and 
remedial action construction (RA-C), and may include remedial action operation 
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(RA-O).  DoD continues or arranges for operation of the remedy until the 
remedial objectives for the site, as required under the ROD, are met.  There are 
two important milestones in the cleanup portion of the process.  The remedy in 
place (RIP) milestone marks the point at which DoD has completed constructing 
the remedy required by the ROD and the remedy is operating successfully.  
Once DoD meets all cleanup objectives at a site, the site reaches the second 
milestone, response complete (RC).  After the site achieves RC, it may still 
require some long-term management (LTM) activities to ensure the implemented 
remedy remains protective. 
 
The Department tracks IRP, MMRP, and BD/DR DERP progress by 
environmental restoration phase (e.g., investigation, cleanup, long-term 
management) and risk category.  DoD demonstrates program progress as sites 
move from investigation through the cleanup phases to completion of all 
environmental restoration requirements.  This report contains tables arranged by 
DoD Component, State, and installation to present various aspects of 
environmental restoration status.  Figure 2 is an environmental restoration status 
reference guide to the tables contained in this document.   
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Figure 2:  Environmental Remediation Status Table Reference Guide  
 


 


 


Environmental Remediation Status 
Lists the State, Service, a unique identifier 
referred to as a federal facilities identification 
number (FFID), and an installation name. 


 


Provides the unique 
DERP site identifier 
assigned by the 
Service and site type 
description that 
characterizes the 
type of DERP site.  


Indicates the IRP relative-risk site evaluation 
ranking score of High, Medium, Low, or Not 
Evaluated (e.g., relative-risk ranking 
pending).  Additionally, sites that do not 
require a relative risk-ranking because they 
have a remedy in-place or are not an IRP site 
are so noted, as well as response complete 
sites that have completed all work or only 
have LTM costs remaining. 


Indicates the restoration issue by identifying 
contaminated media (e.g., groundwater, soil).  
If no issues remain, this column is left blank.  


   


Indicates the DERP 
program category of 
a site as IRP, MMR, 
or BD/DR. 


Cost-to-Complete Estimates 
CTC refers to the estimated cost for future cleanup of environmental 
contamination.  It also includes response actions to address unexploded 
ordnance, discarded military munitions, and munitions constituents at past and 
present DoD sites.  CTC estimates for DoD environmental cleanup projects are 
used for several purposes including programming, budgeting and execution, and 
reporting future program requirements.  Amounts exclude program management 
costs not directly attributable to specific sites.  
 
This report contains CTC estimates for all 2005 BRAC installations from Fiscal 
Year (FY) 2006 to program completion.  In some cases, sites that have achieved 
response complete status have some LTM costs remaining to ensure that the 
restoration measures remain protective of the environment.  Figure 3 is a CTC 
reference guide to the tables contained in this document.   
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Figure 3:  Cost-to-Complete Table Reference Guide 
 


 


 


Cost-to-Complete (CTC) 


Indicates the installation level costs 
anticipated in FY2006 through completion. 


 


Indicates site level costs 
anticipated in FY2006 
through completion. NOTE: Dollars are in thousands and 


represent costs attributable to specific 
DERP sites.  Totals exclude management 
and support costs not attributable to 
specific sites. 


Plans and Timelines to Address Environmental Remediation 
For the purposes of this report, plans and timelines for addressing DERP 
environmental remediation are provided for three restoration milestones.   
 Study Phase – MMRP or IRP sites where investigation of the environmental 


contamination is beginning or still underway 
 RIP – An important milestone in the cleanup process that marks the point 


where the selected remedy is in place and is operating properly and 
successfully to meet cleanup objectives 


 RC – Marks the end of the restoration process.  Some additional LTM costs 
may be associated with sites that have reached RC.  These costs are for 
conducting 5-year reviews to ensure restoration work has been protective of 
human health and the environment.  If the investigation process reveals that 
cleanup is not required, or when cleanup work is complete, a site moves into 
the RC category.  A site does have to go through every phase of the cleanup 
process to achieve RC. 
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Figure 4 is a plans and timeline reference guide to the tables contained in this 
document.  It shows where the investigation completion date and the RIP/RC 
date is located for the specific DERP sites. 
 
Figure 4:  Plans and Timeline Table Reference Guide 
 


 


Plans and Timelines 


Specifies the year and 
month that the last 
investigation activity is 
actually or planned to 
be completed for the 
DERP site. 


Specifies the year and 
month that the remedy 
is in-place or the 
response is complete 
for the DERP site.  


 


NOTE: Once all sites have reached RC, all 
environmental restoration is complete at 
the installation except for limited activity 
relating to LTM.  
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USARC JONESBORO........................................................................................78 
CALIFORNIA......................................................................................................78 
LOS ALAMITOS ARMED FORCES RES CTR ...................................................78 
PARKS RESERVE FORCES TRAINING AREA.................................................79 
RIVERBANK AAP...............................................................................................80 
SIERRA ARMY DEPOT......................................................................................81 
USARC LONG BEACH.......................................................................................85 
USARC LOS ANGELES 01 ................................................................................86 
USARC PASADENA, CA....................................................................................86 
USARC SAN JOSE (AMSA 12) ..........................................................................86 
USARC SUNNYVALE.........................................................................................87 
COLORADO.......................................................................................................87 
FORT CARSON..................................................................................................87 







CONNECTICUT..................................................................................................92 
FAMILY HOUSING MANCHESTER, CT 25 .......................................................92 
MIDDLETOWN USARC......................................................................................93 
USARC DANBURY.............................................................................................94 
USARC FAIRFIELD............................................................................................94 
USARC MILFORD ..............................................................................................94 
USARC NEW HAVEN.........................................................................................95 
USARC WATERBURY .......................................................................................95 
WINDSOR LOCKS USARC................................................................................96 
DISTRICT OF COLUMBIA .................................................................................97 
WALTER REED ARMY MEDICAL CENTER ......................................................97 
GEORGIA...........................................................................................................98 
FORT BENNING.................................................................................................98 
FORT GILLEM..................................................................................................101 
FORT MCPHERSON........................................................................................102 
USARC COLUMBUS (MIDTOWN DR) .............................................................103 
USARC EAST POINT ATLANTA......................................................................103 
USARC ROME..................................................................................................104 
ILLINOIS...........................................................................................................104 
AFRC WAUKEGAN ..........................................................................................104 
FORT SHERIDAN.............................................................................................104 
ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL................................................................................109 
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USARC FAIRFIELD, IL .....................................................................................112 
USARC MARION, IL .........................................................................................112 
INDIANA...........................................................................................................112 
AFRC EVANSVILLE .........................................................................................112 
CAMP ATTERBURY.........................................................................................113 
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NEWPORT CHEM DEPOT...............................................................................120 
USARC INDIANAPOLIS ...................................................................................121 
USARC LAFAYETTE, IN ..................................................................................122 
IOWA................................................................................................................122 
IOWA AAP ........................................................................................................122 
USARC CEDAR RAPIDS .................................................................................127 
USARC MIDDLETOWN....................................................................................127 
USARC MUSCATINE .......................................................................................127 
KANSAS...........................................................................................................128 
FORT LEAVENWORTH ...................................................................................128 
FORT RILEY.....................................................................................................133 
KANSAS AAP ...................................................................................................138 
USARC WICHITA (WALLACE).........................................................................141 
KENTUCKY......................................................................................................141 
BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT ..........................................................................141 
FORT CAMPBELL............................................................................................145 
FORT KNOX.....................................................................................................150 







USARC LEXINGTON (BLUE GRASS) .............................................................154 
USARC LOUISVILLE........................................................................................154 
USARC MAYSVILLE ........................................................................................154 
USARC PADUCAH 01......................................................................................155 
USARC PADUCAH 02......................................................................................155 
LOUISIANA ......................................................................................................155 
USARC BATON ROUGE (ROBERTS) .............................................................155 
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USARC SHREVEPORT 02...............................................................................155 
USARC SLIDELL..............................................................................................156 
MARYLAND .....................................................................................................156 
ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND....................................................................156 
ADELPHI LABORATORY CENTER .................................................................181 
FORT DETRICK ...............................................................................................183 
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USARC FREDERICK (FLAIR) ..........................................................................190 
MASSACHUSETTS..........................................................................................191 
BOSTON USARC .............................................................................................191 
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SOLDIER SYSTEMS CENTER ........................................................................197 
MICHIGAN........................................................................................................199 
FORT CUSTER TRAINING CENTER...............................................................199 
USAG MICHIGAN.............................................................................................199 
USARC BATTLE CREEK (AMSA 42) ...............................................................200 
USARC DETROIT.............................................................................................200 
MINNESOTA ....................................................................................................201 
FORT SNELLING USARC/AMSA.....................................................................201 
USARC CAMBRIDGE.......................................................................................203 
USARC DULUTH..............................................................................................204 
USARC FARIBAULT (BEEBE) .........................................................................204 
MISSISSIPPI ....................................................................................................205 
MISSISSIPPI AAP ............................................................................................205 
MISSOURI ........................................................................................................208 
FORT LEONARD WOOD .................................................................................208 
USARC JEFFERSON CITY..............................................................................214 
USARC KIRKSVILLE........................................................................................214 
MONTANA .......................................................................................................214 
FORT MISSOULA.............................................................................................214 
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USARC GREAT FALLS ....................................................................................217 
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USARC HASTINGS..........................................................................................218 
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CAMP KILMER .................................................................................................219 
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USARC ALBUQUERQUE (JENKINS) ..............................................................240 
WHITE SANDS MISSILE RANGE ....................................................................241 
NEW YORK ......................................................................................................246 
AMITYVILLE USARC........................................................................................246 
FORT DRUM ....................................................................................................246 
FORT TOTTEN.................................................................................................250 
USARC GLENS FALLS ....................................................................................252 
USARC NEWBURGH (STEWART FIELD) .......................................................252 
USARC NIAGARA FALLS (AMSA 5)................................................................252 
USARC POUGHKEEPSIE................................................................................254 
WATERVLIET ARSENAL .................................................................................254 
WEST POINT MIL RESERVATION..................................................................256 
NORTH CAROLINA .........................................................................................259 
USARC ALBEMARLE.......................................................................................259 
USARC FORT BRAGG.....................................................................................260 
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NORTH DAKOTA.............................................................................................260 
USARC FARGO................................................................................................260 
OHIO.................................................................................................................261 
USARC AKRON (SCHAFFNER) ......................................................................261 
USARC AKRON (WOODFORD).......................................................................261 
USARC COLUMBUS (300)...............................................................................262 
USARC COLUMBUS (AMSA 56)......................................................................262 
USARC COLUMBUS (ASF 33).........................................................................263 
USARC COLUMBUS (WHITEHALL) ................................................................263 
USARC KENTON .............................................................................................264 
USARC MANSFIELD........................................................................................264 
USARC SPRINGFIELD, OH .............................................................................264 
OKLAHOMA.....................................................................................................265 
AFRC BROKEN ARROW (AMSA 20)...............................................................265 
AFRC MIDWEST CITY .....................................................................................266 
FORT SILL........................................................................................................266 
MCALESTER AAP............................................................................................271 
USARC CHICKASHA .......................................................................................275 
USARC CLINTON.............................................................................................275 
USARC DUNCAN.............................................................................................275 







USARC DURANT .............................................................................................275 
USARC ENID....................................................................................................276 
USARC LAWTON.............................................................................................276 
USARC MCALESTER ......................................................................................276 
USARC MUSKOGEE........................................................................................276 
USARC NORMAN ............................................................................................276 
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USARC OKLAHOMA CITY (KROWSE)............................................................277 
USARC OKLAHOMA CITY (PEREZ)................................................................278 
USARC OKMULGEE........................................................................................278 
USARC TULSA (REESE) .................................................................................278 
OREGON..........................................................................................................279 
UMATILLA CHEM DEPOT ...............................................................................279 
PENNSYLVANIA..............................................................................................287 
BRISTOL VETERANS USARC.........................................................................287 
KELLY SUPPORT FACILITY............................................................................287 
LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT .......................................................................288 
SCRANTON AAP..............................................................................................297 
USARC BETHLEHEM ......................................................................................298 
USARC BLOOMSBURG...................................................................................298 
USARC GERMANTOWN..................................................................................299 
USARC HORSHAM 01 .....................................................................................300 
USARC LEWISBURG.......................................................................................300 
USARC NORRISTOWN ...................................................................................301 
USARC SCRANTON ........................................................................................301 
USARC TOBYHANNA......................................................................................302 
USARC WILKES-BARRE .................................................................................302 
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PUERTO RICO.................................................................................................304 
FORT BUCHANAN...........................................................................................304 
RHODE ISLAND...............................................................................................305 
USARC BRISTOL, RI .......................................................................................305 
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USARC WARWICK...........................................................................................306 
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FORT JACKSON ..............................................................................................307 
USARC ROCK HILL .........................................................................................310 
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MILAN AAP.......................................................................................................311 
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USARC PASADENA.........................................................................................341 
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USARC TYLER.................................................................................................343 
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USARC FAIRMONT..........................................................................................372 
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WYOMING........................................................................................................375 
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LEMOORE NAS..................................................................................................36 
LOS ANGELES NMCRC ....................................................................................38 
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PASADENA MCRC.............................................................................................44 
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PANAMA CITY CSS ...........................................................................................68 
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GEORGIA...........................................................................................................76 
ALBANY MCLB...................................................................................................76 
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HAWAII...............................................................................................................80 
PEARL HARBOR NS..........................................................................................80 
ILLINOIS.............................................................................................................82 
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INDIANA.............................................................................................................85 
CRANE NSWC ...................................................................................................85 
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KENTUCKY........................................................................................................89 
LOUISVILLE NSWC ...........................................................................................89 
LOUISIANA ........................................................................................................89 
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MAINE ................................................................................................................91 
BRUNSWICK NAS..............................................................................................91 
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MISSISSIPPI ....................................................................................................110 
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LINCOLN NRC..................................................................................................112 
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PENNSYLVANIA..............................................................................................149 
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SOUTH CAROLINA .........................................................................................150 
BEAUFORT MCAS...........................................................................................150 
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TEXAS..............................................................................................................161 
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VIRGINIA..........................................................................................................163 
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DAHLGREN NSWC..........................................................................................163 
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NORFOLK NSY ................................................................................................179 
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YORKTOWN NWS ...........................................................................................195 
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TACOMA NMCRC ............................................................................................201 
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ALABAMA............................................................................................................1 
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ALASKA...............................................................................................................3 
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GALENA AIRPORT ............................................................................................14 
ARIZONA ...........................................................................................................15 
LUKE AIR FORCE BASE ...................................................................................15 
ARKANSAS .......................................................................................................18 
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CALIFORNIA......................................................................................................24 
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COLORADO.......................................................................................................72 
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CONNECTICUT..................................................................................................73 
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DELAWARE .......................................................................................................74 
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BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE .............................................................................80 
FLORIDA............................................................................................................82 
EGLIN AIR FORCE BASE ..................................................................................82 
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MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE .............................................................................97 







PATRICK AIR FORCE BASE ...........................................................................102 
TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE...........................................................................105 
GEORGIA.........................................................................................................108 
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GUAM...............................................................................................................116 
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HAWAII.............................................................................................................123 
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IDAHO ..............................................................................................................128 
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ILLINOIS...........................................................................................................131 
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INDIANA...........................................................................................................136 
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GRISSOM AIR FORCE BASE..........................................................................136 
HULMAN REGIONAL AIRPORT ......................................................................139 
IOWA................................................................................................................139 
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KANSAS...........................................................................................................140 
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LOUISIANA ......................................................................................................144 
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MAINE ..............................................................................................................149 
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MARYLAND .....................................................................................................149 
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MARTIN STATE AIRPORT...............................................................................152 
MASSACHUSETTS..........................................................................................154 
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MICHIGAN........................................................................................................164 
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MINNESOTA ....................................................................................................165 
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MISSISSIPPI ....................................................................................................166 
COLUMBUS AIR FORCE BASE.......................................................................166 
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KEESLER AIR FORCE BASE ..........................................................................168 
KEY FIELD (MERIDIAN)...................................................................................170 
MISSOURI ........................................................................................................171 
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MONTANA .......................................................................................................176 
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NEVADA...........................................................................................................178 
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NEW JERSEY ..................................................................................................183 
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NEW MEXICO ..................................................................................................186 
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KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE .........................................................................194 
NEW YORK ......................................................................................................202 
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SCHENECTADY AIRPORT..............................................................................202 
NORTH CAROLINA .........................................................................................203 
CHARLOTTE DOUGLAS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT ...................................203 
POPE AIR FORCE BASE.................................................................................203 
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NORTH DAKOTA.............................................................................................209 
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OHIO.................................................................................................................210 
MANSFIELD LAHM ..........................................................................................210 
NEWARK AFB ..................................................................................................211 
RICKENBACKER ANGB ..................................................................................212 
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OKLAHOMA.....................................................................................................222 
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TULSA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT................................................................228 
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OREGON..........................................................................................................231 
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PENNSYLVANIA..............................................................................................232 
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SOUTH CAROLINA .........................................................................................232 
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JOE FOSS FIELD.............................................................................................236 
TENNESSEE ....................................................................................................237 
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TEXAS..............................................................................................................239 
BROOKS CITY BASE.......................................................................................239 
DYESS AIR FORCE BASE...............................................................................240 
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LAUGHLIN AIR FORCE BASE.........................................................................250 
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RANDOLPH AIR FORCE BASE.......................................................................257 
REESE AFB......................................................................................................259 
SHEPPARD AIR FORCE BASE .......................................................................260 
UTAH................................................................................................................262 
HILL AIR FORCE BASE ...................................................................................262 
VERMONT........................................................................................................277 
BURLINGTON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT....................................................277 
VIRGINIA..........................................................................................................278 
LANGLEY AIR FORCE BASE ..........................................................................278 
WASHINGTON.................................................................................................282 
MCCHORD AIR FORCE BASE ........................................................................282 
WEST VIRGINIA...............................................................................................287 
YEAGER AIRPORT..........................................................................................287 
WISCONSIN .....................................................................................................288 
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($K)


Investigation
Completion
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RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Alabama
ARMY --- AL42104AL00500 / AFRC BIRMINGHAM Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL421382002700 / ANNISTON ARMY DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $28,694


ANAD-001-R-01 Contaminated Soil Piles $2,112 2014/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


ANAD-002-R-01 Pistol Range $1,188 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


ANAD-003-R-01 Open Burn $0 2005/10 MMRP2005/10 Not Required


ANAD-01 Landfill $21,498 2007/09 IRP2006/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


ANAD-02 Landfill $432 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ANAD-03 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ANAD-04 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ANAD-05 Contaminated Sediments $248 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Not Required


ANAD-06 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-07 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $332 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 1 of 375
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ANAD-08 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $216 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Not Required


ANAD-09 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $75 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ANAD-10 Above Ground Storage Tank $228 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Not Required


ANAD-11 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $228 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Not Required


ANAD-12 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $75 2006/06 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


ANAD-13 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $150 2005/12 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


ANAD-14 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


ANAD-15 Burn Area $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


ANAD-16 Burn Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


ANAD-17 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


ANAD-18 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ANAD-19 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-20 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-21 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 2 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ANAD-22 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-23 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-24 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-25 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


ANAD-26 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


ANAD-27 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $194 2005/09 IRP2002/12 Not Required


ANAD-28 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-29 Burn Area $60 2005/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


ANAD-30 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $60 2005/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


ANAD-31 Contaminated Ground Water $1,010 2007/07 IRP2002/03 Medium
Groundwater


ANAD-32 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ANAD-33 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ANAD-34 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


ANAD-35 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $197 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Not Required


ANAD-36 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 3 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ANAD-37 Oil/Water Separator $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ANAD-38 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-39 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-40 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-41 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-42 Contaminated Buildings $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-43 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ANAD-44 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ANAD-45 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


ANAD-46 Underground Storage Tanks $199 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Not Required


ANAD-47 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


ANAD-48 Contaminated Ground Water $192 2007/02 IRP2007/02 Low
Groundwater
SW_Fresh


ARMY --- AL421372056200 / FORT MCCLELLAN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $152,724


FTMC-003-R-01 Firing Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-004 Pesticide Shop $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 4 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-004-R-01 Firing Range $48,577 2012/10 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


FTMC-005 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1994/12 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FTMC-005-R-01 Firing Range $30,874 2014/10 MMRP2006/10 Not Required


FTMC-006 Landfill $0 1996/05 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


FTMC-006-R-01 Firing Range $0 2005/12 MMRP2001/08 Not Required


FTMC-007 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


FTMC-007-R-01 Firing Range $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTMC-008-R-01 Firing Range $0 2003/04 MMRP2002/01 Response Complete


FTMC-011 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-012 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-013 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-014 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-016 Burn Area $0 2002/10 IRP2002/10 Response Complete


FTMC-017 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-019 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 5 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-020 Incinerator $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-021 Incinerator $0 1977/04 IRP1977/04 Response Complete


FTMC-022 Burn Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-024 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-025 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


FTMC-026 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


FTMC-027 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


FTMC-028 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


FTMC-029 Contaminated Ground Water $2,672 2008/07 IRP2007/01 Medium
Groundwater


FTMC-030 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTMC-031 Firing Range $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-032 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTMC-033 Contaminated Ground Water $10,999 2009/07 IRP2008/01 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTMC-034 Chemical Disposal $0 2003/10 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 6 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-035 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


FTMC-036 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


FTMC-037 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


FTMC-038 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


FTMC-039 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-040 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-041 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-043 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-045 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-047 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/12 IRP1977/04 Response Complete


FTMC-048 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1999/09 IRP1977/04 Response Complete


FTMC-050 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1977/04 IRP1977/04 Response Complete


FTMC-051 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-054 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTMC-055 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 7 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-056 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


FTMC-057 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2004/09 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FTMC-058 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTMC-059 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1977/04 IRP1977/04 Response Complete


FTMC-061 Maintenance Yard $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-062 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-063 Incinerator $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


FTMC-065 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-066 Storage Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-067 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-068 Burn Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-069 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-070 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-071 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-072 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 8 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-073 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-074 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-076 Landfill $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Low
Groundwater


FTMC-077 Maintenance Yard $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTMC-078 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-079 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-080 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-083 Incinerator $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


FTMC-084 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-085 Storage Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-086 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-088 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-091 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-092 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTMC-093 Maintenance Yard $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 9 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-094 Maintenance Yard $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-095 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-096 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-097 Pistol Range $0 1999/09 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTMC-099 Contaminated Buildings $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-100 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-101 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-104 Maintenance Yard $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-106 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-110 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-111 Chemical Disposal $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-112 Pesticide Shop $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-113 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-114 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-115 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 10 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-116 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-117 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-118 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-120 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-122 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-124 Contaminated Fill $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-125 Maintenance Yard $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-126 Maintenance Yard $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-128 Washrack $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTMC-129 Drainage Ditch $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-130 Landfill $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FTMC-131 Storage Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-132 Contaminated Fill $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-134 Contaminated Fill $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 11 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-135 Landfill $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


FTMC-136 Storage Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-137 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-138 Contaminated Sediments $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-139 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-140 Firing Range $4,412 2009/07 IRP2006/10 High
Soil


FTMC-144 Firing Range $2,097 2012/07 IRP2011/01 Medium
Soil


FTMC-229 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMC-230 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-231 Storage Area $0 2001/02 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


FTMC-232 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-234 Washrack $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-235 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-236 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTMC-237 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/02 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 12 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-240 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/04 MMRP2001/08 Response Complete


FTMC-241 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/04 MMRP2002/01 Response Complete


FTMC-242 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/04 MMRP2003/04 Response Complete


FTMC-243 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTMC-244 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/04 MMRP2003/04 Response Complete


FTMC-245 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/04 MMRP2003/04 Response Complete


FTMC-246 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2002/06 MMRP2002/06 Response Complete


FTMC-247 Firing Range $12,201 2013/07 IRP2012/01 High
Soil


FTMC-248 Firing Range $14,903 2013/07 IRP2012/01 High
Soil


FTMC-249 Firing Range $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-250 Contaminated Ground Water $4,130 2009/07 IRP2008/01 High
Groundwater


FTMC-251 Firing Range $2,053 2010/07 IRP2009/01 Medium
Soil


FTMC-252 Firing Range $4,125 2009/07 IRP2008/01 Medium
Soil


FTMC-253 Firing Range $12,336 2013/07 IRP2012/01 Medium
Soil


FTMC-254 Firing Range $3,345 2010/07 IRP2009/01 Medium
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 13 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-255 Firing Range $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-256 Firing Range $0 2007/03 IRP2007/03 Low
Soil


FTMC-257 Firing Range $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTMC-258 Firing Range $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL421372077600 / FORT RUCKER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,288


FTRU-001 Landfill $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-001-R-01 Firing Range $1,181 2016/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


FTRU-002 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTRU-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $0 2005/03 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTRU-003 Landfill $0 2003/06 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTRU-003-R-01 Firing Range $1,059 2016/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


FTRU-004 Landfill $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $280 2009/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


FTRU-005 Landfill $0 2003/06 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTRU-005-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2005/10 MMRP2005/10 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 14 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTRU-006 Landfill $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-006-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2005/10 MMRP2005/10 Not Required


FTRU-007 Landfill $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2005/10 MMRP2005/10 Not Required


FTRU-008 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTRU-009 Landfill $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-010 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/12 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-011 Landfill $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-012 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTRU-013 Landfill $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-014 Incinerator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-015 Incinerator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-020 Landfill $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-022 Burn Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-023 Burn Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 15 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTRU-030 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


FTRU-031 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-032 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-033 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-034 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-040 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTRU-041 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/03 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-042 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-044 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-045 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-046 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-047 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-048 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-049 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTRU-050 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-051 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTRU-052 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-070 Storage Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTRU-071 Storage Area $0 1997/12 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-073 Storage Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTRU-075 Storage Area $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-079 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-080 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-081 Oil/Water Separator $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-082 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-083 Oil/Water Separator $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-084 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-085 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-086 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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FTRU-087 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-088 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-089 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-090 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-091 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-092 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-093 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-094 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-095 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-096 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-097 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-098 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-099 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-100 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-101 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTRU-102 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-109 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-110 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-112 Storage Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-113 Storage Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-114 Storage Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-115 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-116 Storage Area $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-117 Storage Area $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-119 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-120 Other $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-150 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-151 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-152 Storage Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-153 Storage Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete
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FTRU-154 Storage Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-156 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-157 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-158 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-159 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-160 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-161 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-162 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-163 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-164 Storage Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-165 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-166 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-167 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-168 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-169 Storage Area $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete
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FTRU-170 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-171 Landfill $1,768 2007/06 IRP2005/12 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


FTRU-172 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-173 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-174 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-175 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-176 Landfill $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-177 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-178 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


FTRU-179 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRU-180 Storage Area $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-181 Dip Tank $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTRU-182 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1991/09 Response Complete
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FTRU-183 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1997/01 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL421382074200 / REDSTONE ARSENAL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $301,746


MSFC-002 Surface Disposal Area $452 2007/09 IRP2007/03 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


MSFC-003 Chemical Disposal $1,460 2010/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


MSFC-003-R-01 Chemical Disposal $4,951 2017/10 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


MSFC-003-R-02 Chemical Disposal $12,736 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


MSFC-027 Surface Disposal Area $430 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


MSFC-034 Industrial Discharge $3,013 2011/09 IRP2010/04 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


MSFC-035 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


MSFC-053 Industrial Discharge $592 2011/09 IRP2010/04 Medium
Sed_Fresh


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 22 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Sed_Human


Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


MSFC-055 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


MSFC-060 Drainage Ditch $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


MSFC-065 Contaminated Sediments $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


MSFC-074 Surface Disposal Area $301 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Low
Soil


MSFC-077 Burn Area $367 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Low
Soil


MSFC-077-R-01 Burn Area $4,633 2017/10 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


MSFC-082 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


MSFC-082-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


MSFC-D Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


PBCATREDSTONE Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2008/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Soil


RSA-001 Incinerator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $712 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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RSA-002 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-002-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-003 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-003-R-01 Pistol Range $0 2005/03 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-004 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-004-R-01 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $2,688 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


RSA-005 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


RSA-006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-007 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-008 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


RSA-009 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


RSA-010 Landfill $925 2010/08 IRP2009/09 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-011 Sewage Treatment Plant $202 2010/09 IRP2006/11 Medium
Soil
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RSA-012 Burn Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-013 Burn Area $1,069 2011/09 IRP2010/05 Medium
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-013-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-014 Burn Area $1,357 2012/07 IRP2011/07 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-014-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-015 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-016 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-017 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-018 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-019 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-020 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-021 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete
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RSA-022 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-023 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-024 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-025 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-026 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-027 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-028 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-029 Waste Lines $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-030 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-031 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-032 Storage Area $85 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-033 Plating Shop $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-034 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-035 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete
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RSA-036 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-038 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-040 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-041 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/07 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-044 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-045 Industrial Discharge $969 2010/09 IRP2008/03 Medium
Soil


RSA-046 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


RSA-046-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-047 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


RSA-048 Landfill $1,555 2010/09 IRP2008/01 Medium
SW_Fresh
SW_Human
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RSA-049 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $810 2008/01 IRP2006/11 Medium
Soil


RSA-050 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


RSA-051 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


RSA-052 Chemical Disposal $4,865 2009/08 IRP2009/01 Medium
Soil


RSA-053 Landfill $5,754 2010/02 IRP2007/12 High
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-054 Landfill $9,574 2009/08 IRP2008/12 Low
Soil


RSA-055 Landfill $0 2002/02 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


RSA-056 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $387 2007/09 IRP2007/06 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-057 Industrial Discharge $2,103 2007/09 IRP2007/05 High
Soil


RSA-058 Landfill $5,008 2009/09 IRP2006/11 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human
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RSA-059 Landfill $4,574 2008/09 IRP2008/06 Low
Soil


SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-060 Landfill $2,952 2010/04 IRP2008/02 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-061 Chemical Disposal $3,554 2011/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-062 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/02 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


RSA-063 Chemical Disposal $1,060 2012/04 IRP2011/04 Low
Soil


RSA-064 Chemical Disposal $902 2012/01 IRP2010/05 Low
Sed_Fresh


RSA-065 Storage Area $23,216 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-065-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-066 Chemical Disposal $1,166 2011/09 IRP2009/11 Medium
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-066-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-067 Storage Area $10,224 2011/09 IRP2010/08 Medium
Sed_Human
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Soil


SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-067-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-068 Chemical Disposal $1,230 2011/09 IRP2011/03 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-068-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-069 Storage Area $16,353 2012/09 IRP2008/10 Low
Soil


RSA-069-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-070 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2002/02 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


RSA-070-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-071 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-071-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2005/03 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-072 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-073 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete
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RSA-073-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2005/03 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-074 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-074-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2005/03 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-075 Incinerator $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-076 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-077 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-078 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-079 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-080 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-081 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-082 Industrial Discharge $0 2002/12 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


RSA-083 Industrial Discharge $1,018 2011/09 IRP2010/04 Low
Soil


RSA-084 Storage Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


RSA-085 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-086 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete
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RSA-087 Storage Area $151 2011/05 IRP2009/02 Low
Soil


RSA-088 Storage Area $348 2010/06 IRP2007/02 Low
Soil


RSA-089 Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


RSA-090 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-091 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-092 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-093 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-094 Industrial Discharge $80 2007/02 IRP2007/02 Medium
Soil


RSA-095 Industrial Discharge $2,398 2012/09 IRP2010/09 Low
Soil


RSA-096 Industrial Discharge $1,679 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-097 Industrial Discharge $1,609 2011/09 IRP2009/05 Medium
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-098 Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete
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RSA-099 Industrial Discharge $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


RSA-100 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-101 Contaminated Sediments $0 1988/03 IRP1978/09 Response Complete


RSA-102 Contaminated Sediments $0 1988/03 IRP1979/06 Response Complete


RSA-103 Contaminated Sediments $0 1988/03 IRP1979/06 Response Complete


RSA-104 Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


RSA-105 Contaminated Sediments $0 1988/03 IRP1979/06 Response Complete


RSA-106 Contaminated Sediments $0 1988/03 IRP1979/06 Response Complete


RSA-107 Landfill $0 1983/03 IRP1981/09 Response Complete


RSA-108 Contaminated Sediments $0 1997/08 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


RSA-109 Surface Disposal Area $1,380 2012/09 IRP2011/10 Low
Soil


RSA-110 Storage Area $2,237 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Low
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-110-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-111 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete
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RSA-112 Chemical Disposal $1,126 2010/10 IRP2008/10 Low
Sed_Fresh


Sed_Human
Soil


RSA-113 Chemical Disposal $1,863 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


RSA-114 Chemical Disposal $4,930 2011/10 IRP2011/10 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-115 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


RSA-116 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


RSA-117 Industrial Discharge $1,715 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


RSA-118 Industrial Discharge $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


RSA-119 Contaminated Sediments $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-120 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-121 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-122 Industrial Discharge $1,466 2007/09 IRP2006/10 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
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Soil


SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-123 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-124 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-125 Storage Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-126 Burn Area $390 2011/09 IRP2009/10 Low
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-127 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-128 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/02 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


RSA-129 Burn Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


RSA-130 Contaminated Sediments $0 1997/10 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


RSA-131 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1991/02 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


RSA-132 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2002/02 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


RSA-132-R-01 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/06 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RSA-133 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2002/02 IRP2002/02 Response Complete
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RSA-134 Burn Area $767 2012/09 IRP2012/06 Low
Soil


SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-135H Industrial Discharge $1,566 2012/06 IRP2011/03 Low
Soil


RSA-138M Industrial Discharge $835 2010/11 IRP2010/11 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


RSA-139 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $250 2007/08 IRP2007/03 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-140 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


RSA-141 Chemical Disposal $215 2011/09 IRP2010/09 Low
Soil


RSA-141-R-01 Chemical Disposal $4,636 2017/10 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


RSA-142 Industrial Discharge $1,726 2009/09 IRP2008/04 Medium
Soil


RSA-143 Spill Site Area $151 2007/09 IRP2003/09 Medium
Groundwater


RSA-144 Industrial Discharge $1,294 2012/09 IRP2011/10 Low
Soil


RSA-145 Contaminated Ground Water $7,975 2011/09 IRP2011/02 Medium
Groundwater
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RSA-146 Contaminated Ground Water $7,543 2011/09 IRP2010/10 High
Groundwater


RSA-147 Contaminated Ground Water $12,217 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Groundwater


RSA-148 Contaminated Ground Water $8,109 2010/09 IRP2010/08 Medium
Groundwater


RSA-149 Contaminated Ground Water $5,471 2010/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Groundwater


RSA-150 Contaminated Ground Water $4,572 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Low
Groundwater


RSA-151 Contaminated Ground Water $7,986 2011/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Groundwater


RSA-152 Contaminated Ground Water $8,745 2012/09 IRP2012/05 Low
Groundwater


RSA-153 Contaminated Ground Water $2,055 2012/08 IRP2012/08 Low
Groundwater


RSA-154 Contaminated Ground Water $5,981 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Groundwater


RSA-155 Contaminated Ground Water $1,616 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Groundwater


RSA-156 Contaminated Ground Water $4,637 2012/09 IRP2012/01 Low
Groundwater


RSA-157 Contaminated Ground Water $14,984 2012/09 IRP2012/08 Low
Groundwater


RSA-183 Industrial Discharge $1,238 2007/09 IRP2007/08 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human
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RSA-187 Industrial Discharge $752 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-188 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,414 2011/12 IRP2011/10 Low
Soil


RSA-189 Industrial Discharge $620 2011/11 IRP2011/10 Low
Soil


RSA-190 Surface Disposal Area $482 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-191 Industrial Discharge $882 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-192 Industrial Discharge $1,104 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-193 Industrial Discharge $465 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-194 Industrial Discharge $541 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-195 Industrial Discharge $1,019 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-196 Industrial Discharge $523 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-197 Industrial Discharge $746 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-198 Industrial Discharge $592 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-199 Industrial Discharge $523 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-200 Industrial Discharge $1,294 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-201 Industrial Discharge $519 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil
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RSA-202 Surface Disposal Area $555 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-203 Industrial Discharge $531 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-204 Industrial Discharge $952 2011/10 IRP2011/10 Low
Soil


RSA-205 Industrial Discharge $693 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Low
Soil


RSA-206 Industrial Discharge $679 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-207 Industrial Discharge $652 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-208 Industrial Discharge $1,453 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-209 Industrial Discharge $477 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-210 Industrial Discharge $474 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-211 Industrial Discharge $734 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-212 Industrial Discharge $448 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-213 Industrial Discharge $2,672 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-214 Industrial Discharge $1,413 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-215 Industrial Discharge $3,162 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-217 Storage Area $2,200 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil
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RSA-218 Storage Area $1,052 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-219 Storage Area $1,789 2012/09 IRP2012/08 Low
Soil


RSA-220 Storage Area $728 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-223 Maintenance Yard $1,575 2011/07 IRP2010/10 High
Soil


RSA-224 Storage Area $173 2009/06 IRP2009/06 Low
Soil


RSA-225 Industrial Discharge $181 2012/09 IRP2011/10 Low
Soil


RSA-226 Storage Area $122 2011/06 IRP2011/06 Low
Soil


RSA-227 Washrack $142 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


RSA-228 Sewage Treatment Plant $577 2012/09 IRP2011/10 Low
Soil


RSA-229 Underground Storage Tanks $1,277 2010/08 IRP2008/10 Low
Soil


RSA-230 Surface Disposal Area $313 2011/09 IRP2011/07 Medium
Soil


RSA-231 Industrial Discharge $124 2011/06 IRP2011/06 Low
Soil


RSA-232 Underground Storage Tanks $215 2009/06 IRP2009/06 Medium
Soil


RSA-233 Industrial Discharge $108 2011/06 IRP2011/06 Medium
Soil
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RSA-234 Burn Area $391 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


RSA-235 Above Ground Storage Tank $211 2009/06 IRP2009/06 Low
Soil


RSA-236 Industrial Discharge $96 2009/06 IRP2009/06 Medium
Soil


RSA-237 Industrial Discharge $1,877 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


RSA-238 Industrial Discharge $1,013 2011/01 IRP2010/10 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-239 Industrial Discharge $1,018 2012/05 IRP2011/10 Low
Soil


RSA-A Industrial Discharge $144 2006/04 IRP2006/04 Low
Sed_Fresh
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-B Contaminated Ground Water $0 1997/08 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


RSA-C Industrial Discharge $441 2007/10 IRP2007/10 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


RSA-D Storage Area $420 2007/11 IRP2007/11 Medium
Soil
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RSA-E Spill Site Area $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


RSA-F Storage Area $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL4210429A2100 / USARC ENTERPRISE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL421042059500 / USARC MOBILE (WRIGHT) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 10 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 11 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 12 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 2 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 8 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 9 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL4210429A4900 / USARC MONTGOMERY (SCREWS) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL4210429A6000 / USARC TROY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL4210429A6100 / USARC TUSCALOOSA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 2 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 6 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 8 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 9 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- AL4210429A6700 / USARC TUSKEGEE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


Alaska
ARMY --- AK021452215500 / FORT GREELY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $5,814


FGLY-001 Spill Site Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,522 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FGLY-002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FGLY-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $114 2008/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


FGLY-003 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FGLY-003-R-01 Landfill $1,274 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FGLY-004 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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FGLY-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,064 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FGLY-005 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FGLY-006 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,163 2012/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FGLY-007 Landfill $66 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


FGLY-008 Landfill $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


FGLY-009 Landfill $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


FGLY-010 Landfill $107 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FGLY-011 Landfill $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


FGLY-012 Landfill $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


FGLY-013 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FGLY-014 Storage Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FGLY-015 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FGLY-016 Storage Area $0 1992/12 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


FGLY-017 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete
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FGLY-018 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-019 Waste Lines $25 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


FGLY-020 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


FGLY-021 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


FGLY-022 Landfill $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FGLY-023 Landfill $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FGLY-024 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/12 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-025 Burn Area $0 1992/12 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-026 Storage Area $0 1992/12 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-027 Surface Disposal Area $50 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


FGLY-028 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FGLY-029 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


FGLY-030 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-031 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-032 Storage Area $40 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil
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FGLY-033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FGLY-035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FGLY-036 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FGLY-037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/11 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-038 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FGLY-039 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-040 Spill Site Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-041 Spill Site Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-042 Spill Site Area $0 1994/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FGLY-043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FGLY-044 Mixed Waste Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FGLY-045 Spill Site Area $91 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FGLY-046 Spill Site Area $66 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FGLY-047 Contaminated Sediments $0 2000/09 IRP1999/04 Response Complete
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FGLY-048 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/03 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


FGLY-049 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2000/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FGLY-050 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $10 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


FGLY-052 Pesticide Shop $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FGLY-053 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FGLY-056 Storage Area $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


FGLY-058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


FGLY-059 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FGLY-060 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FGLY-061 Contaminated Buildings $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FGLY-062 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FGLY-063 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FGLY-064 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FGLY-066 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FGLY-070 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete
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FGLY-071 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FGLY-072 Spill Site Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FGLY-073 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FGLY-075 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $10 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


FGLY-076 Burn Area $25 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


FGLY-080 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FGLY-100 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $187 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


ARMY --- AK021452215700 / FORT RICHARDSON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $286,027


FTRS-001-R-01 Firing Range $161,283 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-002-R-01 Firing Range $77,639 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-003-R-01 Firing Range $1,191 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-004-R-01 Firing Range $1,158 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-005-R-01 Firing Range $2,326 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-006-R-01 Firing Range $2,536 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-007-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,191 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required
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FTRS-008-R-01 Firing Range $18,719 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-009-R-01 Firing Range $3,633 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-01 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTRS-010-R-01 Firing Range $3,936 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTRS-011-R-01 Small Arms Range $977 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTRS-012-R-01 Firing Range $1,674 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTRS-02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


FTRS-03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTRS-04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/03 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-044 Spill Site Area $146 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTRS-045 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTRS-046 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


FTRS-047 Spill Site Area $1,910 2008/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil
SW_Human


FTRS-05 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2000/03 IRP1994/09 Response Complete
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FTRS-06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FTRS-07 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


FTRS-08 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/07 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


FTRS-09 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/11 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTRS-10 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/03 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


FTRS-11 Contaminated Buildings $0 1993/11 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-12 Contaminated Buildings $0 1993/11 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-13 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FTRS-14 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/03 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-15 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/03 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-16 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/03 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-17 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/03 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-18 Contaminated Buildings $0 1993/11 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-19 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTRS-20 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1993/11 IRP1987/10 Response Complete
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FTRS-21 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1993/11 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-22 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,745 1999/08 IRP1997/10 Not Required


FTRS-23 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


FTRS-24 Contaminated Buildings $0 1993/11 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-25 Storage Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


FTRS-26 Contaminated Buildings $0 1993/11 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-27 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1995/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


FTRS-28 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/03 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-29 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/08 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTRS-39 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,875 1999/06 IRP1997/09 Not Required


FTRS-40 Contaminated Fill $0 1996/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


FTRS-41 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTRS-42 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


FTRS-43 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTRS-48 Storage Area $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete
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FTRS-49 Spill Site Area $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRS-50 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRS-51 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRS-52 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRS-53 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


FTRS-54 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTRS-55 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


FTRS-56 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


FTRS-57 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/05 IRP1990/06 Response Complete


FTRS-58 Underground Storage Tanks $1,133 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTRS-59 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


FTRS-60 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTRS-61 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FTRS-62 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTRS-63 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete
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FTRS-64 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FTRS-65 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTRS-66 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTRS-67 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FTRS-68 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-69 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTRS-70 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-71 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-72 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTRS-73 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-74 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-75 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-76 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-77 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-78 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete
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FTRS-79 Spill Site Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FTRS-80 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FTRS-81 Storage Area $0 1999/12 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


FTRS-82 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-83 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-84 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRS-85 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FTRS-86 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTRS-87 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


FTRS-88 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTRS-89 Surface Disposal Area $954 2005/09 IRP2004/09 Not Required


PBC RICHARDSON Contaminated Ground Water $1 2012/09 IRP1995/09 Low
Groundwater


ARMY --- AK021452242600 / FORT WAINWRIGHT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $95,058


FTWW-001 Spill Site Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTWW-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $9,954 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required
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FTWW-002 Spill Site Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTWW-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $7,001 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTWW-003 Spill Site Area $52 2004/09 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FTWW-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $3,669 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTWW-004 Spill Site Area $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


FTWW-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $5,847 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTWW-005 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FTWW-005-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,229 2017/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


FTWW-006-R-01 Small Arms Range $9,455 2017/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


FTWW-007 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $6,786 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTWW-008 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $28,263 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTWW-009-R-01 Landfill $1,017 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTWW-010 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTWW-011 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/09 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FTWW-016 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-017 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-018 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-019 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-020 Contaminated Buildings $0 1988/08 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-021 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-023 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1992/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-024 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1994/10 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-025 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-026 Spill Site Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FTWW-027 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-028 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-037 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/09 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FTWW-038 Landfill $960 1997/09 IRP1995/11 Not Required
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FTWW-047 Storage Area $4,248 1998/05 IRP1996/06 Not Required


FTWW-048 Storage Area $0 1992/08 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FTWW-049 Contaminated Fill $0 1995/09 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


FTWW-050 Spill Site Area $170 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


FTWW-051 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


FTWW-052 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTWW-053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/01 IRP1991/01 Response Complete


FTWW-054 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/01 IRP1991/01 Response Complete


FTWW-055 Above Ground Storage Tank $3,641 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Not Required


FTWW-056 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTWW-057 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTWW-058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1987/12 Response Complete


FTWW-059 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/11 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTWW-061 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete
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FTWW-062 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


FTWW-063 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FTWW-064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


FTWW-065 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


FTWW-066 Landfill $0 1992/11 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


FTWW-067 Landfill $443 2001/06 IRP1996/10 Not Required


FTWW-068 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


FTWW-069 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTWW-070 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/10 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTWW-071 Spill Site Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FTWW-072 Oil/Water Separator $22 1995/04 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTWW-073 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/11 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FTWW-074 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FTWW-075 Storage Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


FTWW-076 Storage Area $0 1995/11 IRP1993/02 Response Complete
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FTWW-077 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


FTWW-078 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTWW-079 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/02 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTWW-080 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/02 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTWW-081 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


FTWW-082 Landfill $0 1995/10 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FTWW-083 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,847 2000/07 IRP1995/09 Not Required


FTWW-084 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,099 2000/09 IRP1995/09 Not Required


FTWW-085 Underground Storage Tanks $60 1997/06 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FTWW-086 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FTWW-087 Underground Storage Tanks $1,004 1996/07 IRP1995/10 Not Required


FTWW-088 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTWW-089 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/06 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FTWW-090 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-091 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1995/09 Response Complete
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FTWW-092 Spill Site Area $0 1994/10 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-093 Spill Site Area $0 1996/12 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


FTWW-094 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $3,744 2001/09 IRP1999/03 Not Required


FTWW-095 Underground Storage Tanks $32 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTWW-096 Above Ground Storage Tank $2,786 2011/09 IRP1999/03 Medium
Soil


FTWW-097 Underground Storage Tanks $32 2001/02 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


FTWW-098 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


FTWW-099 Underground Storage Tanks $78 1996/06 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FTWW-100 Underground Storage Tanks $216 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTWW-101 Underground Storage Tanks $1,403 2005/10 IRP2004/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTWW-102 Contaminated Buildings $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Soil


Arizona
ARMY --- AZ921372043400 / FORT HUACHUCA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $109,333


FTHU-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,504 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $4,466 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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FTHU-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $19,223 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $3,070 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-005-R-01 Small Arms Range $7,004 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-006-R-01 Small Arms Range $3,069 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-007-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,598 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-008-R-01 Small Arms Range $17,220 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-009-R-01 Small Arms Range $3,012 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-01 Storage Area $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-010-R-01 Small Arms Range $849 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-011-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,078 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-012-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,730 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-013-R-01 Small Arms Range $16,914 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-014-R-01 Small Arms Range $16,542 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-015-R-01 Small Arms Range $4,498 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTHU-016-R-01 Small Arms Range $4,884 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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FTHU-02 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-05 Landfill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTHU-06 Landfill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTHU-07 Landfill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTHU-08 Landfill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTHU-09 Landfill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTHU-10 Landfill $276 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


FTHU-12 Landfill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTHU-13 Landfill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTHU-17 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2001/01 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


FTHU-18 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2001/01 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


FTHU-30 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-31 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-32 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-33 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete
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FTHU-34 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-36 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-37 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-38 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-39 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-40 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-41 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-42 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-43 Contaminated Buildings $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-44 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1986/06 IRP1986/06 Response Complete


FTHU-51 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


FTHU-52 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/03 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


FTHU-53 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTHU-54 Storage Area $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-54A Underground Storage Tanks $144 1994/06 IRP1993/02 Not Required
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FTHU-55 Spill Site Area $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTHU-57 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/10 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTHU-61 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-62 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1980/06 IRP1980/06 Response Complete


FTHU-64 Spill Site Area $0 1997/06 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTHU-65 Surface Disposal Area $81 1992/12 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


FTHU-66 Spill Site Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


FTHU-67 Spill Site Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


FTHU-68 Spill Site Area $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTHU-69 Spill Site Area $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


FTHU-70 Waste Lines $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


FTHU-71 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FTHU-72 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FTHU-73 Spill Site Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


FTHU-74 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/03 Response Complete
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FTHU-75 Spill Site Area $0 1999/08 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


FTHU-76 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTHU-77 Underground Tank Farm $0 1996/09 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTHU-78 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTHU-79 Underground Tank Farm $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


FTHU-80 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


FTHU-81 Underground Tank Farm $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTHU-82 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTHU-83 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/02 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


FTHU-84 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


FTHU-85 Underground Storage Tanks $81 1998/12 IRP1995/08 Not Required


FTHU-86 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


FTHU-87 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FTHU-88 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTHU-89 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1999/08 IRP1999/04 Response Complete
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FTHU-90 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $90 2000/09 IRP1999/06 Not Required


ARMY --- AZ921042068600 / USARC PHOENIX Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 11 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 12 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


SITE 13 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 4 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 5 Waste Lines $0 1993/01 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


SITE 6 Waste Lines $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 7 Waste Lines $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 8 Waste Lines $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 9 Maintenance Yard $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete
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ARMY --- AZ921046BA0700 / USARC PHOENIX 02 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Other $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


Arkansas
ARMY --- AR621372018700 / FORT CHAFFEE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $713


FTCH-01 Landfill $141 2000/11 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FTCH-09 Spill Site Area $0 1998/10 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


FTCH-12 Storage Area $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


FTCH-13 Surface Disposal Area $115 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTCH-14 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


FTCH-15 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTCH-16 Landfill $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


FTCH-17 Washrack $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


FTCH-19 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


FTCH-21A Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


FTCH-21B Storage Area $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


FTCH-21C Storage Area $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


FTCH-21E Storage Area $318 2001/09 IRP2001/08 Response Complete
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FTCH-22 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


FTCH-23 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTCH-24 Storage Area $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


FTCH-25 Spill Site Area $0 1998/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


FTCH-27 Incinerator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTCH-29 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


FTCH-32 Landfill $139 2000/09 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


FTCH-33 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


FTCH-34 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


FTCH-35 Underground Tank Farm $0 1998/11 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


FTCH-36 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


FTCH-37 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTCH-38 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FTCH-40 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1999/08 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


FTCH-41 Other $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete
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FTCH-42 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


FTCH-42A Pesticide Shop $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


FTCH-44 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


FTCH-45 Landfill $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTCH-46 Storage Area $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


FTCH-47 Waste Lines $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


FTCH-48C Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1999/09 MMRP1999/04 Response Complete


ARMY --- AR621382070700 / PINE BLUFF ARSENAL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $42,251


PBA-001-R-01 Open Burn $8,250 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


PBA-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $21,600 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


PBA-003-R-01 Open Burn $0 2005/02 MMRP2005/02 Response Complete


PBA-004-R-01 Burn Area $0 2005/02 MMRP2005/02 Response Complete


PBA-01 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


PBA-02 Burn Area $0 1988/04 IRP1985/02 Response Complete


PBA-03 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2002/05 Response Complete
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PBA-04 Burn Area $329 1988/12 IRP1985/07 Response Complete


PBA-06 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


PBA-06S Burn Area $0 1977/08 IRP1977/08 Response Complete


PBA-07A Storage Area $2,321 2010/01 IRP2003/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Human


PBA-07B Surface Disposal Area $359 1989/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


PBA-07C Burn Area $359 1988/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


PBA-07D Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $359 1989/10 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


PBA-07S Burn Area $0 1977/08 IRP1977/08 Response Complete


PBA-08 Burn Area $359 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


PBA-10 Other $0 1983/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


PBA-10A Burn Area $0 1988/07 IRP1984/07 Response Complete


PBA-10B Storage Area $0 1983/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


PBA-11 Contaminated Buildings $1,751 2001/03 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


PBA-11A Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1985/09 IRP1983/07 Response Complete
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PBA-11B Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1985/09 IRP1983/07 Response Complete


PBA-11C Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1985/09 IRP1983/07 Response Complete


PBA-11D Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


PBA-11E Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


PBA-11F Landfill $0 2004/09 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


PBA-12 Burn Area $0 1988/11 IRP1985/07 Response Complete


PBA-13A Burn Area $0 1987/11 IRP1984/09 Response Complete


PBA-15 Landfill $0 1975/09 IRP1975/07 Response Complete


PBA-16A Landfill $0 1988/09 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


PBA-17 Burn Area $0 1988/09 IRP1984/09 Response Complete


PBA-17T Burn Area $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-18 Landfill $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


PBA-18A Landfill $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


PBA-18B Surface Disposal Area $0 1980/08 IRP1980/08 Response Complete


PBA-18C Landfill $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete
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PBA-18D Other $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


PBA-19 Landfill $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


PBA-20A Burn Area $510 1989/11 IRP1984/01 Response Complete


PBA-20B Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


PBA-23A Burn Area $812 1988/12 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


PBA-24 Surface Disposal Area $237 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


PBA-26 Burn Area $0 1988/06 IRP1985/02 Response Complete


PBA-27 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $781 1987/06 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


PBA-29 Surface Disposal Area $540 1988/11 IRP1985/08 Response Complete


PBA-29A Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/11 IRP1985/08 Response Complete


PBA-31A Burn Area $0 1988/03 IRP1985/02 Response Complete


PBA-31B Burn Area $0 1980/08 IRP1980/08 Response Complete


PBA-34 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1988/09 IRP1985/06 Response Complete


PBA-35 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


PBA-36 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1985/07 IRP1985/07 Response Complete
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PBA-37 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


PBA-38 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1988/09 IRP1985/06 Response Complete


PBA-39 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


PBA-40 Incinerator $0 1983/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


PBA-40A Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1983/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


PBA-40B Other $0 1983/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


PBA-40C Storage Area $0 1983/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


PBA-41 Landfill $1,867 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-44 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,817 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-46 Storage Area $0 1983/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


PBA-47 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


PBA-48 Incinerator $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


PBA-49 Landfill $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


PBA-50 Storage Area $0 1985/12 IRP1985/12 Response Complete


PBA-51 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete
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PBA-52 Storage Area $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


PBA-53 Storage Area $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-54 Underground Tank Farm $0 1991/08 IRP1986/03 Response Complete


PBA-55 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-56 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-57 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-58 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-59 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-60 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/09 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


PBA-61 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1986/03 Response Complete


PBA-62 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


SITE 63 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- AR62104AR03100 / SAMUEL STONE JR USARC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 2 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete
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SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- AR621045OA1900 / USARC ARKADELPHIA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


ARMY --- AR621045HA0100 / USARC CAMDEN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 10 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 2 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 3 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 8 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 9 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


ARMY --- AR621045HA0900 / USARC EL DORADO (O2) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Surface Runoff $0 1989/06 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


ARMY --- AR621045HA1700 / USARC FORT CHAFFEE (ECS 15) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


FTCH-02 Landfill $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 02 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 05 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 06 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 07 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 08 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 09 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 10 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 11 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 12 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 13 Storage Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


ARMY --- AR6210450A2000 / USARC FORT SMITH Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Surface Runoff $0 1989/06 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


ARMY --- AR621045HA0800 / USARC JONESBORO Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 02 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 06 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 07 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


California
ARMY --- CA921180636800 / LOS ALAMITOS ARMED FORCES RES CTR Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $14,063


LAAFRC-001 Underground Tank Farm $0 2007/09 IRP2005/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


LAAFRC-002 Landfill $0 2007/09 IRP2003/10 High
Groundwater
Soil
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SW_Human


LAAFRC-003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2005/07 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


LAAFRC-005 Small Arms Range $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


LAAFRC-008 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2006/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater


LAAFRC-010 Washrack $0 2006/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


LAAFRC-011 Storage Area $0 2000/12 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


LATB-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,255 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


PBC LOS AL Landfill $12,808 2007/09 IRP2005/03 Medium
Soil


ARMY --- CA921042213000 / PARKS RESERVE FORCES TRAINING AREA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $51,451


PARKS3 Storage Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PARKS5 Burn Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


PARKS7 Contaminated Sediments $0 2006/06 IRP2001/09 Low
Soil


PRFTA-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $186 2015/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


PRFTA-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $22,389 2017/09 MMRP2013/09 Not Required


PRFTA-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,932 2017/09 MMRP2013/09 Not Required
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PRFTA-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $26,731 2017/09 MMRP2013/09 Not Required


PRFTA-01 Landfill $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


PRFTA-02 Incinerator $0 2006/10 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
SW_Human


PRFTA-03 Maintenance Yard $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PRFTA-13 Contaminated Ground Water $213 2006/04 IRP2003/08 Low
Groundwater


ARMY --- CA921382075900 / RIVERBANK AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $4,691


PBC AT RIVERBA Waste Treatment Plant $637 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Not Required


RBAAP-001-R-01 Pistol Range $1,209 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


RBAAP-01 Landfill $247 1995/09 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


RBAAP-02 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1993/06 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


RBAAP-03 Waste Treatment Plant $2,598 1998/09 IRP1993/06 Not Required


RBAAP-04 Spill Site Area $0 1993/06 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


RBAAP-05 Contaminated Buildings $0 1993/06 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


RBAAP-06 Spill Site Area $0 1993/06 IRP1992/10 Response Complete
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RBAAP-07 Contaminated Buildings $0 1993/06 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


RBAAP-08 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


RBAAP-09 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


RBAAP-10 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


RBAAP-11 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1993/12 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


ARMY --- CA921382084300 / SIERRA ARMY DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $78,255


SIAD-001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/09 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


SIAD-001-R-01 Open Burn $3,114 2008/09 MMRP2000/05 Not Required


SIAD-002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/10 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SIAD-002-R-01 Firing Range $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


SIAD-003 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SIAD-003-R-01 Open Burn $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


SIAD-004 Landfill $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


SIAD-004-R-01 Firing Range $0 2001/03 MMRP2001/03 Response Complete


SIAD-005 Landfill $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete
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SIAD-006 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/04 MMRP2003/04 Response Complete


SIAD-006-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,029 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


SIAD-007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/02 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


SIAD-007-R-01 Open Burn $5,256 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


SIAD-008 Landfill $0 1988/10 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SIAD-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,423 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


SIAD-009 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


SIAD-009-R-01 Open Burn $7,777 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


SIAD-010 Burn Area $0 2005/12 IRP2005/10 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil


SIAD-010-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $22,013 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


SIAD-011 Spill Site Area $0 2000/05 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


SIAD-011-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,723 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


SIAD-012 Chemical Disposal $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


SIAD-012-R-01 Open Burn $24,432 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required
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SIAD-013 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/01 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SIAD-014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/06 IRP1988/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SIAD-015 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/06 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


SIAD-016 Burn Area $0 1999/09 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


SIAD-017 Burn Area $0 1995/01 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SIAD-018 Burn Area $0 1995/01 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SIAD-019 Storage Area $0 1995/01 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SIAD-020 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2005/12 IRP1992/05 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SIAD-021 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1988/10 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SIAD-022 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2005/12 IRP2005/07 High
Sed_Marine
Soil


SIAD-024 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-025 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-026 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete
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SIAD-027 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-028 Other $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-029 Other $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SIAD-030 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1999/02 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SIAD-031 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-032 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-033 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-034 Waste Lines $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-035 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-036 Spill Site Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SIAD-037 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


SIAD-038 Spill Site Area $0 1999/02 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SIAD-039 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 1999/08 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SIAD-040 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/01 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SIAD-042 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1998/11 Response Complete
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SIAD-043 Spill Site Area $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


SIAD-044 Firing Range $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SIAD-045 Spill Site Area $0 1999/02 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SIAD-056 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1999/02 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SIAD-057 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


SIAD-058 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Soil


SIAD-PBC Contaminated Ground Water $8,488 2008/09 IRP1998/01 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


ARMY --- CA921042226300 / USARC LONG BEACH Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Optical Shop $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 04 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 06 Firing Range $0 1997/10 IRP1996/05 Response Complete
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SITE 07 Contaminated Sediments $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


ARMY --- CA92104CA09500 / USARC LOS ANGELES 01 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 02 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 04 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 05 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


ARMY --- CA921042055700 / USARC PASADENA, CA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 03 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/10 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


SITE 05 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- CA921042079500 / USARC SAN JOSE (AMSA 12) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/02 IRP1992/02 Response Complete
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SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 05 Waste Lines $0 1996/10 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 07 Maintenance Yard $0 1996/10 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 08 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- CA921046GB7200 / USARC SUNNYVALE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Industrial Discharge $0 1998/03 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Colorado
ARMY --- CO821402015000 / FORT CARSON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $24,115


FTC-005 Landfill $0 1999/01 IRP1983/01 Response Complete


FTC-006 Landfill $10,842 2011/09 IRP2010/10 Medium
Groundwater


FTC-008 Landfill $2,554 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTC-009 Landfill $2,608 2004/12 IRP2004/12 Response Complete


FTC-010 Landfill $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


FTC-011 Landfill $271 2010/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater
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FTC-012 Landfill $752 2012/09 IRP2005/10 Low
Groundwater


FTC-013 Landfill $1,175 2008/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


FTC-014 Landfill $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


FTC-015 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTC-016 Landfill $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTC-017 Burn Area $115 2006/10 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


FTC-018 Burn Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTC-019 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


FTC-020 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $520 2007/09 IRP2006/10 High
Groundwater


FTC-021 Fire/Crash Training Area $598 2008/10 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


FTC-023 Underground Storage Tanks $1,353 2006/10 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


FTC-024 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTC-025 Storage Area $0 1996/12 IRP1983/01 Response Complete


FTC-026 Landfill $254 2009/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater


FTC-027 Burn Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete
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FTC-028 Contaminated Fill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-029 Incinerator $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-030 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-031 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1996/10 IRP1983/01 Response Complete


FTC-032 Drainage Ditch $50 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTC-033 Underground Storage Tanks $1,854 2007/09 IRP2006/10 High
Groundwater


FTC-034 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/10 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-035 Contaminated Fill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-036 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/10 IRP1983/01 Response Complete


FTC-037 Contaminated Fill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-038 Contaminated Fill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-039 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/12 IRP1983/01 Response Complete


FTC-040 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


FTC-041 Storage Area $25 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTC-042 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1997/04 IRP1983/01 Response Complete
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FTC-043 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTC-044 Spill Site Area $0 2004/12 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


FTC-045A Spill Site Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


FTC-045B Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1983/01 Response Complete


FTC-045C Spill Site Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTC-046 Incinerator $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-047 Surface Disposal Area $50 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTC-048 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/01 IRP2004/01 Response Complete


FTC-049 Incinerator $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-050 Incinerator $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-051 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/01 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


FTC-052 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1993/01 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


FTC-053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


FTC-054 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTC-055 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2000/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete
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FTC-056 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTC-058 Dip Tank $47 2006/10 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTC-059 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/12 IRP1983/01 Response Complete


FTC-060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTC-061 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTC-062 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FTC-063 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTC-064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTC-065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTC-066 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


FTC-067 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FTC-068 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


FTC-069 Underground Tank Farm $0 2000/02 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


FTC-070 Underground Storage Tanks $80 2006/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil
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FTC-071 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTC-072 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTC-073 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/12 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTC-075 Washrack $51 2006/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater


FTC-076 Industrial Discharge $0 1996/12 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTC-077 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/07 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FTC-078 Washrack $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


FTC-079 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTC-081 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTC-082 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTC-083 Contaminated Ground Water $611 2007/09 IRP2006/10 High
Groundwater


FTC-088 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


FTC-093 Contaminated Fill $305 2011/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Soil


Connecticut
ARMY --- CT121402256800 / FAMILY HOUSING MANCHESTER, CT 25 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Waste Lines $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete
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SITE 02 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- CT121042277000 / MIDDLETOWN USARC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $87


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/03 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 03 Washrack $0 1989/06 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SITE 04 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1989/06 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SITE 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/12 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SITE 06 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


SITE 07 Other $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


SITE 08 Contaminated Ground Water $87 2006/08 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 09 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1992/06 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


SITE 11 Leach Field $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


SITE 12 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1994/03 IRP1992/06 Response Complete
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ARMY --- CT121041AB0800 / USARC DANBURY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- CT121041AB1800 / USARC FAIRFIELD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- CT121042180700 / USARC MILFORD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/01 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 06 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 07 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 08 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 09 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete
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SITE 10 Other $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 11 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ARMY --- CT121041AB3500 / USARC NEW HAVEN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 05 Oil/Water Separator $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 07 Other $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- CT121041AB3800 / USARC WATERBURY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/10 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete
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ARMY --- CT121042258700 / WINDSOR LOCKS USARC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/12 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 07 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 08 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 09 Other $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 11 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 12 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 13 Other $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 14 Other $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 15 Other $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete
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SITE 16 Other $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 17 Other $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 18 Other $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 19 Oil/Water Separator $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 20 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 21 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 22 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/08 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 23 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/08 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 24 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/08 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 25 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


SITE 26 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/06 IRP2005/12 Low
Soil


District of Columbia
ARMY --- DC321162115600 / WALTER REED ARMY MEDICAL CENTER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $813


WRAMC-01 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


WRAMC-02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/02 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


WRAMC-03 Storage Area $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete
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WRAMC-04 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1996/09 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


WRAMC-05 Contaminated Ground Water $813 2008/02 IRP2006/06 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WRAMC-06 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


Georgia
ARMY --- GA421372101800 / FORT BENNING Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $5,081


FBSB-26 Underground Storage Tanks $488 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Not Required


FBSB-29 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FBSB-39 Contaminated Buildings $177 2006/03 IRP2005/04 High
Groundwater
Soil


FBSB-41 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/04 IRP1982/07 Response Complete


FBSB-52 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/08 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FBSB-54 Contaminated Buildings $20 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FBSB-60 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FBSB-61 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FBSB-62 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/07 IRP1982/07 Response Complete
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FBSB-63 Landfill $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FBSB-64 Landfill $375 2005/09 IRP2005/07 Not Required


FBSB-65 Landfill $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FBSB-66 Landfill $14 2003/12 IRP2003/12 Response Complete


FBSB-67 Landfill $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FBSB-68 Landfill $292 2005/09 IRP2005/04 Not Required


FBSB-69 Landfill $159 2006/10 IRP2006/05 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


FBSB-70 Landfill $180 2006/10 IRP2003/08 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


FBSB-71 Landfill $0 1988/03 IRP1988/03 Response Complete


FBSB-72 Landfill $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


FBSB-73 Landfill $0 1989/06 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


FBSB-74 Landfill $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


FBSB-75 Landfill $499 2005/09 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


FBSB-76 Landfill $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete
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FBSB-77 Landfill $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


FBSB-78 Landfill $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


FBSB-80 Landfill $0 1988/03 IRP1988/03 Response Complete


FBSB-81 Landfill $0 1987/11 IRP1987/11 Response Complete


FBSB-82 Landfill $0 1988/03 IRP1988/03 Response Complete


FBSB-83 Landfill $0 1995/07 IRP1987/05 Response Complete


FBSB-85 Landfill $0 1989/06 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


FBSB-86 Spill Site Area $173 1999/01 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FBSB-87 Landfill $79 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Soil


FBSB-88 Fire/Crash Training Area $148 2005/09 IRP2005/06 Not Required


FBSB-89 Landfill $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FBSB-90 Landfill $0 1995/07 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FBSB-91 Spill Site Area $0 2005/05 IRP2005/05 Response Complete


FBSB-92 Spill Site Area $0 1995/07 IRP1982/07 Response Complete


FBSB-93 Spill Site Area $461 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
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Soil


FBSB-94 Spill Site Area $146 2005/09 IRP2005/02 Not Required


FBSB-95 Underground Storage Tanks $235 2001/08 IRP2001/01 Not Required


FBSB-96 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/06 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FBSB-97 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FBSB-98 Contaminated Sediments $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


FBSB-99 Contaminated Sediments $396 2006/10 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTBN-001-R-01 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $600 2014/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


FTBN-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $639 2014/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


ARMY --- GA421402004600 / FORT GILLEM Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $10,204


FTG-01 Landfill $5,446 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Human


FTG-02 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTG-03 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FTG-04 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $360 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
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FTG-05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FTG-06 Washrack $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FTG-07 Landfill $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


FTG-08 Landfill $0 1999/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


FTG-09 Landfill $3,906 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater


FTG-10 Landfill $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


FTG-11 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTG-13 Sewage Treatment Plant $342 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


FTG-14 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1995/05 IRP1982/11 Response Complete


PBC FT GILLEM Mixed Waste Area $150 2007/09 IRP2004/09 Low
Soil


ARMY --- GA421402056500 / FORT MCPHERSON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $7,261


FTMP-001-R-01 Firing Range $3,462 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTMP-002-R-01 Firing Range $3,759 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTMP-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $0 2004/07 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTMP-01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete
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FTMP-02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/01 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTMP-03 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


FTMP-04 Oil/Water Separator $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTMP-05 Oil/Water Separator $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTMP-06 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


FTMP-07 Oil/Water Separator $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FTMP-08 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


FTMP-09 Underground Storage Tanks $25 1999/08 IRP1993/09 Not Required


FTMP-10 Underground Storage Tanks $15 1999/09 IRP1996/10 Not Required


FTMP-11 Contaminated Fill $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- GA4210423E1800 / USARC COLUMBUS (MIDTOWN DR) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- GA421042209300 / USARC EAST POINT ATLANTA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 06 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- GA421042172800 / USARC ROME Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


Illinois
ARMY --- IL521044N06100 / AFRC WAUKEGAN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 06 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- IL521402083800 / FORT SHERIDAN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $14,262


FTSH-02 Landfill $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete
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FTSH-03 Landfill $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-04 Landfill $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-05 Landfill $817 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSH-06 Landfill $240 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSH-07 Landfill $11,790 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSH-08 Landfill $1,415 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSH-11 Incinerator $0 2001/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-12 Maintenance Yard $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-13 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/06 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


FTSH-15 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-16 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-22 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-23 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2001/05 MMRP2001/05 Response Complete


FTSH-24 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-25 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 105 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTSH-26 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


FTSH-29 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-33 Surface Runoff $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-34 Leach Field $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-36 Oil/Water Separator $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-37 Spill Site Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-38 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-39 Storage Area $0 1999/06 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


FTSH-40 Small Arms Range $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


FTSH-41 Pistol Range $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSH-42 Firing Range $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-43 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-44 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTSH-45 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


FTSH-46 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete
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FTSH-47 Maintenance Yard $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-51 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSH-52 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-53 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


FTSH-54 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSH-57 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-58 Storage Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-59 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-60 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-61 Storage Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-62 Storage Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-64 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


FTSH-65 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


FTSH-66 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/04 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


FTSH-67 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete
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Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTSH-68 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-69 Pesticide Shop $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-70 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-71 Storage Area $0 1999/06 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


FTSH-72 Surface Runoff $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


FTSH-73 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


FTSH-74 Chemical Disposal $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-75 Storm Drain $0 2001/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-76 Storm Drain $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


FTSH-77 Storm Drain $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTSH-78 Storm Drain $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


FTSH-79 Storm Drain $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTSH-80 Storm Drain $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


FTSH-81 Storm Drain $0 2001/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-82 Storm Drain $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete
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FTSH-83 Storm Drain $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSH-85 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTSH-86 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-87 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTSH-90 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTSH-92 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


FTSH-93 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


FTSH-94 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


FTSH-95 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTSHR-002-R-01 Firing Range $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- IL521382183300 / ROCK ISLAND ARSENAL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $15,074


RIA-001 Landfill $13,311 2007/09 IRP2004/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


RIA-001-R-01 Firing Range $1,724 2009/10 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


RIA-002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/09 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 109 of 375
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Relative-Risk
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RIA-004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-005 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-006 Landfill $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-008 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/09 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


RIA-009 Landfill $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-010 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-011 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-012 Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013A Storage Area $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


RIA-013B Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013C Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013D Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013E Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013F Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013G Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete
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RIA-013H Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013I Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013K Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013L Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013M Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013N Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013O Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013P Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013R Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013S Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-013T Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


RIA-014 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $39 2007/12 IRP2006/01 Low
Groundwater


ARMY --- IL521044303000 / USARC CENTRALIA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 111 of 375
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SITE 03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- IL521042199300 / USARC FAIRFIELD, IL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- IL521044305000 / USARC MARION, IL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 2 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 3 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 5 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


Indiana
ARMY --- IN521044J08000 / AFRC EVANSVILLE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 10 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 2 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete
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SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 5 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 6 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 7 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 8 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 9 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- IN521181807500 / CAMP ATTERBURY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


ARFTA-01 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARFTA-02 Burn Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARFTA-03 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARFTA-04 Burn Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


ARFTA-05 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARFTA-06 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARFTA-07 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARFTA-08 Oil/Water Separator $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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ARFTA-09 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- IN521382044300 / INDIANA AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,960


INAAP-001-R-01 Firing Range $0 2006/09 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


INAAP-01 Landfill $0 2005/06 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


INAAP-02A Landfill $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


INAAP-02B Landfill $0 1997/05 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


INAAP-03 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2002/09 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


INAAP-04 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $120 2005/05 IRP2002/06 Not Required


INAAP-05 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $120 2005/05 IRP2002/06 Not Required


INAAP-06 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $461 2007/03 IRP2002/06 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


INAAP-07 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-08 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-09 Storage Area $0 2004/01 IRP2003/06 Response Complete
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INAAP-10 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-11 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-12 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-13 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-14 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-15 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-16 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-17 Burn Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


INAAP-18 Burn Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


INAAP-19 Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


INAAP-20 Maintenance Yard $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-21 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-22 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-23 Surface Runoff $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-24 Landfill $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete
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INAAP-25 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $483 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Not Required


INAAP-26 Burn Area $0 2007/12 IRP2002/06 Medium
Soil


INAAP-27 Other $0 2007/12 IRP2002/06 High
Soil


INAAP-28 Landfill $217 2006/01 IRP2002/06 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


INAAP-29 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-30 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-31 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-32 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/02 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


INAAP-33 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-34 Burn Area $0 2007/12 IRP2002/06 Medium
Soil


INAAP-35 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


INAAP-36 Other $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


INAAP-37 Other $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-38 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete
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INAAP-39 Waste Lines $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-40 Maintenance Yard $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


INAAP-41 Other $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-42 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-43 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


INAAP-44 Other $0 2003/12 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


INAAP-45 Washrack $0 2004/09 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


INAAP-46 Landfill $0 2007/12 IRP2002/06 High
Soil


INAAP-47 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-48 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


INAAP-49 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-50 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-51 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-52 Burn Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-53 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete
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INAAP-54 Other $40 2005/09 IRP2002/06 Not Required


INAAP-55 Burn Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


INAAP-56 Burn Area $0 2007/12 IRP2002/06 Low
Soil


INAAP-57 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-58 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-59 Landfill $220 2006/01 IRP2002/06 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


INAAP-60 Landfill $0 2007/12 IRP2002/06 Medium
Soil


INAAP-61 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


INAAP-62 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-63 Other $921 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Soil


INAAP-64 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-65 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-66 Burn Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


INAAP-67 Burn Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/08 Response Complete
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INAAP-68 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-69 Landfill $0 2004/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


INAAP-70 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


INAAP-71 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-72 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-73 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-74 Other $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-75 Other $0 2004/01 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


INAAP-76 Storage Area $0 2002/06 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


INAAP-77 Storage Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


INAAP-78 Other $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


INAAP-79 Pistol Range $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-80 Maintenance Yard $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-81 Pesticide Shop $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-82 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/03 Response Complete
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INAAP-83 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2004/09 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


INAAP-84 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


INAAP-85 Storage Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


INAAP-86 Spill Site Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


INAAP-87 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/09 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


INAAP-89 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


INAAP-90 Contaminated Ground Water $378 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


ARMY --- IN521382227200 / NEWPORT CHEM DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $4,823


NAAP-001 Spill Site Area $96 2004/09 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


NAAP-008 Spill Site Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


NAAP-014 Spill Site Area $51 2006/06 IRP2005/07 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


NAAP-015 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/09 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


NAAP-016 Spill Site Area $86 2009/01 IRP2008/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil
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NAAP-017 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/09 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


NAAP-022 Landfill $593 2004/09 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


NAAP-022-R-01 Chemical Disposal $3,286 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


NAAP-023 Burn Area $0 2003/10 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


NAAP-024 Burn Area $525 2003/10 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


NAAP-025 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $34 2005/03 IRP2002/10 Response Complete


NAAP-032 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/10 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


NAAP-033 Landfill $152 2003/09 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


NAAP-037 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/10 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


NAAP-038 Landfill $0 2001/04 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


NAAP-039 Spill Site Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


NAAP-040 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/09 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


NAAP-041 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1999/09 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


ARMY --- IN521044J08500 / USARC INDIANAPOLIS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete
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SITE 02 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- IN521044J09100 / USARC LAFAYETTE, IN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 2 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 7 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 8 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


Iowa
ARMY --- IA721382044500 / IOWA AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $16,399


IAAP-001 Spill Site Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


IAAP-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,798 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


IAAP-002 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP1996/05 High
Soil


IAAP-002G Industrial Discharge $0 2007/11 IRP2007/11 High
Groundwater
SW_Fresh
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SW_Human


IAAP-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $211 2007/09 MMRP2007/09 Not Required


IAAP-003 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP1996/05 High
Soil


IAAP-003G Industrial Discharge $0 2007/11 IRP2007/11 High
Groundwater


IAAP-003-R-01 Open Burn $2,850 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


IAAP-004 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP1996/05 High
Sed_Human


IAAP-004G Industrial Discharge $0 2007/11 IRP2007/11 High
Groundwater


IAAP-005 Spill Site Area $0 2005/08 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


IAAP-006 Spill Site Area $0 1999/11 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


IAAP-007 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP2000/01 Low
Soil


IAAP-008 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


IAAP-009 Spill Site Area $0 2005/08 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


IAAP-010 Spill Site Area $0 2005/08 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


IAAP-010G Industrial Discharge $0 2007/11 IRP2007/11 High
Groundwater


IAAP-011 Oil/Water Separator $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete
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IAAP-012 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1998/12 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


IAAP-012G Burn Area $0 2007/11 IRP2007/11 Medium
Groundwater


IAAP-013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2007/12 IRP2007/12 Low
Sed_Human


IAAP-014 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


IAAP-015 Surface Disposal Area $0 2007/12 IRP2007/12 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


IAAP-016 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/10 IRP1996/10 Not Required


IAAP-017 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


IAAP-018 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2007/12 IRP2007/12 Low
Soil


IAAP-019 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


IAAP-020 Landfill $0 2009/08 IRP1995/05 Medium
Soil
SW_Fresh


IAAP-020G Landfill $0 2009/08 IRP2007/10 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


IAAP-021 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


IAAP-022 Storage Area $0 1991/08 IRP1991/08 Response Complete
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IAAP-024 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


IAAP-025 Incinerator $0 2007/12 IRP2007/12 Low
Soil


IAAP-026 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


IAAP-027 Landfill $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


IAAP-028 Landfill $0 2007/12 IRP2007/12 Medium
Groundwater


IAAP-029 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


IAAP-030 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


IAAP-031 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


IAAP-032 Burn Area $0 2002/12 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


IAAP-032G Burn Area $0 2007/11 IRP2007/11 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


IAAP-036 Burn Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


IAAP-037 Landfill $0 1998/12 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


IAAP-038 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


IAAP-039 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete
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IAAP-039G Burn Area $0 2007/11 IRP2007/11 High
Groundwater


IAAP-040 Storage Area $0 2005/08 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


IAAP-041 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2007/12 IRP2007/12 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


IAAP-042 Storage Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


IAAP-043 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


IAAP-044 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2007/09 IRP1996/05 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil


IAAP-044G Industrial Discharge $0 2007/11 IRP2007/11 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


IAAP-045 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/08 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


IAAP-046 Contaminated Ground Water $45 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


IAAP-047 Mixed Waste Area $0 2007/12 IRP2007/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


PBC AT IOWA Landfill $10,495 2011/09 IRP2003/08 Medium
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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($K)


Investigation
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(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ARMY --- IA721044711300 / USARC CEDAR RAPIDS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- IA721044711200 / USARC MIDDLETOWN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Waste Lines $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 05 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 07 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 08 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- IA721044713100 / USARC MUSCATINE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Kansas
ARMY --- KS721372049900 / FORT LEAVENWORTH Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $8,499


FTL-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,621 2017/09 MMRP2013/09 Not Required


FTL-01 Landfill $0 1997/01 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


FTL-02 Landfill $264 2007/10 IRP2004/11 Low
Soil


FTL-03 Landfill $264 2007/10 IRP2004/11 Low
Soil


FTL-04 Landfill $318 2005/07 IRP2004/11 Response Complete


FTL-05 Landfill $137 2005/07 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


FTL-06 Landfill $197 2005/07 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


FTL-07 Landfill $231 2007/09 IRP2005/11 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil


FTL-08 Landfill $275 2008/09 IRP2007/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FTL-09 Landfill $0 1998/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTL-10 Spill Site Area $1,449 2009/09 IRP2006/11 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FTL-11 Surface Runoff $124 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTL-12 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1995/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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($K)


Investigation
Completion
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTL-13 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/07 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-14 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-15 Underground Storage Tanks $975 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FTL-16 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/11 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


FTL-17 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/11 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


FTL-18 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/11 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


FTL-19 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-20 Sewage Treatment Plant $7 2009/09 IRP2008/07 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Soil


FTL-21 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-22 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1991/08 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-23 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTL-24 Spill Site Area $149 2008/07 IRP2006/07 High
Sed_Human
Soil


FTL-25 Surface Runoff $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 129 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Investigation
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Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTL-26 Contaminated Buildings $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-27 Storage Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-28 Storage Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-29 Spill Site Area $0 1996/09 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FTL-30 Surface Runoff $0 2005/07 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FTL-31 Contaminated Buildings $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-32 Contaminated Buildings $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-33 Washrack $0 1993/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-34 Washrack $0 1993/10 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-35 Washrack $0 1984/12 IRP1983/06 Response Complete


FTL-36 Washrack $0 1993/09 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-37 Washrack $0 1995/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-38 Washrack $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-39 Washrack $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTL-40 Washrack $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete
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FTL-41 Incinerator $0 1979/12 IRP1978/06 Response Complete


FTL-42 Incinerator $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-43 Incinerator $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-44 Incinerator $0 1980/12 IRP1978/06 Response Complete


FTL-45 Incinerator $0 1995/10 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-46 Storage Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-47 Storage Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-48 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/09 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FTL-49 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-50 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/11 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


FTL-51 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/11 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


FTL-52 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-53 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FTL-54 Storage Area $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FTL-55 Storage Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete
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FTL-56 Spill Site Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FTL-57 Firing Range $398 2011/09 IRP2007/07 Medium
Soil


FTL-58 Firing Range $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTL-59 Firing Range $0 1997/04 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


FTL-60 Surface Disposal Area $2 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


FTL-61 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTL-62 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


FTL-63 Storage Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


FTL-64 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/01 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


FTL-65 Surface Runoff $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


FTL-67 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1985/12 IRP1970/12 Response Complete


FTL-68 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/12 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


FTL-69 Underground Storage Tanks $2 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Sed_Human


FTL-70 Above Ground Storage Tank $606 2011/09 IRP2006/10 Low
Soil


FTL-71 Surface Disposal Area $480 2010/09 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Relative-Risk
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Soil


PBC AT LEAVEN. Contaminated Ground Water $0 2007/09 IRP2001/09 Low
Soil


ARMY --- KS721402075600 / FORT RILEY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $17,672


FTRI-001 Landfill $0 1993/08 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTRI-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $991 2016/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTRI-002 Landfill $0 1998/03 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTRI-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,218 2016/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTRI-003 Landfill $5,262 1997/09 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTRI-003-R-01 Landfill $2,489 2016/09 MMRP2015/02 Not Required


FTRI-004 Landfill $0 1997/12 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTRI-005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


FTRI-006 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


FTRI-007 Storage Area $0 1989/09 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-008 Storage Area $0 1990/12 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-009 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $940 2004/10 IRP2004/09 Response Complete
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FTRI-010 Underground Tank Farm $0 1992/04 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-011 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/10 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


FTRI-012 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FTRI-013 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1992/02 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-014 Incinerator $0 1989/09 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-015 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FTRI-016 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1989/09 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-017 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1989/09 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-018 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1989/09 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-019 Fire/Crash Training Area $587 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTRI-020 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/03 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


FTRI-022 Sewage Treatment Plant $5 1993/05 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-023 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1993/05 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-024 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1993/05 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-025 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1993/05 IRP1989/09 Response Complete
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FTRI-026 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


FTRI-027 Spill Site Area $2,641 2008/05 IRP2007/06 Medium
Groundwater
SW_Human


FTRI-028 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/02 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


FTRI-029 Incinerator $0 2003/08 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


FTRI-030 Pesticide Shop $102 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FTRI-031 Contaminated Buildings $1,334 2007/03 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTRI-032 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


FTRI-033 Firing Range $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


FTRI-034 Small Arms Range $0 1996/12 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FTRI-035 Small Arms Range $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


FTRI-036 Landfill $357 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater


FTRI-037 Incinerator $0 1995/07 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FTRI-038 Landfill $613 2001/09 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


FTRI-039 Industrial Discharge $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete
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FTRI-040 Spill Site Area $52 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


FTRI-041 Spill Site Area $0 1995/07 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRI-042 Spill Site Area $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


FTRI-043 Spill Site Area $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


FTRI-044 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTRI-045 Spill Site Area $0 1995/07 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRI-046 Spill Site Area $0 1995/07 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRI-047 Dip Tank $104 1995/07 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRI-048 Pesticide Shop $0 1995/07 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRI-049 Spill Site Area $0 1993/05 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


FTRI-050 Spill Site Area $0 1998/03 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


FTRI-051 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/03 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FTRI-052 Landfill $0 1995/07 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRI-053 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2005/05 IRP2005/05 Response Complete


FTRI-054 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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FTRI-055 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1995/07 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FTRI-056 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $122 2007/10 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTRI-057 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $855 2010/10 IRP2007/06 Low
Soil


FTRI-059 Underground Tank Farm $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


FTRI-060 Underground Tank Farm $0 1995/06 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FTRI-061 Underground Tank Farm $0 1995/10 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTRI-062 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/10 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


FTRI-063 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/10 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


FTRI-064 Underground Tank Farm $0 1995/06 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRI-065 Underground Tank Farm $0 1995/06 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FTRI-066 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/08 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


FTRI-067 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/08 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


FTRI-068 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/08 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


FTRI-069 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/08 IRP1997/07 Response Complete
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FTRI-070 Underground Tank Farm $0 1996/01 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTRI-071 Underground Tank Farm $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


FTRI-072 Underground Tank Farm $0 1994/11 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTRI-073 Underground Tank Farm $0 1995/05 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FTRI-074 Incinerator $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- KS721382046700 / KANSAS AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $22,712


KAAP-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $95 2006/09 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


KAAP-01 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2004/12 Response Complete


KAAP-02 Landfill $60 2005/08 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


KAAP-03 Landfill $4,451 2007/01 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


KAAP-04 Landfill $5,434 2006/08 IRP2005/12 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


KAAP-05 Landfill $2,560 2007/01 IRP2005/12 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human
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KAAP-09 Burn Area $119 2005/09 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


KAAP-10 Burn Area $563 2007/05 IRP2001/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


KAAP-11 Contaminated Buildings $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


KAAP-12 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


KAAP-13 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


KAAP-15 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


KAAP-16 Industrial Discharge $165 2003/06 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


KAAP-17 Industrial Discharge $301 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


KAAP-18 Industrial Discharge $5,087 2004/05 IRP2002/03 Not Required


KAAP-19 Industrial Discharge $1,912 2007/06 IRP2006/09 Medium
Sed_Marine
Soil


KAAP-20 Industrial Discharge $204 2005/03 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


KAAP-21 Industrial Discharge $218 2005/03 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


KAAP-22 Industrial Discharge $749 2006/12 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
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KAAP-23 Contaminated Buildings $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


KAAP-24 Incinerator $0 1997/09 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


KAAP-25 Spill Site Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


KAAP-26 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


KAAP-27 Landfill $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


KAAP-28 Spill Site Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


KAAP-29 Other $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


KAAP-35 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


KAAP-36 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


KAAP-37 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


KAAP-38 Incinerator $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


KAAP-39 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


KAAP-40 Pistol Range $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


KAAP-41 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2002/09 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


KAAP-42 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete
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KAAP-43 Industrial Discharge $794 2006/06 IRP2005/12 High
Groundwater


Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


PBC AT KANSAS Contaminated Ground Water $0 2007/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


ARMY --- KS721045CE5600 / USARC WICHITA (WALLACE) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 07 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 08 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


Kentucky
ARMY --- KY421382010500 / BLUE GRASS ARMY DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $15,126


BLGR-001 Burn Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $4,839 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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BLGR-002 Contaminated Buildings $0 2004/01 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


BLGR-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,743 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


BLGR-003 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,183 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


BLGR-005 Storage Area $0 2003/09 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


BLGR-006 Burn Area $398 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


BLGR-007 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-008 Contaminated Buildings $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


BLGR-009 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


BLGR-010 Burn Area $0 2003/09 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


BLGR-011 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


BLGR-012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $872 2004/01 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


BLGR-013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


BLGR-014 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-015 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete
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BLGR-016 Storage Area $0 2001/05 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


BLGR-017 Firing Range $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-018 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-020 Landfill $845 1999/09 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


BLGR-021 Incinerator $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


BLGR-022 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-023 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


BLGR-024 Landfill $741 2002/03 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


BLGR-027 Storage Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-028 Storage Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-029 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/08 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


BLGR-030 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


BLGR-031 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


BLGR-032 Burn Area $0 1999/09 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


BLGR-033 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/04 IRP2003/03 Response Complete
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


BLGR-034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


BLGR-035 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


BLGR-037 Storage Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-038 Storage Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-039 Storage Area $0 1992/05 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


BLGR-040 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-041 Storage Area $0 2003/12 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


BLGR-042 Storage Area $0 2003/12 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


BLGR-043 Incinerator $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


BLGR-044 Storage Area $0 2003/07 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


BLGR-045 Incinerator $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-047 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2000/08 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


BLGR-048 Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


BLGR-049 Storage Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-050 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/12 IRP2003/03 Response Complete
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BLGR-051 Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


BLGR-052 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-053 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-054 Storage Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-055 Storage Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


BLGR-056 Storage Area $0 2003/12 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


BLGR-057 Spill Site Area $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


BLGR-058 Contaminated Sediments $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


BLGR-059 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,505 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


BLGR-060 Landfill $0 2003/12 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


ARMY --- KY421402014000 / FORT CAMPBELL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $26,312


FCPB-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $72 2006/09 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


FCPB-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,914 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FCPB-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,502 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FCPB-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $942 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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FCPB-005-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,288 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FCPB-006-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $6,492 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FCPB-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $653 2012/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FCPB-01 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/07 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FCPB-02 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FCPB-03 Landfill $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FCPB-04 Spill Site Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FCPB-05 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


FCPB-06 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/06 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


FCPB-07 Contaminated Buildings $21 2004/04 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FCPB-08 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FCPB-09 Fire/Crash Training Area $28 2002/10 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-10 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $431 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater


FCPB-14 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/07 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FCPB-15 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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FCPB-16 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FCPB-17 Storage Area $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


FCPB-18 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FCPB-19 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FCPB-20 Spill Site Area $0 2003/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FCPB-21 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-22 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FCPB-23 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-24 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $136 2006/09 IRP2005/09 Medium
Soil


FCPB-25 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


FCPB-26 Landfill $141 2003/05 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


FCPB-27 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-28 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-29 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-30 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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FCPB-31 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-32 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FCPB-33 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-34 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FCPB-35 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/12 IRP2002/11 Response Complete


FCPB-36 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/09 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


FCPB-37 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-38 Contaminated Ground Water $6,613 2010/10 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater


FCPB-39 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


FCPB-40 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FCPB-41 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FCPB-42 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-43 Contaminated Buildings $476 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater


FCPB-44 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-45 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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FCPB-46 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/01 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FCPB-47 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


FCPB-48 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FCPB-49 Storage Area $36 2004/10 IRP2003/06 Not Required


FCPB-50 Storage Area $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FCPB-51 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FCPB-52 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,193 2008/06 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater


FCPB-53 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2001/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FCPB-54 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1995/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


FCPB-55 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


FCPB-56 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FCPB-57 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FCPB-58 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $21 2003/07 IRP2001/09 Not Required


FCPB-59 Surface Runoff $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FCPB-60 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete
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FCPB-61 Mixed Waste Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


FCPB-62 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FCPB-63 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FCPB-64 Contaminated Fill $1,220 2011/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


FCPB-65 Firing Range $133 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Soil


ARMY --- KY421372047900 / FORT KNOX Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,776


FTK-008 Incinerator $0 1995/10 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTK-011 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTK-014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1995/10 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTK-018 Washrack $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTK-020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTK-038 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTK-41A Pesticide Shop $0 2000/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FTK-41L Pesticide Shop $0 2000/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FTKX-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $78 2008/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required
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FTKX-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $287 2008/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


FTKX-01 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2003/12 Response Complete


FTKX-02 Landfill $0 2001/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


FTKX-03 Other $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-04 Other $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-05 Other $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-06 Other $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-07 Other $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-09 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-10 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


FTKX-12 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-13 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-15A Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/07 IRP2000/12 Response Complete
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FTKX-15B Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-15C Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-15D Underground Storage Tanks $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTKX-16 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-17 Oil/Water Separator $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-19 Storage Area $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-21 Storage Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


FTKX-22 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTKX-23 Storage Area $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-24 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/01 Medium
Soil


FTKX-25 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-26 Chemical Disposal $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-27 Chemical Disposal $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete
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FTKX-28 Chemical Disposal $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-29 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-30 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Soil


FTKX-31 Storage Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTKX-32 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FTKX-33 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTKX-34 Storage Area $0 1995/10 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-35 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTKX-36 Other $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


FTKX-37 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/05 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTKX-39 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2003/09 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


FTKX-40 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTKX-41 Spill Site Area $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTKX-42 Pesticide Shop $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete
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FTKX-43 Maintenance Yard $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


PBC AT KNOX Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,411 2005/09 IRP1987/09 Not Required


ARMY --- KY421042JY6200 / USARC LEXINGTON (BLUE GRASS) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- KY421042JY4000 / USARC LOUISVILLE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- KY42104KY05400 / USARC MAYSVILLE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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ARMY --- KY42104KY06200 / USARC PADUCAH 01 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- KY421042JY9900 / USARC PADUCAH 02 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Louisiana
ARMY --- LA621045HL0200 / USARC BATON ROUGE (ROBERTS) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


SITE 2 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


SITE 4 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- LA621045OL2100 / USARC BOSSIER CITY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 02 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- LA621045HL1100 / USARC SHREVEPORT 02 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 02 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- LA621045HL1200 / USARC SLIDELL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


Maryland
ARMY --- MD321382135500 / ABERDEEN PROVING GROUND Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $370,300


AAML01 Landfill $632 2000/10 IRP1992/06 Not Required


AAML02 Contaminated Ground Water $144 1994/09 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


AAOA01 Landfill $0 2007/06 IRP2007/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


AAOA02 Surface Disposal Area $98 2006/06 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


AAOA03 Drainage Ditch $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


AAOA04 Spill Site Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


AAOA05 Incinerator $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


AAOA06 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete
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AAOA07 Storage Area $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


AAOA08 Underground Storage Tanks $2,918 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


AAOA10 Washrack $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


AAOA11 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


AAOA12 Firing Range $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


AAOA13 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


AAOA14 Contaminated Sediments $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


AAWB01 Contaminated Ground Water $2,408 2003/10 IRP2000/06 Not Required


AAWB02 Landfill $312 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
SW_Human


AAWB03 Burn Area $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


AAWB04 Contaminated Fill $106 2008/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
SW_Human


AAWP01 Contaminated Sediments $0 1991/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


APG-001-R-01 Open Burn $6,946 2017/10 MMRP2010/09 Not Required
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APG-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $4,815 2016/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-002-R-02 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $5,421 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


APG-002-R-03 Chemical Disposal $1,728 2016/09 MMRP2004/09 Not Required


APG-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $23,388 2016/10 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-003-R-02 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $10,400 2017/10 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


APG-003-R-03 Chemical Disposal $1,914 2011/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


APG-003-R-04 Chemical Disposal $3,855 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $19,570 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


APG-005-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $7,534 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


APG-006-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $20,417 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-007-R-01 Open Burn $6,091 2017/10 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $7,093 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-009-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,145 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-010-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,258 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-011-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $4,192 2011/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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APG-012-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $6,429 2016/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


APG-013-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $4,819 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


APGSC00 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


EABR03-A Landfill $1,097 2000/11 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


EABR03-B Storage Area $933 2007/02 IRP2002/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


EABR03-C Contaminated Ground Water $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


EABR07-A Contaminated Fill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


EABR07-B Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


EABR11-A Chemical Disposal $1,951 2008/09 IRP2000/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


EABR11-B Landfill $426 2008/09 IRP1998/07 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EABR11-C Landfill $6,984 2010/09 IRP2000/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
SW_Fresh
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SW_Human


EABR11-D Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


EABR11-E Incinerator $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


EABR11-F Contaminated Ground Water $3,674 2010/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater


EABR11-G Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


EABR11-H Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


EABR11-I Storage Area $992 2007/02 IRP2004/05 Medium
Soil


EABR15-A Burn Area $2,286 2008/10 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


EABR15-B Landfill $2,783 2007/09 IRP2002/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EABR15-C Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


EABR15-D Contaminated Ground Water $8,096 2009/10 IRP2000/09 High
Groundwater


EABR18-A Contaminated Fill $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


EABR18-B Chemical Disposal $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete
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Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EABR18-C Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


EABR18-D Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


EABR18-E Chemical Disposal $298 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


EABR18-F Contaminated Ground Water $1,253 2008/10 IRP2000/09 High
Groundwater


EABR35-A Maintenance Yard $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


EABR35-B Storage Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


EABR36-A Storage Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


EABR36-B Burn Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


EACC1A-A Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC1A-B Surface Disposal Area $6,061 2009/09 IRP2005/09 Medium
Soil


EACC1D Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC1E Industrial Discharge $988 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EACC1F-A Industrial Discharge $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


EACC1F-B Industrial Discharge $988 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EACC1G-A Maintenance Yard $1,098 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Sed_Human


EACC1G-B Leach Field $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC1H-A Disposal Pit and Dry Well $938 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC1H-B Industrial Discharge $1,052 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EACC1H-C Industrial Discharge $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC1H-D Industrial Discharge $940 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


EACC1H-E Landfill $412 1999/10 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


EACC1H-F Industrial Discharge $2,309 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC1H-G Industrial Discharge $995 2009/09 IRP2007/09 High
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC1I-A Storage Area $968 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


EACC1I-B Storage Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


EACC1J Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,097 2009/09 IRP2005/09 Low
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 162 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EACC1K Landfill $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human


EACC1L-A Burn Area $0 1999/07 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


EACC1L-B Burn Area $1,384 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC2A Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC2B Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC2C Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC2D Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,059 2008/09 IRP2005/09 High
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC2E Incinerator $1,105 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Low
Soil


EACC2F Industrial Discharge $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 High
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC2G Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC2H-A Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC2H-B Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,039 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Low
Soil


EACC2H-C Contaminated Buildings $921 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Medium
Sed_Human


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 163 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


EACC2I-A Maintenance Yard $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC2I-B Maintenance Yard $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC3A Disposal Pit and Dry Well $921 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Medium
Soil


EACC3B Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC3C Underground Tank Farm $1,014 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC3D Underground Storage Tanks $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC3E Industrial Discharge $1,033 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Low
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EACC3F Industrial Discharge $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


EACC3G Industrial Discharge $919 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EACC3H Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EACC3I Storage Area $925 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EACC3J Industrial Discharge $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater


Soil


EACC3K-A Industrial Discharge $925 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Low
Sed_Human
Soil


EACC3K-B Surface Disposal Area $1,501 2009/09 IRP2005/09 Low
Groundwater


EACC3L Industrial Discharge $1,488 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EACC3M-A Waste Treatment Plant $0 1989/12 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


EACC3M-B Incinerator $0 2000/09 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


EACC3N Contaminated Ground Water $32 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACC3O Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Groundwater


EACC3P Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $966 2008/09 IRP2005/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


EACC4A Contaminated Ground Water $23,185 2003/04 IRP2000/07 Not Required


EACC4A-B Contaminated Ground Water $10,823 2009/09 IRP2008/10 High
Groundwater


EACC5A Contaminated Sediments $3,033 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Sed_Human
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EACC5B Contaminated Sediments $2,228 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human


EACC6 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/12 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


EACC7 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1989/12 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


EACI00 Contaminated Sediments $1,943 2004/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI01-A Landfill $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI01-B Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI01-C Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI01-D Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI02-A Landfill $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI02-B Contaminated Fill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI02-C Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI03 Landfill $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI04-A Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI04-B Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI04-C Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EACI04-D Burn Area $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI05-A Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI05-B Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI05-C Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI05-D Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI05-E Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI06-A Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI06-B Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EACI06-C Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI06-D Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI06-E Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI07-A Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI07-B Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI07-C Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EACI08 Landfill $0 2000/06 IRP1996/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EAGQ00 Contaminated Ground Water $1,821 2002/09 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


EAGQ01-A Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ01-B Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ01-C Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ01-D Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ01-E Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ01-F Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ01-G Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ01-H Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ01-I Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ02-A Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ02-B Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ02-C Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ02-D Contaminated Ground Water $183 2007/09 IRP2002/12 High
Groundwater


EAGQ03-A Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EAGQ03-B Chemical Disposal $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ03-C Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ03-D Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAGQ03-E Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAJF00 Burn Area $3,846 2004/04 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF01 Burn Area $2,878 2009/09 IRP2007/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Human


EAJF02 Storage Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF03 Burn Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF04 Burn Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


EAJF05 Burn Area $0 2001/11 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EAJF05-A Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/11 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EAJF05-B Contaminated Ground Water $0 2002/11 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF06 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF07 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EAJF08 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF09 Drainage Ditch $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF10 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF11 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF12 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF13 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EAJF14 Burn Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


EALC00 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/05 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


EALC05-A Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EALC05-B Spill Site Area $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EALC05-C Mixed Waste Area $226 2004/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


EALC05-D Landfill $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


EALC09-A Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EALC09-B Waste Lines $0 2000/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EALC09-C Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EALC09-D Landfill $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EALC09-F Contaminated Ground Water $1,249 2008/10 IRP2006/10 High
Groundwater


EALC13-A Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


EALC13-B Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


EALC13-C Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


EALC13-D Contaminated Ground Water $2,701 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater


EALC17-A Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EALC20 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EALC32 Contaminated Fill $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EALC33 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


EANS01-A Contaminated Ground Water $1,437 1999/10 IRP1996/09 Not Required


EANS01-B Contaminated Ground Water $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EANS01-C Waste Lines $0 1997/11 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EANS01-D Landfill $1,263 1998/10 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EANS01-F Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EANS01-G Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EANS01-H Waste Lines $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EANS01-I Drainage Ditch $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EANS01-J Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EANS01-K Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


EAOE04 Surface Disposal Area $2,169 2010/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE08 Waste Treatment Plant $342 2010/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE12 Surface Disposal Area $626 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


EAOE16 Storage Area $6,398 2010/10 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE19 Contaminated Buildings $2,015 2007/09 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE22 Burn Area $1,420 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE23 Storage Area $622 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE24 Burn Area $229 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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RIP/RC
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SW_Human


EAOE26 Contaminated Ground Water $4,232 2011/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE27 Surface Disposal Area $2,430 2011/09 IRP2008/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE28 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $903 2010/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE29 Surface Disposal Area $3,318 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE30 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $300 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Sed_Fresh


Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE31 Firing Range $267 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE37 Surface Disposal Area $520 2010/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE38 Burn Area $35 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE39 Waste Treatment Plant $21 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
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(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
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SW_Human


EAOE41 Contaminated Ground Water $278 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE42 Spill Site Area $1,502 2011/09 IRP2008/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE43 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $253 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE44 Firing Range $240 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE45 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $231 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
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Soil


SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE46 Contaminated Sediments $159 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE49 Storage Area $172 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Soil


EAOE50 Surface Disposal Area $403 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE51 Small Arms Range $266 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE52 Small Arms Range $678 2011/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
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SW_Fresh


SW_Human


EAOE53 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $710 2011/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOE54 Surface Disposal Area $515 2011/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAOF01 Contaminated Ground Water $36,912 2007/09 IRP1991/09 High
Groundwater


EAOF02 Landfill $5,459 2007/09 IRP2007/04 High
Soil


EAOF03 Contaminated Sediments $3,895 1998/10 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


EAOF04 Contaminated Ground Water $5,215 2009/09 IRP2007/04 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


EAPP00 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


EAWW00 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,482 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
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EAWW02-A Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW02-B Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW02-C Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW02-D Surface Disposal Area $2,329 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAWW02-E Burn Area $125 2007/09 IRP2005/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


EAWW06 Radioactive Waste Area $194 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EAWW10-A Contaminated Fill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW10-B Spill Site Area $1,881 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human
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EAWW10-C Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW10-D Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW10-E Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW10-F Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW14-A Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW14-B Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW14-C Industrial Discharge $638 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


EAWW21-A Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW21-B Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW21-C Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW21-D Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


EAWW21-E Landfill $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


PBC AT APG Contaminated Ground Water $12,616 2009/07 IRP2002/03 Low
Soil


ARMY --- MD321382276200 / ADELPHI LABORATORY CENTER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


HDL 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 02 Spill Site Area $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 07 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 08 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 09 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 10 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 11 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 12 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 13 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


HDL 14 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 15 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 16 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 17 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 18 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 19 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 20 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 21 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 22 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 23 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 24 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 25 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 26 Other $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 27 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 28 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


HDL 29 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 30 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 31 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 32 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 33 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 34 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 35 Spill Site Area $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 36 Spill Site Area $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 37 Spill Site Area $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 38 Contaminated Buildings $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


HDL 40 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


HDL 41 Spill Site Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


HDL 42 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- MD321162026700 / FORT DETRICK Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,836


FTD 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/07 IRP1977/01 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTD 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 03 Waste Lines $0 1994/07 IRP1977/01 Response Complete


FTD 04 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 05 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/02 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTD 06 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 07 Spill Site Area $0 2006/02 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTD 08 Landfill $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


FTD 09 Landfill $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTD 10 Landfill $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 11 Burn Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTD 29 Small Arms Range $0 2006/02 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTD 38 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/07 IRP1977/01 Response Complete


FTD 39 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/07 IRP1977/01 Response Complete


FTD 43 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2006/02 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


FTD 46 Other $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 47 Other $0 1994/07 IRP1977/01 Response Complete


FTD 48 Landfill $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


FTD 49 Chemical Disposal $0 2007/09 IRP2006/08 High
Soil


FTD 50 Landfill $0 2007/05 IRP2006/01 Low
Soil


FTD 51 Landfill $0 2007/09 IRP2007/03 Low
Soil


FTD 52 Storage Area $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 53 Storage Area $0 1994/08 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 54 Waste Treatment Plant $60 2005/12 IRP2005/12 Medium
Soil


FTD 55 Storage Area $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 56 Other $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 57 Storage Area $0 1994/08 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 58 Other $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 59 Other $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTD 60 Other $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 61 Storage Area $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 62 Washrack $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTD 63 Storage Area $0 1994/08 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 64 Other $0 1994/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FTD 65 Pesticide Shop $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTD 66 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


FTD 67 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTD 68 Other $31 2001/03 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


FTD 69 Landfill $0 2008/09 IRP2007/06 Medium
Soil


FTD 71 Landfill $0 2008/09 IRP2007/06 Medium
Soil


FTD 72 Contaminated Ground Water $3 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater


FTD70 Landfill $0 2007/09 IRP2006/11 Medium
Soil


PBC AT DETRICK Contaminated Ground Water $4,742 2008/09 IRP2001/09 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ARMY --- MD321022056700 / FORT MEADE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $26,902


FGGM 03 Spill Site Area $0 1994/08 IRP1982/06 Response Complete


FGGM 05 Spill Site Area $0 1995/12 IRP1992/07 Not Required


FGGM 07 Storage Area $0 2008/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FGGM 08 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


FGGM 10 Landfill $284 1999/09 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


FGGM 11 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


FGGM 13 Contaminated Buildings $400 2007/09 IRP2007/05 Low
Soil


FGGM 14 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/10 IRP1982/06 Response Complete


FGGM 17 Landfill $481 2006/10 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


FGGM 18 Landfill $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


FGGM 19 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1994/10 IRP1982/06 Response Complete


FGGM 20 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $503 2003/08 IRP2003/06 Not Required


FGGM 21 Other $0 1997/06 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FGGM 31 Landfill $284 1999/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FGGM 32 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/08 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


FGGM 33 Contaminated Buildings $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FGGM 36 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FGGM 37 Incinerator $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FGGM 45 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FGGM 47 Contaminated Buildings $477 2008/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


FGGM 49 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FGGM 51 Spill Site Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FGGM 70 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FGGM 71 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FGGM 72 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/01 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FGGM 73 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


FGGM 74 Storage Area $839 2006/12 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater


FGGM 75 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FGGM 78 Other $0 2001/12 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


FGGM 80 Maintenance Yard $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


FGGM 81 Landfill $277 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FGGM 82 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/04 MMRP1989/11 Response Complete


FGGM 83 Contaminated Fill $0 2007/06 IRP2006/09 High
Soil


FGGM 84 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/04 MMRP2001/09 Response Complete


FGGM 85 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,324 1989/11 MMRP1989/11 Response Complete


FGGM 86 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $638 2008/10 IRP2007/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FGGM 87 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2008/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FGGM 88 Maintenance Yard $390 2008/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


FGGM 89 Maintenance Yard $613 2008/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


FGGM 90 Storage Area $422 2008/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater


FGGM 91 Storage Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FGGM 92 Contaminated Ground Water $427 2008/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


FGGM 93 Landfill $7,683 2008/08 IRP2007/09 High
Soil


FGGM-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/06 MMRP2003/06 Response Complete


FGGM-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $318 2003/06 MMRP2003/06 Response Complete


FGGM-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,876 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FGGM-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,715 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FGGM-005-R-01 Small Arms Range $873 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FGGM-006-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,028 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FGGM-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $295 1989/11 MMRP1989/11 Response Complete


PBC AT MEADE Industrial Discharge $4,755 2008/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


ARMY --- MD32104MD01200 / USARC FREDERICK (FLAIR) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 2 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Washrack $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 6 Other $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 8 Leach Field $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


Massachusetts
ARMY --- MA12104MA00400 / BOSTON USARC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SITE 02 Washrack $0 2005/09 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 10 Oil/Water Separator $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- MA121042027000 / DEVENS RESERVE TRAINING FACILITY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $34,294


FTDV-001 Incinerator $0 1994/02 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,602 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDV-002 Incinerator $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,632 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDV-003 Incinerator $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 191 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTDV-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,166 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDV-004 Incinerator $2,000 2004/03 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTDV-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,530 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDV-005 Landfill $3,500 2004/03 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTDV-005-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,530 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDV-006 Landfill $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTDV-006-R-01 Open Burn $3,301 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDV-007 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,668 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDV-008 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-0086 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/03 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FTDV-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $113 2015/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTDV-009 Landfill $80 2003/03 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTDV-009-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $92 2015/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTDV-010 Landfill $0 1994/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTDV-010-R-01 Small Arms Range $92 2015/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTDV-011 Landfill $26 2003/03 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTDV-012 Landfill $26 2003/03 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


FTDV-013 Landfill $26 2003/03 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


FTDV-014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTDV-015 Burn Area $0 1995/04 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


FTDV-016 Landfill $0 1994/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTDV-017 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1995/12 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FTDV-018 Landfill $0 1998/05 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTDV-019 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTDV-020 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTDV-021 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


FTDV-022 Storage Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-023 Storage Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-024 Storage Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete
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3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTDV-025 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $781 1998/05 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


FTDV-026 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $725 1998/05 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


FTDV-027 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $869 1998/05 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


FTDV-028 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTDV-029 Storage Area $0 1994/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTDV-030 Storage Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FTDV-031 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/01 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTDV-032 Storage Area $0 1999/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


FTDV-033 Pesticide Shop $0 1994/10 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTDV-034 Pesticide Shop $0 1994/10 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTDV-035 Pesticide Shop $0 1994/12 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTDV-036 Pesticide Shop $0 1994/10 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTDV-037 Pesticide Shop $0 1994/11 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-038 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTDV-039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/01 IRP1995/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTDV-040 Landfill $232 2003/03 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


FTDV-041 Landfill $870 2003/03 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


FTDV-042 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


FTDV-043 Underground Tank Farm $874 1999/06 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FTDV-044 Spill Site Area $0 1995/12 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FTDV-045 Washrack $0 1994/06 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTDV-046 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-047 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTDV-048 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


FTDV-049 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/11 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTDV-050 Underground Storage Tanks $870 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTDV-051 Spill Site Area $0 1995/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTDV-052 Spill Site Area $0 1995/12 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FTDV-053 Spill Site Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-054 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete
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FTDV-055 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-056 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTDV-057 Spill Site Area $45 2003/10 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTDV-058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/11 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTDV-059 Spill Site Area $0 1994/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTDV-060 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1992/12 MMRP1992/12 Response Complete


FTDV-061 Storage Area $0 1999/09 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTDV-064 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FTDV-066 Spill Site Area $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTDV-070 Storm Drain $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTDV-071 Maintenance Yard $0 2004/03 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTDV-072 Contaminated Sediments $3,163 2004/03 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTDV-073 Storm Drain $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTDV-075 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


FTDV-076 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1994/10 Response Complete
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FTDV-077 Underground Storage Tanks $1,449 1998/09 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


FTDV-079 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1997/09 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTDV-080 Spill Site Area $32 1998/07 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTDV-081 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTDV-082 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


FTDV-083 Maintenance Yard $0 2002/03 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTDV-084 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/12 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


ARMY --- MA121382063100 / SOLDIER SYSTEMS CENTER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $7,003


NRDEC-02 Incinerator $0 1994/04 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


NRDEC-03 Contaminated Buildings $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


NRDEC-04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


NRDEC-05 Storage Area $0 2004/04 IRP2001/12 Not Required


NRDEC-06 Contaminated Fill $100 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Soil
SW_Fresh


NRDEC-07 Storage Area $889 2007/09 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
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Sed_Human


SW_Fresh
SW_Human


NRDEC-08 Other $0 1993/05 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


NRDEC-09 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $557 2008/10 IRP2008/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


NRDEC-10 Spill Site Area $1,345 2007/09 IRP2006/06 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
SW_Fresh


NRDEC-11 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2006/11 IRP2006/11 Low
Groundwater


NRDEC-12 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $52 2008/10 IRP2008/10 Low
Soil


NRDEC-13 Spill Site Area $0 2005/04 IRP2005/04 Response Complete


NRDEC-14 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $70 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


NRDEC-15 Contaminated Sediments $0 1999/09 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


NRDEC-16 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2006/11 IRP2006/07 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
SW_Fresh


NRDEC-17 Contaminated Sediments $437 2007/09 IRP2006/06 High
Sed_Fresh
SW_Fresh


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 198 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SW_Human


PBC @ SSC Contaminated Ground Water $3,553 2006/11 IRP2005/03 Low
Soil


Michigan
ARMY --- MI521182603500 / FORT CUSTER TRAINING CENTER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


FCTC-01 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


FCTC-03 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- MI521382683200 / USAG MICHIGAN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $13,202


TCSA-12 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


TCSA-15 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/03 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


TCSA-16 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/03 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


TCSA-17 Underground Tank Farm $0 1994/12 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


USAGS-001-R-01 Firing Range $2,839 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


USAGS-002-R-01 Firing Range $2,021 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


USAGS-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,109 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


USAGS-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,907 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


USAGS-005-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,261 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


USAGS-006-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,907 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


USAGS-007-R-01 Small Arms Range $897 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


USAGS-008-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,261 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


ARMY --- MI521044JG1500 / USARC BATTLE CREEK (AMSA 42) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 10 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/06 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 7 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 8 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 9 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/06 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- MI521044J21000 / USARC DETROIT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


Minnesota
ARMY --- MN521042085300 / FORT SNELLING USARC/AMSA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


FTSNG-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $0 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSNG-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $0 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSNG-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $0 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSNG-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


SITE 1 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 11 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 12 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 13 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 14 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 15 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete
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SITE 16 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 17 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 18 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 19 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 2 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 20 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 21 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 22 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 23 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 24 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 25 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 26 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 27 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 28 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 29 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 3 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 30 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 31 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 32 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 33 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 34 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 35 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 5 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 6 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 7 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 8 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 9 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- MN521044723900 / USARC CAMBRIDGE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- MN521042245100 / USARC DULUTH Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- MN521044724200 / USARC FARIBAULT (BEEBE) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 2 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 5 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete
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SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 7 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 8 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


Mississippi
ARMY --- MS421382296600 / MISSISSIPPI AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $8,413


MSAAP-001 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $5,407 2017/10 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


MSAAP-002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,006 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


MSAAP-003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-004 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-006 Incinerator $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-007 Spill Site Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-008 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-009 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete
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MSAAP-010 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-011 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-012 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-013 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-014 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-015 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-016 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-017 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-018 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-019 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-020 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-021 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-022 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-023 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-024 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete
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MSAAP-025 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-026 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-027 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-028 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-029 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-030 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-031 Waste Lines $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-032 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-033 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-034 Oil/Water Separator $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-035 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-036 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-037 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-038 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-039 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 207 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


MSAAP-040 Washrack $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-041 Washrack $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-042 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-043 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-044 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-045 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


MSAAP-046 Spill Site Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


Missouri
ARMY --- MO721372097900 / FORT LEONARD WOOD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $38,170


FLW-001 Landfill $516 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-002 Landfill $3,397 2008/08 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


FLW-003 Landfill $7,751 2008/08 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
SW_Fresh
SW_Human
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FLW-004 Landfill $0 2000/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


FLW-005 Landfill $0 2000/10 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FLW-006 Landfill $2,601 2010/09 IRP2008/09 Low
SW_Fresh


FLW-007 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-008 Landfill $525 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-009 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-010 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-011 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-012 Landfill $3,647 2010/10 IRP2010/04 Low
SW_Fresh


FLW-013 Landfill $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


FLW-014 Landfill $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


FLW-015 Landfill $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


FLW-016 Landfill $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


FLW-017 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-018 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete
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FLW-019 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-020 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-021 Incinerator $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-022 Incinerator $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-023 Incinerator $0 1992/06 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-024 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-025 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-026 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-027 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/12 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-028 Fire/Crash Training Area $171 2009/10 IRP2009/09 Low
Soil


FLW-029 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-030 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FLW-031 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-032 Burn Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FLW-033A Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1988/07 Response Complete
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FLW-033B Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/03 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-033C Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/03 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-033D Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/04 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-033F Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/12 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-033G Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/11 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-033H Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-033I Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-033J Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/06 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-033K Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/06 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-034 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-035 Storage Area $0 1993/05 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-036 Storage Area $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-037 Pesticide Shop $0 2006/04 IRP2006/04 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human
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FLW-038 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


FLW-039 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


FLW-040 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FLW-042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


FLW-043 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


FLW-044 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/11 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


FLW-045 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/11 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


FLW-046 Contaminated Fill $0 1995/07 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


FLW-047 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FLW-048 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/01 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


FLW-049 Storage Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


FLW-050 Storage Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


FLW-051 Storage Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


FLW-052 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


FLW-053 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/04 IRP1993/04 Response Complete
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FLW-054 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/04 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


FLW-055 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/04 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


FLW-056 Spill Site Area $3,226 2006/09 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


FLW-057 Storage Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


FLW-058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


FLW-059 Landfill $3,211 2010/10 IRP2007/12 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
SW_Fresh


FLW-060 Landfill $2,019 2010/09 IRP2009/10 Medium
Sed_Fresh


FTLWD-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $4,218 2012/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTLWD-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $228 2006/09 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


FTLWD-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,390 2012/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTLWD-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $776 2011/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTLWD-005-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,005 2013/09 MMRP2011/07 Not Required
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FTLWD-006-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,489 2012/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


ARMY --- MO721045FM0500 / USARC JEFFERSON CITY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 07 Other $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 08 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- MO721045FM2700 / USARC KIRKSVILLE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Montana
ARMY --- MT821402059200 / FORT MISSOULA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


ABATEMENT Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/03 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


ACM-SURVEY Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete
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FTM-07 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTM-08 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-09 Washrack $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-10 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-11 Leach Field $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-12 Pesticide Shop $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-13 Washrack $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-14 Industrial Discharge $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-15 Landfill $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-16 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FTM-17 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


FUTURE Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


LEADSURVEY Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/02 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


SITE 02 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete
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SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/02 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


SITE 06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


UXO Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/01 MMRP1996/10 Response Complete


ARMY --- MT821042208700 / USARC BILLINGS (AMSA 5-G) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 11 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 2 Other $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 3 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SITE 4 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 7 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete
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SITE 8 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


SITE 9 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ARMY --- MT821046FF0900 / USARC GREAT FALLS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/07 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 04 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/07 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 05 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


Nebraska
ARMY --- NE721042378300 / USARC COLUMBUS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Leach Field $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- NE721045CG0400 / USARC FAIRBURY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete
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ARMY --- NE721045CG0800 / USARC GRAND ISLAND Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


ARMY --- NE72104NE00500 / USARC HASTINGS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


ARMY --- NE721045CG1200 / USARC KEARNEY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 02 Oil/Water Separator $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- NE721045CG2700 / USARC MCCOOK Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- NE721042389700 / USARC WYMORE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete
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New Hampshire
ARMY --- NH121042174800 / USARC ROCHESTER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/05 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 06 Other $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 07 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/05 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 08 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 09 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SITE 10 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


New Jersey
ARMY --- NJ221402260600 / CAMP KILMER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $638


CK-05 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/11 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


CK-06 Maintenance Yard $500 2001/11 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


CK-07 Chemical Disposal $0 2003/08 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


CK-09 Contaminated Ground Water $138 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete
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ARMY --- NJ221042027500 / FORT DIX Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $20,117


FTDX-001-R-01 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,092 2012/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDX-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $959 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDX-003-R-01 Firing Range $1,722 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDX-004-R-01 Firing Range $32 2007/09 MMRP2007/09 Not Required


FTDX-005-R-01 Firing Range $1,509 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDX-006-R-01 Firing Range $1,509 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTDX-02 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-03 Incinerator $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


FTDX-04 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


FTDX-05 Spill Site Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTDX-05B Spill Site Area $629 2005/03 IRP2004/05 Not Required


FTDX-06 Pesticide Shop $31 2005/12 IRP2005/12 Low
Soil


FTDX-07 Spill Site Area $1,449 2006/02 IRP2002/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Human


FTDX-08 Small Arms Range $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete
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FTDX-10 Landfill $3,244 1996/11 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


FTDX-11 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


FTDX-12 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


FTDX-13 Underground Tank Farm $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


FTDX-14 Landfill $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-15 Landfill $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-16 Landfill $160 2007/02 IRP2007/02 High
Groundwater


FTDX-17 Landfill $58 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTDX-18 Storage Area $160 2007/02 IRP2007/02 High
Groundwater


FTDX-19 Underground Storage Tanks $454 2004/11 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


FTDX-19A Underground Storage Tanks $819 2006/08 IRP2004/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTDX-21 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-22 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Soil


FTDX-23 Storage Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete
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FTDX-24 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Sed_Human


SW_Human


FTDX-25 Spill Site Area $78 2004/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


FTDX-26 Underground Storage Tanks $100 2005/12 IRP2005/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTDX-27 Storage Area $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


FTDX-28 Spill Site Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTDX-29 Storage Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-30 Storage Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTDX-31 Spill Site Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-32 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTDX-33 Landfill $568 2006/05 IRP2003/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
SW_Human


FTDX-34 Spill Site Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTDX-35 Spill Site Area $51 2005/06 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


FTDX-36 Contaminated Ground Water $50 2007/05 IRP2007/05 High
Groundwater
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FTDX-37 Spill Site Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-38 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-39 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FTDX-40 Contaminated Ground Water $5,443 2005/03 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- NJ221382059700 / FORT MONMOUTH Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $4,672


FTMM-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,198 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTMM-02 Landfill $233 2001/06 IRP2000/03 Not Required


FTMM-03 Landfill $129 2001/02 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTMM-04 Landfill $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


FTMM-05 Landfill $159 2001/06 IRP1999/11 Not Required


FTMM-06 Burn Area $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


FTMM-07 Incinerator $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-08 Landfill $199 2001/03 IRP1999/12 Not Required


FTMM-09 Spill Site Area $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-10 Storage Area $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete
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FTMM-11 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-12 Landfill $240 2001/03 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


FTMM-13 Incinerator $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-14 Landfill $0 2000/12 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


FTMM-15 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/11 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


FTMM-16 Pesticide Shop $0 1999/02 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTMM-17 Pesticide Shop $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-18 Landfill $113 2001/03 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTMM-19 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


FTMM-20 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTMM-21 Pistol Range $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-22 Industrial Discharge $169 2001/01 IRP1996/06 Not Required


FTMM-23 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


FTMM-24 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-25 Landfill $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete
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FTMM-26 Pistol Range $0 1997/07 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


FTMM-27 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


FTMM-28 Pesticide Shop $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


FTMM-29 Spill Site Area $0 1998/02 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


FTMM-30 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-31 Contaminated Fill $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


FTMM-32 Storage Area $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


FTMM-33 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/12 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


FTMM-34 Leach Field $0 2000/11 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


FTMM-35 Contaminated Buildings $167 2000/11 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


FTMM-38 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTMM-42 Spill Site Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


FTMM-43 Small Arms Range $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTMM-44 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/01 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTMM-45 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/01 IRP1994/09 Response Complete
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FTMM-47 Spill Site Area $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


FTMM-48 Spill Site Area $0 1997/01 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTMM-49 Contaminated Buildings $0 2001/01 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


FTMM-50 Storage Area $0 1997/01 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTMM-53 Underground Tank Farm $696 2001/02 IRP1993/08 Not Required


FTMM-54 Underground Tank Farm $148 2001/03 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


FTMM-55 Underground Tank Farm $82 2001/03 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


FTMM-56 Maintenance Yard $153 2001/03 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


FTMM-57 Underground Tank Farm $119 2001/03 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


FTMM-58 Underground Tank Farm $135 2001/03 IRP1992/03 Not Required


FTMM-59 Spill Site Area $131 2001/03 IRP2000/08 Not Required


FTMM-61 Underground Storage Tanks $226 2001/03 IRP2000/09 Not Required


FTMM-62 Spill Site Area $0 2001/03 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


FTMM-63 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTMM-64 Underground Tank Farm $137 2001/06 IRP2000/02 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 226 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMM-66 Above Ground Storage Tank $238 2003/02 IRP2002/06 Not Required


ARMY --- NJ221382070400 / PICATINNY ARSENAL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $146,368


PCB PICATINNY Contaminated Ground Water $0 2007/09 IRP2001/09 Low
Groundwater


PICA-001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $142 2007/09 IRP2007/02 High
Soil


PICA-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,747 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


PICA-002 Burn Area $1,199 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


PICA-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,747 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


PICA-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $20,948 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


PICA-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $25,529 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


PICA-005-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,736 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


PICA-006 Waste Lines $365 2007/09 IRP2006/12 High
Soil


PICA-006-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,997 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


PICA-007 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,868 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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PICA-008 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $2,400 2007/08 IRP2005/06 Medium
Groundwater


Sed_Human
Soil


PICA-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $19,167 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


PICA-009-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $6,337 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


PICA-010 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-010-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $6,807 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


PICA-011 Storage Area $96 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-011-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $6,940 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


PICA-012 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-013 Storage Area $986 2011/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


PICA-015 Contaminated Sediments $96 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


PICA-018 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-020 Spill Site Area $901 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete
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PICA-021 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-022 Above Ground Storage Tank $1,302 2007/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


PICA-029 Storage Area $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


PICA-036 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-037 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-047 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-050 Spill Site Area $445 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


PICA-052 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-053 Spill Site Area $0 2005/05 IRP2005/05 Response Complete


PICA-054 Spill Site Area $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-055 Spill Site Area $0 2001/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


PICA-056 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-057 Contaminated Sediments $97 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Sed_Human
SW_Human
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PICA-058 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $259 2010/10 IRP2007/03 High
Groundwater


Sed_Human
Soil


PICA-059 Spill Site Area $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-060 Spill Site Area $0 2001/06 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


PICA-061 Spill Site Area $0 2001/06 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


PICA-063 Spill Site Area $0 2002/05 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


PICA-064 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-065 Landfill $356 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


PICA-066 Landfill $242 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


PICA-067 Landfill $257 2006/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater


PICA-068 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-069 Storage Area $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


PICA-070 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-071 Storage Area $305 2011/06 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater


PICA-072 Storage Area $4,709 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Soil
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PICA-073 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-074 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-075 Storage Area $969 2008/09 IRP2007/06 Medium
Soil


PICA-076 Waste Treatment Plant $1,870 2007/01 IRP2002/02 Medium
Groundwater
SW_Human


PICA-077 Waste Treatment Plant $813 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


PICA-078 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2001/03 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


PICA-079 Waste Treatment Plant $2,675 2007/07 IRP2005/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


PICA-080 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-081 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-082 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-083 Storage Area $0 2000/08 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


PICA-084 Storage Area $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


PICA-085 Storage Area $1,588 2009/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-086 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete
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PICA-087 Storage Area $0 2001/06 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


PICA-088 Storage Area $0 1997/06 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


PICA-089 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-091 Spill Site Area $1,018 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


PICA-092 Contaminated Fill $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-093 Landfill $449 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


PICA-094 Contaminated Buildings $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


PICA-095 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-096 Contaminated Buildings $2,027 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Medium
Soil


PICA-097 Oil/Water Separator $189 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-098 Storage Area $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


PICA-099 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-100 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-101 Contaminated Buildings $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete
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PICA-102 Surface Disposal Area $418 2007/09 IRP2007/02 High
Soil


PICA-103 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-104 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-105 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-106 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-107 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-108 Spill Site Area $868 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-109 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-110 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/08 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


PICA-111 Contaminated Buildings $927 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-112 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-113 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-114 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


PICA-115 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-116 Burn Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete
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CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


PICA-117 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-118 Contaminated Buildings $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


PICA-119 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-120 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/08 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


PICA-121 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-122 Contaminated Buildings $189 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-123 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-124 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-125 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-126 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-127 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-128 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-129 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-130 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-131 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


PICA-132 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-133 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-134 Contaminated Buildings $402 2008/10 IRP2008/10 Low
Soil


PICA-135 Contaminated Buildings $433 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Soil


PICA-136 Spill Site Area $210 2009/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


PICA-137 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-138 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-139 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-140 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-141 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-142 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-143 Contaminated Buildings $397 2007/09 IRP2007/02 High
Soil


PICA-144 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-145 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete
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PICA-146 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-147 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-148 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-149 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-150 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-151 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-152 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-153 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-154 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-155 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $190 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Soil


PICA-156 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-157 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-158 Maintenance Yard $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


PICA-159 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-160 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
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(yyyy/mm)
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Program
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


PICA-161 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


PICA-162 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $339 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater


PICA-163 Surface Disposal Area $867 2007/09 IRP2007/02 High
Sed_Human
Soil


PICA-164 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-165 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-166 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-167 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-168 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-169 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-170 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-171 Storage Area $335 2007/09 IRP2007/02 High
Soil


PICA-172 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-173 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-174 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete
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PICA-175 Storage Area $527 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-176 Contaminated Fill $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


PICA-177 Waste Lines $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


PICA-178 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-179 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-180 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-181 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


PICA-182 Firing Range $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


PICA-183 Storage Area $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


PICA-184 Contaminated Buildings $189 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-185 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-186 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-187 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-188 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-189 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete
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PICA-190 Storage Area $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


PICA-191 Spill Site Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-192 Contaminated Fill $108 2006/12 IRP2006/12 High
Soil


PICA-193 Contaminated Sediments $926 2006/09 IRP2004/04 High
Sed_Human


PICA-194 Contaminated Sediments $0 2000/08 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


PICA-195 Storage Area $960 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Soil


PICA-197 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


PICA-198 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


PICA-199 Contaminated Buildings $374 2007/09 IRP2007/02 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


PICA-200 Contaminated Buildings $151 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil
SW_Human


PICA-201 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


PICA-202 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


PICA-203 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-204 Contaminated Ground Water $3,385 2007/09 IRP2007/02 High
Groundwater
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Program
Category
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PICA-205 Contaminated Buildings $1,486 2007/09 IRP2005/12 High
Groundwater


PICA-206 Contaminated Ground Water $1,828 2007/09 IRP2006/08 High
Groundwater


PICA-207 Contaminated Buildings $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


PICA-208 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


PICA-209 Contaminated Buildings $281 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


PICA-210 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


New Mexico
ARMY --- NM621045BH0200 / USARC ALBUQUERQUE (JENKINS) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 2 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 3 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Program
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Relative-Risk
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ARMY --- NM621412096000 / WHITE SANDS MISSILE RANGE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $93,435


WSMR-001-R-01 Firing Range $48 2017/09 MMRP2003/05 Not Required


WSMR-002-R-01 Firing Range $162 2017/09 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


WSMR-003-R-01 Firing Range $14,039 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


WSMR-004-R-01 Firing Range $4,323 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


WSMR-005-R-01 Firing Range $16,961 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


WSMR-006-R-01 Firing Range $17,869 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


WSMR-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/07 IRP1979/04 Response Complete


WSMR-02 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1997/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WSMR-03 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1997/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WSMR-04 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WSMR-05 Landfill $440 2007/09 IRP2004/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-08 Firing Range $0 1997/07 IRP1979/04 Response Complete


WSMR-09 Mixed Waste Area $7 2006/09 IRP1998/04 Medium
Soil


WSMR-11 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/08 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


WSMR-12 Burn Area $0 1997/07 IRP1996/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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WSMR-13 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1997/07 IRP1979/04 Response Complete


WSMR-14 Landfill $1,375 2004/09 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


WSMR-15 Landfill $0 1990/09 IRP1979/04 Response Complete


WSMR-17 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-18 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1979/04 Response Complete


WSMR-19 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1979/04 Response Complete


WSMR-20 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-23 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-24 Incinerator $0 1996/08 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


WSMR-27 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/07 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


WSMR-29 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1996/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


WSMR-30 Sewage Treatment Plant $33 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-31 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-32 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-33 Storage Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil
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WSMR-34 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/07 IRP1988/09 Response Complete


WSMR-35 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


WSMR-36 Oil/Water Separator $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-37 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1995/12 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


WSMR-39 Landfill $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


WSMR-40 Landfill $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


WSMR-41 Spill Site Area $201 1995/05 IRP1995/01 Not Required


WSMR-42 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-43 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


WSMR-44 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/07 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


WSMR-45 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-46 Leach Field $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-47 Waste Lines $0 1997/07 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


WSMR-48 Waste Lines $0 1997/07 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


WSMR-49 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete
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WSMR-50 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/07 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


WSMR-52 Landfill $1,232 2010/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater


WSMR-53 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-54 Spill Site Area $3,821 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater


WSMR-55 Spill Site Area $10,305 2011/09 IRP1994/07 Medium
Groundwater


WSMR-56 Waste Lines $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-57 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


WSMR-58 Landfill $0 1996/09 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


WSMR-59 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-60 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-61 Landfill $13,033 2009/09 IRP2008/09 Low
Groundwater


WSMR-62 Drainage Ditch $4,359 2009/10 IRP2009/09 Low
Groundwater


WSMR-66 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/07 IRP1979/04 Response Complete


WSMR-67 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


WSMR-68 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/07 IRP1992/08 Response Complete
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WSMR-69 Leach Field $0 1997/07 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


WSMR-70 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


WSMR-71 Landfill $22 2006/09 IRP1998/01 Low
Soil


WSMR-72 Landfill $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


WSMR-73 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-74 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-75 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


WSMR-76 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 1997/07 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


WSMR-77 Incinerator $0 1997/07 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


WSMR-78 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Soil


WSMR-79 Washrack $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


WSMR-80 Washrack $0 1997/07 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WSMR-81 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


WSMR-82 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


WSMR-83 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Low
Soil
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WSMR-84 Landfill $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


WSMR-85 Contaminated Ground Water $5,205 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater


New York
ARMY --- NY221042161500 / AMITYVILLE USARC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 02 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 04 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 07 Spill Site Area $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


ARMY --- NY221402028100 / FORT DRUM Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $22,620


FTD-001 Storage Area $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-002 Firing Range $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


FTD-003 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1994/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FTD-004 Oil/Water Separator $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete
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FTD-005 Waste Lines $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-006 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-007 Landfill $5,335 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


FTD-008 Landfill $438 1999/09 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


FTD-009 Landfill $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-010 Landfill $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-011 Landfill $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-012 Landfill $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


FTD-013 Landfill $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-014 Landfill $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-020 Landfill $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-022 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


FTD-024 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete
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FTD-025 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTD-027 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-028 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


FTD-030A Underground Tank Farm $591 2006/12 IRP2005/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTD-030B Underground Tank Farm $256 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Not Required


FTD-030C Underground Tank Farm $225 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Not Required


FTD-030D Underground Tank Farm $2,688 2006/06 IRP2005/05 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


FTD-030E Underground Tank Farm $5,266 2007/05 IRP2004/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


FTD-030F Underground Tank Farm $6,185 2006/12 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


FTD-031 Chemical Disposal $41 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Not Required
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FTD-032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


FTD-033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1981/07 IRP1981/07 Response Complete


FTD-072 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/06 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FTD-073 Maintenance Yard $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-074 Waste Lines $0 1997/09 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTD-075 Maintenance Yard $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-076 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/07 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


FTD-077 Storage Area $0 1993/10 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTD-079 Incinerator $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-081 Spill Site Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


FTD-082 Storage Area $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


FTD-083 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


FTD-085 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


FTD-086 Spill Site Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


FTD-087 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/07 IRP1995/01 Response Complete
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FTD-088 Spill Site Area $38 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTD-089 Underground Storage Tanks $161 2005/05 IRP2005/05 Not Required


FTD-090 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FTD-091 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $1,396 2002/01 IRP2001/09 Not Required


FTD-092 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTD-093 Drainage Ditch $0 1997/11 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


FTD-094 Pesticide Shop $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


FTD-110 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1995/03 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FTD-111 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1995/03 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


FTD-112 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FTD-113 Storage Area $0 1996/12 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


ARMY --- NY221022089700 / FORT TOTTEN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


FTTO-001-R-01 Contaminated Sediments $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTTO-002-R-01 Contaminated Sediments $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTTO-003-R-01 Contaminated Sediments $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete
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FTTO-004-R-01 Contaminated Sediments $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTTO-01 Landfill $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FTTO-02 Contaminated Fill $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FTTO-03 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


FTTO-04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


FTTO-05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


FTTO-06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/12 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTTO-11 Storage Area $0 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


FTTO-12 Contaminated Fill $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FTTO-21 Other $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


FTTO-22 Other $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


FTTO-23 Spill Site Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FTTO-24 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


FTTO-25 Landfill $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


FTTO-28 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete
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FTTO-29 Other $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


FTTO-30 Other $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FTTO-31 Other $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- NY221041DM2800 / USARC GLENS FALLS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


ARMY --- NY2210417MG100 / USARC NEWBURGH (STEWART FIELD) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 05 Other $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


ARMY --- NY221041DMZ200 / USARC NIAGARA FALLS (AMSA 5) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete
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SITE 05 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 07 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 08 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 09 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 11 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 12 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 13 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 14 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 15 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 16 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 17 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 18 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 19 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete
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SITE 20 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 21 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 22 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 23 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 24 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 25 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


ARMY --- NY221042144200 / USARC POUGHKEEPSIE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


ARMY --- NY221382094000 / WATERVLIET ARSENAL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,096


WVA-001-R-01 Firing Range $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


WVAA-01 Spill Site Area $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-02 Spill Site Area $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-03 Spill Site Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete
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WVAA-04 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-05 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-06 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-07 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-08 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-09 Industrial Discharge $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


WVAA-10 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-12 Dip Tank $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-13 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-14 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-15 Spill Site Area $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-16 Mixed Waste Area $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


WVAA-17 Mixed Waste Area $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


WVAA-18 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-20 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete
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WVAA-21 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


WVAA-22 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


WVAA-23 Storage Area $0 1997/04 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


WVAA-24 Waste Lines $0 2001/08 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


WVAA-25 Maintenance Yard $753 2003/12 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


WVAA-26 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


WVAA-27 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2001/09 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


WVAA-28 Spill Site Area $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-29 Storage Area $0 1997/04 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


WVAA-30 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-31 Incinerator $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


WVAA-32 Contaminated Ground Water $1,343 2005/09 IRP2003/05 Not Required


WVAA-33 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


ARMY --- NY221462091500 / WEST POINT MIL RESERVATION Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $26,245


WSTPT-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $7,896 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required
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WSTPT-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $891 2011/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


WSTPT-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/07 MMRP2006/07 Not Required


WSTPT-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/07 MMRP2006/07 Not Required


WSTPT-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,012 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


WSTPT-01 Landfill $905 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


WSTPT-010-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/07 MMRP2006/07 Not Required


WSTPT-011-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $950 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


WSTPT-012-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,345 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


WSTPT-013-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/07 MMRP2006/07 Not Required


WSTPT-015-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,310 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


WSTPT-016-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/07 MMRP2006/07 Not Required


WSTPT-017-R-01 Small Arms Range $3,935 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


WSTPT-02 Landfill $278 2002/07 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


WSTPT-03 Landfill $274 2002/07 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


WSTPT-04 Landfill $715 2001/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete
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WSTPT-05 Landfill $796 1997/01 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


WSTPT-06 Landfill $1,465 2001/07 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


WSTPT-07A Landfill $1,054 2001/07 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


WSTPT-07B Landfill $0 1984/12 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


WSTPT-07C Landfill $0 1990/11 IRP1990/11 Response Complete


WSTPT-08 Landfill $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


WSTPT-09 Landfill $391 2001/07 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


WSTPT-10 Landfill $230 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


WSTPT-11 Landfill $1,257 2001/03 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


WSTPT-11A Landfill $529 2001/09 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


WSTPT-12 Landfill $0 1984/12 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


WSTPT-12A Landfill $0 1996/10 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


WSTPT-13 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


WSTPT-14 Landfill $0 1991/04 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


WSTPT-15A Landfill $0 1996/05 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 258 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


WSTPT-15B Landfill $183 1996/03 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


WSTPT-16 Landfill $223 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


WSTPT-23A Landfill $0 1984/12 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


WSTPT-35A Landfill $182 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


WSTPT-44 Firing Range $0 1998/01 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


WSTPT-45 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


WSTPT-47 Landfill $0 1997/03 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


WSTPT-48 Landfill $424 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


WSTPT-49 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/12 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


WSTPT-50 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


North Carolina
ARMY --- NC421042204600 / USARC ALBEMARLE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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ARMY --- NC42104NC01700 / USARC FORT BRAGG Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 07 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- NC421183752000 / WILMINGTON OMS #17 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


LUST SITE Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/04 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


North Dakota
ARMY --- ND821042260800 / USARC FARGO Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


SITE 2 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 4 Washrack $0 1998/09 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 260 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 8 Storage Area $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


Ohio
ARMY --- OH521042157900 / USARC AKRON (SCHAFFNER) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 2 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 5 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 7 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 8 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 9 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OH521042255700 / USARC AKRON (WOODFORD) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete
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SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 06 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OH521044160500 / USARC COLUMBUS (300) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OH52104OH07800 / USARC COLUMBUS (AMSA 56) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 10 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 11 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 12 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


SITE 13 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1989/07 Response Complete
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SITE 2 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 8 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 9 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OH5210443N3300 / USARC COLUMBUS (ASF 33) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OH521042380200 / USARC COLUMBUS (WHITEHALL) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete
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SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OH521044161400 / USARC KENTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OH521042189900 / USARC MANSFIELD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OH521044162300 / USARC SPRINGFIELD, OH Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete
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SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


Oklahoma
ARMY --- OK621045HK0800 / AFRC BROKEN ARROW (AMSA 20) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Oil/Water Separator $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 07 Other $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 08 Other $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 09 Other $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 10 Other $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete
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ARMY --- OK6210450K2200 / AFRC MIDWEST CITY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 2 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 8 Storage Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK621372084600 / FORT SILL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $42,158


FSILL-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $40,340 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


FTSL-001 Landfill $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-002 Landfill $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-003 Landfill $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-004 Landfill $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-005 Landfill $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete
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FTSL-006 Landfill $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-007 Landfill $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


FTSL-008 Landfill $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


FTSL-009 Landfill $73 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


FTSL-010 Landfill $267 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSL-011 Landfill $267 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSL-012 Landfill $267 2002/09 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


FTSL-013 Landfill $267 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSL-014 Landfill $280 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSL-015 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSL-016 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSL-017 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/05 Response Complete


FTSL-018 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/05 Response Complete


FTSL-019 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-020 Landfill $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete
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FTSL-021 Landfill $0 2001/07 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTSL-022 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTSL-023 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTSL-024 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTSL-025 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTSL-026 Burn Area $0 2001/07 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FTSL-027 Burn Area $0 2001/07 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FTSL-028 Burn Area $0 2001/07 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTSL-029 Burn Area $0 2001/07 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-030 Burn Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


FTSL-031 Burn Area $0 2001/07 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-032 Burn Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


FTSL-033 Burn Area $0 2001/07 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-036 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTSL-037 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete
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FTSL-038 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTSL-039 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-040 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSL-041 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-042 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


FTSL-043 Storage Area $0 1993/02 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


FTSL-044 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FTSL-045 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


FTSL-047 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $397 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


FTSL-049 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-050 Storage Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-051 Spill Site Area $0 2002/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-052 Spill Site Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-053 Incinerator $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-054 Incinerator $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete
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FTSL-055 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-056 Storage Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-057 Spill Site Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-058 Storage Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-059 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-060 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTSL-061 Spill Site Area $0 1990/04 IRP1990/04 Response Complete


FTSL-062 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


FTSL-063 Spill Site Area $0 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


FTSL-064 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


FTSL-065 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/01 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTSL-066 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/01 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTSL-067 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/01 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTSL-068 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/01 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTSL-069 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/01 IRP1994/09 Response Complete
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FTSL-070 Contaminated Fill $0 1996/12 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTSL-089 Spill Site Area $0 1998/11 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


FTSL-090 Incinerator $0 2002/09 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


FTSL-48 Spill Site Area $0 1996/07 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK621382295100 / MCALESTER AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $17,134


MCAAP-001 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


MCAAP-001-R-01 Surface Disposal Area $2,467 2014/04 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


MCAAP-002 Landfill $122 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


MCAAP-002-R-01 Burn Area $2,426 2014/04 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


MCAAP-003 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-003-R-01 Surface Disposal Area $2,416 2014/04 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


MCAAP-004 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-004-R-01 Surface Disposal Area $2,467 2014/04 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


MCAAP-005 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


MCAAP-005-R-01 Firing Range $2,615 2014/04 MMRP2010/09 Not Required
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MCAAP-006 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-009 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-010 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-011 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-012 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


MCAAP-013 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-015 Oil/Water Separator $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-016 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-017 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-018 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2002/02 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


MCAAP-019 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


MCAAP-020 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete
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MCAAP-021 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-022 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-023 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-024 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-025 Burn Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-026 Burn Area $0 2003/08 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


MCAAP-027 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-028 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-029 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-030 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-031 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-032 Contaminated Buildings $122 2004/09 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


MCAAP-033 Contaminated Buildings $122 2004/09 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


MCAAP-034 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-035 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete
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MCAAP-036 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/01 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


MCAAP-038 Storage Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-039 Storage Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-040 Storage Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-041 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-042 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-043 Contaminated Buildings $42 2001/02 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


MCAAP-044 Contaminated Sediments $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-045 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


MCAAP-046 Spill Site Area $2,688 2008/10 IRP2007/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


MCAAP-047 Drainage Ditch $0 2005/01 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


MCAAP-048 Industrial Discharge $1,647 2007/10 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human
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ARMY --- OK6210450K1300 / USARC CHICKASHA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK6210450K1400 / USARC CLINTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 2 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK621045HK0100 / USARC DUNCAN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK6210450K1500 / USARC DURANT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete
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ARMY --- OK6210450K1600 / USARC ENID Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK6210450K1800 / USARC LAWTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK6210450K1900 / USARC MCALESTER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK621045HK0700 / USARC MUSKOGEE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


SITE 3 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK621045OK2000 / USARC NORMAN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK621045HK0900 / USARC NORMAN 02 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK621042066600 / USARC OKLAHOMA CITY (KROWSE) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 7 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 8 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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ARMY --- OK621045XK2900 / USARC OKLAHOMA CITY (PEREZ) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK6210450K2300 / USARC OKMULGEE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


ARMY --- OK6210450K2700 / USARC TULSA (REESE) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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Oregon
ARMY --- OR021382091700 / UMATILLA CHEM DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $8,732


UMAD-001 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,151 2009/09 MMRP2003/06 Not Required


UMAD-002 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/04 MMRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-003 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-005 Storage Area $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-006 Storage Area $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


UMAD-007 Storage Area $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-009 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-022 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-023 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/01 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


UMAD-024 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $6,451 1997/01 IRP1992/09 Not Required


UMAD-025 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-029 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-030 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-031 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete
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UMAD-034 Landfill $1,130 1997/12 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


UMAD-035 Landfill $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


UMAD-037 Chemical Disposal $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-039 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-042 Contaminated Sediments $0 1997/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-047 Incinerator $0 1997/09 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


UMAD-048 Storage Area $0 1996/11 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-049 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-050 Storage Area $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-051 Maintenance Yard $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-052 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-053 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-054 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-055 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-056 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete
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UMAD-057 Other $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-058 Industrial Discharge $0 1996/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-059 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-060 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-061 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-062 Storage Area $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-063 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-064 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-065 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-066 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-067 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-068 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-069 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-070 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-071 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete
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UMAD-072 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-073 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-075 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-076 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-077 Pesticide Shop $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-079 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-080 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-081 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-082 Contaminated Buildings $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-083 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-084 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-085 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-086 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-087 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-088 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete
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UMAD-089 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-090 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2003/02 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-091 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1990/04 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-092 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-093 Burn Area $0 1990/04 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-094 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-095 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-096 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-097 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/04 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-098 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-099 Burn Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-100 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-101 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-102 Firing Range $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-103 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete
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UMAD-104 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-105 Spill Site Area $0 1996/09 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


UMAD-106 Pesticide Shop $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-107 Storm Drain $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-108 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-109 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-110 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-111 Storage Area $0 1990/04 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-112 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


UMAD-113 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


UMAD-114 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-115 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-116 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-117 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-118 Waste Lines $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete
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UMAD-119 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-120 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-121 Storage Area $0 1990/04 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-122 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-123 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-124 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-125 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-126 Spill Site Area $0 1990/04 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-127 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-128 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-129 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-130 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-131 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-132 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-133 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete
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UMAD-134 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1990/04 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-135 Spill Site Area $0 1990/04 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-136 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-137 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-138 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-139 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-140 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-141 Spill Site Area $0 1979/05 IRP1979/05 Response Complete


UMAD-142 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-143 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-144 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-145 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-146 Waste Lines $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-147 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UMAD-148 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1998/07 MMRP1998/07 Response Complete
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Pennsylvania
ARMY --- PA321042287000 / BRISTOL VETERANS USARC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Small Arms Range $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SITE 04 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SITE 06 Washrack $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SITE 07 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 08 Storage Area $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SITE 09 Contaminated Fill $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 10 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 11 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/03 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


SITE 12 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321042234400 / KELLY SUPPORT FACILITY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


SITE 02 Other $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete
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SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


SITE 05 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2003/03 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


SITE 08 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SITE 10 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/06 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


SITE 11 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SITE 12 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 43A Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 43B Other $0 2000/10 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 43C Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2000/10 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 43D Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 7 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


SITE 9 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321382050300 / LETTERKENNY ARMY DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $13,187


LEAD-001 Washrack $0 2006/06 IRP2005/12 Medium
Soil
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LEAD-002 Dip Tank $0 2006/06 IRP2005/12 High
Soil


LEAD-003 Plating Shop $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-004 Dip Tank $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-005 Washrack $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-006 Spill Site Area $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-007 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/06 IRP2005/12 Low
Soil


LEAD-009 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


LEAD-010 Burn Area $924 2009/02 IRP2007/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


LEAD-011 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/09 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


LEAD-012 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


LEAD-013 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/11 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


LEAD-014 Spill Site Area $0 1991/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


LEAD-015 Burn Area $0 1991/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete
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LEAD-016 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/03 IRP2004/11 Response Complete


LEAD-017 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1986/02 IRP1986/02 Response Complete


LEAD-018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1986/02 IRP1986/02 Response Complete


LEAD-019 Storage Area $0 1986/02 IRP1986/02 Response Complete


LEAD-020 Storage Area $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


LEAD-021 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-022 Storage Area $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


LEAD-023 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


LEAD-024 Storage Area $0 1991/08 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


LEAD-025 Pesticide Shop $0 1992/12 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


LEAD-026 Storage Area $0 2007/08 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


LEAD-027 Spill Site Area $0 1998/07 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


LEAD-028 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1986/02 IRP1986/02 Response Complete


LEAD-029 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $336 2009/06 IRP2009/05 High
SW_Human


LEAD-030 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 290 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LEAD-031 Spill Site Area $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


LEAD-032 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/11 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-033 Landfill $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


LEAD-034 Contaminated Sediments $0 1997/05 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-035 Landfill $0 1993/08 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


LEAD-036 Landfill $0 2006/11 IRP2006/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


LEAD-037 Landfill $0 2007/08 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


LEAD-038 Landfill $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-039 Landfill $482 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
SW_Human


LEAD-040 Landfill $30 2007/08 IRP2007/05 Medium
Soil


LEAD-041 Landfill $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-042 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/04 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


LEAD-043 Landfill $0 1991/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


LEAD-044 Storage Area $25 2007/08 IRP2007/05 Low
Soil
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LEAD-045 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1991/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


LEAD-046 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


LEAD-047 Burn Area $0 1991/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


LEAD-048 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $40 2007/08 IRP2007/05 Medium
Soil


LEAD-049 Burn Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


LEAD-050 Waste Treatment Plant $983 2008/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


LEAD-051 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1991/08 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


LEAD-052 Landfill $88 1998/06 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


LEAD-053 Burn Area $556 2007/10 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


LEAD-054 Storage Area $0 1991/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


LEAD-055 Storage Area $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


LEAD-056 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


LEAD-057 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


LEAD-058 Incinerator $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


LEAD-059 Storage Area $0 1980/12 IRP1980/12 Response Complete
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LEAD-060 Storage Area $0 2006/06 IRP2005/12 Medium
Soil


LEAD-061 Storage Area $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-062 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LEAD-063 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1992/09 IRP1987/09 Response Complete


LEAD-064 Storage Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


LEAD-065 Landfill $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


LEAD-066 Landfill $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


LEAD-067 Spill Site Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


LEAD-068 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-069 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


LEAD-070 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


LEAD-071 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


LEAD-072 Storm Drain $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


LEAD-073 Storm Drain $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-074 Industrial Discharge $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete
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LEAD-076 Contaminated Ground Water $256 2008/11 IRP2008/09 High
Groundwater


LEAD-077 Contaminated Ground Water $70 2009/05 IRP2009/05 Medium
Groundwater


LEAD-078 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-079 Landfill $0 2007/01 IRP2007/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


LEAD-080 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


LEAD-081 Contaminated Ground Water $4,511 2010/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


LEAD-082 Leach Field $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


LEAD-083 Waste Lines $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


LEAD-084 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-086 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-087 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-088 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-089 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1995/06 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


LEAD-090 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2003/03 IRP2003/01 Response Complete
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LEAD-091 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2003/03 IRP2003/01 Response Complete


LEAD-092 Dip Tank $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


LEAD-093 Burn Area $40 2007/08 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


LEAD-094 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


LEAD-095 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2003/03 IRP2003/01 Response Complete


LEAD-096 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-097 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


LEAD-098 Contaminated Sediments $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


LEAD-100 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2002/03 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


LEAD-101 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-103 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


LEAD-104 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


LEAD-105 Spill Site Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


LEAD-106 Storage Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete
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LEAD-107 Contaminated Sediments $36 2009/04 IRP2009/04 High
Sed_Human


LEAD-110 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


LEAD-111 Landfill $26 2007/08 IRP2006/12 High
Sed_Fresh
Soil


LEAD-112 Storage Area $0 2007/08 IRP2006/12 High
Sed_Fresh
Soil


LEAD-113 Contaminated Buildings $0 2002/06 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


LEAD-114 Storage Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


LEAD-115 Storage Area $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


LEAD-116 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2000/03 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


LEAD-117 Storage Area $0 2007/08 IRP2006/12 Medium
Soil


LEAD-118 Storage Area $0 2006/06 IRP2006/04 High
Sed_Fresh
Soil


LEAD-119 Contaminated Fill $0 1998/06 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


LEAD-127 Waste Lines $0 2006/06 IRP2006/04 High
Soil


LEAD-128 Contaminated Ground Water $150 2005/09 IRP2005/01 Not Required


LEAD-129 Storage Area $0 2007/08 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil
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LEAD-130 Storage Area $0 2006/06 IRP2006/04 Low
Soil


LEAD-131 Contaminated Ground Water $4,634 2011/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


ARMY --- PA321382151000 / SCRANTON AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SCAAP-01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SCAAP-02 Contaminated Buildings $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SCAAP-03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SCAAP-04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SCAAP-05 Contaminated Buildings $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SCAAP-06 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


SCAAP-07 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/07 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SCAAP-08 Waste Lines $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SCAAP-09 Waste Lines $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SCAAP-10 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1987/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SCAAP-11 Storage Area $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 297 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SCAAP-12 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


SCAAP-13 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


SCAAP-14 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


SCAAP-15 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1995/10 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA32104PA00800 / USARC BETHLEHEM Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 02 Washrack $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 04 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321042267400 / USARC BLOOMSBURG Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Washrack $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete
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SITE 07 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 08 Leach Field $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 09 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SITE 10 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321042156800 / USARC GERMANTOWN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Washrack $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SITE 07 Maintenance Yard $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 08 Small Arms Range $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 09 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 10 Other $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete
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SITE 11 Storage Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321042208200 / USARC HORSHAM 01 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 12 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


SITE 2 Washrack $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 6 Dip Tank $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 8 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 9 Storage Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321042306400 / USARC LEWISBURG Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 03 Washrack $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete
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SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 06 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 07 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 10 Small Arms Range $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


SITE 11 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321042156700 / USARC NORRISTOWN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Small Arms Range $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 06 Washrack $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321042081200 / USARC SCRANTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Small Arms Range $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Washrack $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete
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SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA32104PA09400 / USARC TOBYHANNA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Small Arms Range $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 2 Other $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 4 Washrack $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 8 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- PA321042149000 / USARC WILKES-BARRE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete
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SITE 06 Washrack $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 07 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 08 Dip Tank $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 09 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 10 Washrack $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 11 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 12 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 13 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 14 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 15 Waste Lines $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 16 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 17 Storage Area $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 18 Small Arms Range $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 19 Other $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete
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ARMY --- PA321042227600 / USARC WILLIAMSPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Small Arms Range $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Washrack $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 06 Waste Lines $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


Puerto Rico
ARMY --- PR22140RQ32700 / FORT BUCHANAN Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $6,622


FTB-001 Spill Site Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-001-R-01 Firing Range $5,456 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTB-002 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,166 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTB-003 Spill Site Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-006 Spill Site Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/01 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-008 Spill Site Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete
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FTB-012 Spill Site Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-013 Spill Site Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-015 Storage Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-016 Storage Area $0 1991/01 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-017 Landfill $0 1995/07 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTB-019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-027 Spill Site Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB-028 Landfill $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


FTB029 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


FTB-032 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/10 MMRP1997/10 Response Complete


SITE WIDE INV. Contaminated Ground Water $0 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Low
Groundwater


Rhode Island
ARMY --- RI121041AP0700 / USARC BRISTOL, RI Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete
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ARMY --- RI121041AP3000 / USARC PROVIDENCE (HARWOOD) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


SITE 02 Contaminated Buildings $0 1989/10 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1989/10 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


ARMY --- RI121041AP5200 / USARC WARWICK Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 07 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


SITE 08 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 09 Landfill $0 2003/10 IRP2003/10 Response Complete
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South Carolina
ARMY --- SC421372044900 / FORT JACKSON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $19,879


FTJA-001 Landfill $4,084 2006/10 IRP1990/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTJA-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $725 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $725 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $0 2004/07 MMRP2003/06 Response Complete


FTJA-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $962 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-005-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,153 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-006-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,153 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-007-R-01 Small Arms Range $583 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,877 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-009-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,207 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-01 Landfill $0 2006/12 IRP2006/02 High
Groundwater


FTJA-010-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,395 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FTJA-02 Landfill $0 2006/10 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater


FTJA-03 Landfill $0 2006/06 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
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SW_Human


FTJA-04 Landfill $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


FTJA-05 Landfill $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


FTJA-06 Landfill $0 2006/10 IRP2005/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTJA-07 Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTJA-08 Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTJA-09 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2001/08 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTJA-10 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTJA-11 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


FTJA-12 Storage Area $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


FTJA-13 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2006/06 IRP2006/05 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


FTJA-14 Incinerator $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


FTJA-15 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1989/05 IRP1989/05 Response Complete
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FTJA-16 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


FTJA-17 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1990/05 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTJA-18 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


FTJA-19 Storage Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTJA-20 Storage Area $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


FTJA-21 Landfill $0 2006/06 IRP2005/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTJA-22 Storage Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTJA-23 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $15 2005/12 IRP2005/12 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh


FTJA-24 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTJA-25 Storage Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


FTJA-26 Surface Runoff $0 2001/08 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTJA-27 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/08 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FTJA-28 Oil/Water Separator $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 309 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTJA-29 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTJA-30 Spill Site Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Not Required


FTJA-31 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTJA-32 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/12 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTJA-33 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/08 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


FTJA-34 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/04 IRP2003/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


FTJA-36 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTJA-37 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FTJA-38 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2006/09 IRP2006/04 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FTJA-39 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/09 IRP2003/09 Low
Soil


FTJA-40 Washrack $0 2007/05 IRP2006/06 Low
Soil


ARMY --- SC421042154300 / USARC ROCK HILL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 06 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


Tennessee
ARMY --- TN421382058200 / MILAN AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $67,735


MAAP 014A Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $28 1997/07 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


MAAP-001-R-01 Open Burn $6,754 2014/04 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


MAAP-002 Firing Range $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


MAAP-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $953 2014/04 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


MAAP-003 Industrial Discharge $22,887 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


MAAP-003A Industrial Discharge $30 1999/04 IRP1995/04 Not Required


MAAP-003-R-01 Open Burn $1,505 2014/04 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


MAAP-004 Industrial Discharge $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


MAAP-004A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-005 Industrial Discharge $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete
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MAAP-005A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-006 Industrial Discharge $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


MAAP-006A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-007 Industrial Discharge $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


MAAP-007A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-008 Industrial Discharge $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


MAAP-008A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-009 Industrial Discharge $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


MAAP-009A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-010 Industrial Discharge $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


MAAP-011 Industrial Discharge $3,841 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater


MAAP-011A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-012 Industrial Discharge $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


MAAP-012A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-013 Industrial Discharge $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete
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MAAP-013A Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/03 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


MAAP-015 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1991/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


MAAP-016 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


MAAP-017 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


MAAP-017A Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $20 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


MAAP-018 Landfill $0 2003/01 IRP2003/01 Response Complete


MAAP-018A Landfill $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-019 Landfill $0 1991/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


MAAP-022 Storage Area $0 1992/11 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


MAAP-032 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/10 IRP2002/10 Response Complete


MAAP-032A Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/05 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


MAAP-033 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


MAAP-034 Drainage Ditch $0 1998/10 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


MAAP-035 Drainage Ditch $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete
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MAAP-036 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1997/07 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


MAAP-037 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


PBC AT MILAN Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $31,717 2007/09 IRP2003/08 High
Groundwater


Texas
ARMY --- TX621372010100 / FORT BLISS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $382,591


FTBL-001 Landfill $0 1992/03 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


FTBL-002 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


FTBL-003 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-004 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-005 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-006 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-007 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-008 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-009 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-010 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-011 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2001/12 Response Complete
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FTBL-012 Landfill $77 2004/09 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


FTBL-013 Landfill $30 2004/09 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


FTBL-014 Landfill $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-015 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $168 2003/05 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTBL-016 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-017 Chemical Disposal $0 1995/10 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTBL-018 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTBL-019 Contaminated Buildings $0 2001/02 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTBL-020 Incinerator $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-021 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $71 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTBL-022 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


FTBL-023 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-024 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2001/02 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTBL-025 Spill Site Area $0 1992/11 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


FTBL-028 Spill Site Area $0 2001/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete
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FTBL-029 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTBL-030 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTBL-031 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTBL-032 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-033 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/03 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


FTBL-034 Storage Area $0 2001/02 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTBL-035 Landfill $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


FTBL-036 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-037 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTBL-038 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTBL-039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/04 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


FTBL-040 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/10 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTBL-041 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTBL-042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/08 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FTBL-043 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete
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FTBL-044 Landfill $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-045 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-046 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


FTBL-047 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/07 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTBL-049 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-050 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2001/02 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


FTBL-051 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-052 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTBL-053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/07 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


FTBL-054 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/11 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


FTBL-055 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


FTBL-056 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/04 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


FTBL-057 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/05 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTBL-058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


FTBL-059 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1995/08 Response Complete
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FTBL-060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/07 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTBL-061 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTBL-062 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTBL-063 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/05 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTBL-064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


FTBL-065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTBL-066 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


FTBL-067 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTBL-068 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/05 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTBL-069 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTBL071 Landfill $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTBL-072 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-073 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTBL-074 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1996/11 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTBL-075 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete
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FTBL-078 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-079 Drainage Ditch $0 2000/12 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


FTBL-080 Surface Runoff $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-081 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


FTBL-082 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


FTBL-083 Underground Tank Farm $0 2003/05 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTBL-084 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


FTBL-70 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


FTBL-76 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


FTBL-77 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/09 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


FTBLS-001-R-01 Firing Range $216,638 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTBLS-002-R-01 Firing Range $126,180 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTBLS-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $0 2004/07 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


FTBLS-004-R-01 Firing Range $36,679 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTBLS-005-R-01 Firing Range $2,748 2016/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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ARMY --- TX621402042400 / FORT HOOD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


FH-001 Landfill $0 1997/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-002 Landfill $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FH-003 Landfill $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FH-004 Landfill $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FH-006 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FH-007 Landfill $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FH-008 Landfill $0 1999/04 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FH-009 Landfill $0 2000/07 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FH-010 Landfill $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FH-011 Landfill $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FH-012 Landfill $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FH-016 Landfill $0 1988/09 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-017 Landfill $0 1988/09 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-018 Landfill $0 1998/08 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FH-019 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1992/03 IRP1987/04 Response Complete
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FH-020 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/09 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FH-022 Landfill $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-023 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/12 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


FH-024 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-025 Landfill $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-026 Landfill $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-027 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-028 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-029 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-030 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-031 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-032 Incinerator $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-033 Incinerator $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-034 Incinerator $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-035 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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3/29/06
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Relative-Risk
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FH-036 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-037A Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/12 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-037B Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-038A Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/04 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FH-038B Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/03 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FH-038C Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/04 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FH-038D Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/03 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


FH-039 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/08 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FH-040 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/04 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FH-041 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FH-042 Chemical Disposal $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FH-043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/12 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-044 Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-045A Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-045B Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete
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FH-046 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


FH-047 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1999/05 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


FH-048 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-049 Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-050 Underground Tank Farm $0 1989/09 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-051 Spill Site Area $0 1999/04 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


FH-052 Drainage Ditch $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-053 Waste Lines $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-054 Storage Area $0 1987/04 IRP1987/04 Response Complete


FH-055 Spill Site Area $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-056 Spill Site Area $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-057 Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-059 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


FH-060 Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1987/04 Response Complete
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FH-061 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1987/04 IRP1987/04 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621162042900 / FORT SAM HOUSTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $77,116


FTSH-001-R-01 Fire/Crash Training Area $4,345 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,092 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-003-R-01 Firing Range $5,054 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,001 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-005-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,254 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-006-R-01 Firing Range $3,286 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-007-R-01 Firing Range $3,246 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-008-R-01 Small Arms Range $656 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-009-R-01 Fire/Crash Training Area $4,655 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1987/02 IRP1987/02 Response Complete


FTSH-010-R-01 Small Arms Range $798 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-011-R-01 Fire/Crash Training Area $4,689 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-012-R-01 Small Arms Range $656 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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FTSH-013-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,789 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-015-R-01 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,165 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-016-R-01 Small Arms Range $941 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-017-R-01 Open Burn $16,778 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-018-R-01 Fire/Crash Training Area $5,981 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-019-R-01 Small Arms Range $656 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-02 Maintenance Yard $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-020-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,167 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-021-R-01 Spill Site Area $2,272 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-022-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,167 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-023-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,448 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-024-R-01 Small Arms Range $656 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-025-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,167 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-026-R-01 Small Arms Range $798 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTSH-027-R-01 Small Arms Range $941 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 325 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTSH-03 Maintenance Yard $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-04 Maintenance Yard $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-05 Maintenance Yard $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-06 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/10 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FTSH-07 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1993/09 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-08 Contaminated Buildings $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-10 Contaminated Buildings $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-11 Contaminated Buildings $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-12 Contaminated Buildings $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-13 Pistol Range $0 2003/03 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


FTSH-14 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1995/08 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


FTSH-15 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/07 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FTSH-17 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-18 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FTSH-19 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete
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FTSH-20 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/01 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


FTSH-21 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/01 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


FTSH-22 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/01 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


FTSH-23 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


FTSH-26 Landfill $335 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Medium
Groundwater


FTSH-27 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1987/01 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


FTSH-28 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1987/01 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


FTSH-29 Landfill $1,840 2006/12 IRP2005/04 Medium
Groundwater


FTSH-30 Landfill $1,283 2006/07 IRP2005/04 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


ARMY --- TX621382183100 / LONE STAR AAP Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $1,043


LSAAP-002 Landfill $362 2004/08 IRP2001/09 Not Required


LSAAP-003 Landfill $0 1997/02 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-004 Landfill $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


LSAAP-005 Mixed Waste Area $0 2000/11 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


LSAAP-006 Spill Site Area $15 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Medium
Groundwater
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Soil


LSAAP-008 Landfill $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


LSAAP-009 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


LSAAP-010 Landfill $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-011 Landfill $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-012 Landfill $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-013 Landfill $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-014 Landfill $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-015 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


LSAAP-016 Burn Area $55 2005/09 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


LSAAP-017 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $127 2003/02 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


LSAAP-018 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-019 Drainage Ditch $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-020 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2004/09 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-022 Storage Area $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete
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LSAAP-023 Landfill $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


LSAAP-024 Landfill $53 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


LSAAP-027 Storage Area $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-028 Storage Area $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-029 Storage Area $0 1988/12 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


LSAAP-031 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-033 Contaminated Sediments $231 2002/12 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


LSAAP-034 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $200 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


LSAAP-035 Maintenance Yard $0 1992/04 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


LSAAP-037 Plating Shop $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


LSAAP-038 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/11 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


LSAAP-039 Underground Tank Farm $0 1996/03 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-040 Storage Area $0 1992/08 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


LSAAP-044 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/08 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


LSAAP-045 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP1993/03 Response Complete
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LSAAP-046 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-047 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


LSAAP-048 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-053 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-054 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-055 Burn Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


LSAAP-067 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/08 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


LSAAP-073 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/08 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-075 Industrial Discharge $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


LSAAP-076 Landfill $0 2002/06 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


LSAAP-077 Landfill $0 2002/06 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


LSAAP-078 Spill Site Area $0 2004/05 IRP2004/01 Response Complete


LSAAP-079 Spill Site Area $0 2004/05 IRP2004/01 Response Complete


LSAAP-080 Spill Site Area $0 2004/05 IRP2004/01 Response Complete


LSAAP-100 Industrial Discharge $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete
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LSAAP-101 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


LSAAP-201 Industrial Discharge $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


LSAAP-422 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2002/06 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


LSAAP-498 Waste Lines $0 1992/09 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


LSAAP-499A Waste Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


LSAAP-499C Waste Lines $0 1997/02 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


LSAAP-499D Waste Lines $0 1997/02 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


LSAAP-499E Waste Lines $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621382073800 / RED RIVER ARMY DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $49,670


PBC RED RIVER Contaminated Ground Water $2,220 2007/10 IRP2001/09 Low
Groundwater


RRAD-001-R-01 Firing Range $15,099 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


RRAD-002-R-01 Firing Range $3,692 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


RRAD-003-R-01 Incinerator $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RRAD-004-R-01 Incinerator $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete


RRAD-005-R-01 Incinerator $0 2003/05 MMRP2003/05 Response Complete
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RRAD-006-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,254 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


RRAD-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,257 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


RRAD-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,384 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


RRAD-009-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,370 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


RRAD-010-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,280 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


RRAD-04 Landfill $2,912 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


RRAD-07 Spill Site Area $0 1981/05 IRP1981/05 Response Complete


RRAD-08 Small Arms Range $0 1981/05 IRP1981/05 Response Complete


RRAD-09 Burn Area $0 1998/02 IRP1981/05 Response Complete


RRAD-10 Burn Area $0 1998/02 IRP1981/05 Response Complete


RRAD-11 Pistol Range $0 1998/02 IRP1981/05 Response Complete


RRAD-14 Contaminated Buildings $0 1987/01 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


RRAD-15 Contaminated Buildings $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


RRAD-16 Contaminated Buildings $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


RRAD-17 Spill Site Area $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete
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RRAD-18 Contaminated Buildings $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


RRAD-19 Contaminated Buildings $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


RRAD-20 Spill Site Area $0 2004/11 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


RRAD-21 Contaminated Buildings $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


RRAD-22 Contaminated Buildings $0 1978/07 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


RRAD-26 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


RRAD-28 Landfill $422 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


RRAD-30 Spill Site Area $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


RRAD-33 Spill Site Area $314 2006/10 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater
Soil


RRAD-34 Spill Site Area $5,071 2006/10 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater
Soil


RRAD-35 Spill Site Area $1,320 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


RRAD-36 Spill Site Area $260 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


RRAD-37 Spill Site Area $454 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Sed_Human
Soil
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RRAD-38 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


RRAD-39 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/04 IRP1978/07 Response Complete


RRAD-40 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/12 IRP1981/05 Response Complete


RRAD-41 Spill Site Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


RRAD-43 Spill Site Area $249 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


RRAD-44 Contaminated Sediments $480 2006/10 IRP2006/04 High
Sed_Human
SW_Human


RRAD-45 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


RRAD-46 Contaminated Sediments $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


RRAD-48 Contaminated Ground Water $1,461 2006/10 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human


RRAD-49 Spill Site Area $0 1993/07 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


RRAD-50 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


RRAD-51 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


RRAD-52 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/08 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


RRAD-54 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1992/05 Response Complete
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RRAD-55 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $462 1989/12 IRP1981/05 Response Complete


RRAD-56 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Sed_Human


RRAD-57 Spill Site Area $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


RRAD-58 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2005/03 IRP2004/11 Response Complete


RRAD-59 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1981/05 IRP1981/05 Response Complete


RRAD-60 Spill Site Area $502 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


RRAD-61 Landfill $2,389 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


RRAD-62 Spill Site Area $0 2005/07 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


RRAD-63 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP2004/09 Medium
Soil


RRAD-64 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


RRAD-65 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


RRAD-66 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


RRAD-67 Spill Site Area $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


RRAD-68 Spill Site Area $0 2000/03 IRP2000/01 Response Complete
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RRAD-69 Spill Site Area $0 1997/03 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


RRAD-70 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


RRAD-71 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


RRAD-72 Spill Site Area $0 2000/07 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


RRAD-73 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


RRAD-74 Spill Site Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


RRAD-76 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


RRAD77 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


RRAD-78 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


RRAD-81 Firing Range $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


RRAD-82 Storage Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


RRAD-83 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/07 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


RRAD-85 Spill Site Area $0 1999/04 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


RRAD-86 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


RRAD-88 Storage Area $0 2000/01 IRP1999/11 Response Complete
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RRAD-89 Pesticide Shop $0 2000/01 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


RRAD-90 Storage Area $0 2000/01 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


RRAD-91 Spill Site Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


RRAD-92 Contaminated Sediments $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


RRAD-93 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


RRAD-94 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/05 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


RRAD-95 Sewage Treatment Plant $818 2006/09 IRP2004/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


RRAD-96 Waste Lines $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ARMY --- TX621042197400 / USARC ABILENE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 11 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 12 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 13 Storage Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete
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SITE 14 Storage Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 2 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1979/01 IRP1979/01 Response Complete


SITE 4 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1979/01 IRP1979/01 Response Complete


SITE 5 Other $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 6 Other $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 7 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 8 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 9 Storage Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042203300 / USARC ALICE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621045BT1600 / USARC ARLINGTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Surface Runoff $0 1998/08 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042007500 / USARC BEAUMONT (AMSA 6) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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SITE 03 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 07 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 08 Other $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 09 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 10 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 11 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 12 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 13 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 14 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042154500 / USARC DALLAS 01 (MUCHERT) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


SITE 2 Other $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 4 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042147400 / USARC DALLAS 02 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 2 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621045BT1200 / USARC DENTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00 Surface Runoff $0 1998/08 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042188100 / USARC EL PASO Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042306200 / USARC HOUSTON 02 (AMSA 4) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 11 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete
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SITE 4 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 8 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


SITE 9 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042147600 / USARC HUNTSVILLE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042263100 / USARC PASADENA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621045BT2500 / USARC PORT ARTHUR Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete
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SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042259900 / USARC SAN ANTONIO (BOSWELL) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 2 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 3 Other $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 4 Other $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Other $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX62104TX06400 / USARC SAN ANTONIO (CALLAGHAN) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 02 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042248000 / USARC SAN MARCOS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete
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ARMY --- TX621045XT7200 / USARC SEAGOVILLE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 03 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 05 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 06 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042197300 / USARC TEXARKANA (AMSA 5 SUB 4) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 05 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 06 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


SITE 07 Storage Area $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX621042383900 / USARC TYLER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Waste Lines $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete
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SITE 02 Other $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- TX62104TX07700 / WICHITA FALLS USARC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 4 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 5 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 6 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


Utah
ARMY --- UT821382026500 / DESERET CHEMICAL DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $177,880


DCD-001-R-01 Firing Range $4,259 2016/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


DCD-002-R-01 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $46,139 2016/09 MMRP2014/09 Not Required


DCD-003-R-01 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $18,439 2016/09 MMRP2014/09 Not Required


DCD-004-R-01 Open Burn $16,187 2014/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required
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DCD-006-R-01 Open Burn $85,101 2016/09 MMRP2014/09 Not Required


TEAD(S)-01 Chemical Disposal $2,470 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


TEAD(S)-02 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,060 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-03 Chemical Disposal $28 2006/03 IRP2001/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


TEAD(S)-05 Drainage Ditch $29 2003/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-08 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-09 Storage Area $21 2003/06 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-11 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-12 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-13 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-14 Spill Site Area $0 2004/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-15 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $23 2004/12 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-16 Storage Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-17 Landfill $75 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete
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TEAD(S)-18 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-19 Landfill $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-20 Landfill $0 1998/12 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-21 Landfill $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-22 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $3,998 2007/06 IRP2007/01 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


TEAD(S)-23 Landfill $34 2003/06 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-24 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-26 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-27 Spill Site Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-28 Storage Area $17 2004/12 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-29 Leach Field $0 2001/12 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-30 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-31 Spill Site Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


TEAD(S)-32 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete
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ARMY --- UT821402027800 / FORT DOUGLAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


ASBESTOS Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FTDG-01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/03 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


FTDG-02 Spill Site Area $0 1995/03 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


FTDG-03 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/07 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


FTDG-04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/10 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


FTDG-05 Washrack $0 1995/03 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FTDG-06 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


FTDG-07 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


LEAD Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


ARMY --- UT821382089400 / TOOELE ARMY DEPOT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $72,176


TEAD-001-R-01 Open Burn $17,220 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TEAD-002-R-01 Open Burn $19,138 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TEAD-003-R-01 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $4,108 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TEAD-004-R-01 Burn Area $1,988 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TEAD-005-R-01 Incinerator $4,728 2017/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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TEAD-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


TEAD-03 Storage Area $36 2005/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


TEAD-04 Industrial Discharge $30 2004/12 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


TEAD-05 Burn Area $1,101 2007/09 IRP2000/02 High
Soil


TEAD-06 Surface Disposal Area $30 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


TEAD-07 Storage Area $36 2005/02 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


TEAD-08 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


TEAD-09 Landfill $744 2006/07 IRP2004/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


TEAD-10 Spill Site Area $0 1996/08 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


TEAD-101 Chemical Disposal $3,026 2006/11 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater


TEAD-11 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $30 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


TEAD-12 Contaminated Buildings $72 2006/03 IRP2001/09 Medium
Groundwater


TEAD-13 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $15,094 1993/12 IRP1988/05 Not Required


TEAD-14 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete
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TEAD-15 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $35 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


TEAD-16 Firing Range $30 2004/12 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


TEAD-18 Incinerator $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


TEAD-19 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


TEAD-20 Storage Area $30 2004/12 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


TEAD-21 Storage Area $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


TEAD-22 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


TEAD-23 Storage Area $30 2004/12 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


TEAD-24 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


TEAD-24A Drainage Ditch $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


TEAD-25 Spill Site Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


TEAD-26 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


TEAD-27 Drainage Ditch $35 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


TEAD-28 Storage Area $30 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


TEAD-29 Incinerator $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete
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TEAD-30 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


TEAD-31 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $30 2003/09 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


TEAD-32 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


TEAD-33 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1988/12 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


TEAD-34 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $30 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


TEAD-35 Incinerator $54 2003/11 IRP2001/08 Not Required


TEAD-36 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $35 2003/11 IRP2003/11 Response Complete


TEAD-37 Incinerator $95 2003/11 IRP2001/08 Not Required


TEAD-38 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/10 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


TEAD-50 Surface Disposal Area $30 2003/11 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


TEAD-54 Pesticide Shop $30 2003/11 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


TEAD-58 Contaminated Soil Piles $478 2006/09 IRP2000/08 High
Soil


TEAD-67 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


TEAD-69 Drainage Ditch $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


TEAD-70 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2002/02 IRP2000/07 Response Complete
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TEAD-70A Above Ground Storage Tank $30 2004/12 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


TEAD-80 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


TEAD-81 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $3,643 2008/09 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


TEAD-82 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


TEAD-83 Drainage Ditch $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


TEAD-84 Drainage Ditch $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


TEAD-85 Waste Lines $30 2004/12 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


TEAD-86 Spill Site Area $30 2004/12 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


TEAD-87 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $30 2004/12 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


TEAD-88 Drainage Ditch $30 2004/12 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


TEAD-89 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


TEAD-90 Contaminated Soil Piles $30 2004/12 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


TEAD-91 Waste Lines $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


TEAD-93 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/06 IRP2001/08 Medium
Soil
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TEAD-94 Small Arms Range $0 2002/09 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


TEAD-95 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1999/06 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


TEAD-96 Firing Range $0 1998/08 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


TEAD-97 Storage Area $0 1999/02 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


Vermont
ARMY --- VT121042174600 / CHESTER USARC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/04 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SITE 03 Oil/Water Separator $0 1993/04 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


SITE 04 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1993/04 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


SITE 05 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1994/01 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


SITE 06 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1994/01 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


ARMY --- VT121041AT2000 / USARC RUTLAND (COURCELLE) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Other $0 1995/08 IRP1990/02 Response Complete
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SITE 04 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/08 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 06 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/04 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Virginia
ARMY --- VA321375147000 / FAMILY HOUSING NIKE NORFOLK 85 Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE-01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/07 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


SITE-02 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/07 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


SITE-03 Spill Site Area $0 1991/07 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- VA321022008200 / FORT BELVOIR Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $41,079


FTBL-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,353 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,289 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,154 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $896 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-005-R-01 Storage Area $22,805 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-006-R-01 Small Arms Range $758 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-007-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,852 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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FTBL-008-R-01 Small Arms Range $758 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-009-R-01 Small Arms Range $909 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-01 Landfill $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


FTBL-010-R-01 Small Arms Range $840 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-011-R-01 Small Arms Range $758 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-012-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,154 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-013-R-01 Small Arms Range $840 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-014-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,154 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-015-R-01 Small Arms Range $706 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-016-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,154 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTBL-02 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-04 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-05 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-06 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-07 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete
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FTBL-08 Oil/Water Separator $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-09 Landfill $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


FTBL-10 Spill Site Area $0 1982/08 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


FTBL-11 Storage Area $0 1982/08 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


FTBL-12 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1982/08 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


FTBL-13 Storage Area $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


FTBL-14 Storage Area $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


FTBL-15 Storage Area $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


FTBL-16 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


FTBL-17 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-18 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-19 Washrack $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-20 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-21 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-22 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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3/29/06
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FTBL-23 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-24 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-25 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-30 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-32 Drainage Ditch $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-33 Landfill $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


FTBL-36 Other $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-38 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-39 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-40 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-41 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-42 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-45 Washrack $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-48 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-49 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete
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FTBL-50 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-51 Underground Tank Farm $699 2003/10 IRP1999/05 Not Required


FTBL-52 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


FTBL-53 Spill Site Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-54 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-55 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-56 Other $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-60 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


FTBL-61 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


FTBL-62 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1997/07 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


FTBL-63 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1999/06 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


ARMY --- VA321372032100 / FORT EUSTIS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $125,300


FTEUS-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $951 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $801 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-003-R-01 Pistol Range $649 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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FTEUS-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,066 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-005-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,045 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-006-R-01 Firing Range $3,317 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-007-R-01 Small Arms Range $801 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-008-R-01 Firing Range $82,163 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-009-R-01 Small Arms Range $7,950 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-010-R-01 Firing Range $3,666 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-011-R-01 Firing Range $15,362 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUS-012-R-01 Small Arms Range $801 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FTEUST-01 Landfill $0 1988/12 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


FTEUST-02 Landfill $70 1994/08 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


FTEUST-04 Landfill $61 1994/08 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


FTEUST-05 Other $0 1988/03 IRP1988/03 Response Complete


FTEUST-06 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,242 2008/10 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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FTEUST-08 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1988/09 IRP1988/09 Response Complete


FTEUST-09 Incinerator $0 1988/09 IRP1988/09 Response Complete


FTEUST-10 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1988/09 IRP1988/09 Response Complete


FTEUST-11 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FTEUST-12 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FTEUST-13 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FTEUST-14 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FTEUST-19 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $111 2004/07 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


FTEUST-20 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/09 IRP1988/09 Response Complete


FTEUST-21 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTEUST-22 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/09 IRP1988/09 Response Complete


FTEUST-26 Underground Storage Tanks $4 1996/01 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


FTEUST-27 Contaminated Sediments $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Low
Sed_Marine


FTEUST-28 Storage Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTEUST-29 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,246 2006/08 IRP2005/09 High
Sed_Fresh
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SW_Fresh


FTEUST-30 Contaminated Sediments $374 2007/01 IRP2007/01 High
Sed_Marine


FTEUST-31 Spill Site Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTEUST-32 Above Ground Storage Tank $496 2007/04 IRP2007/04 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTEUST-33 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Low
Soil


FTEUST-34 Storage Area $157 2003/08 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


FTEUST-35 Underground Storage Tanks $62 1996/11 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTEUST-36 Contaminated Sediments $905 2006/11 IRP2006/11 High
Sed_Fresh
SW_Fresh


ARMY --- VA321372060300 / FORT MONROE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $200,758


FTMON-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,128 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,322 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,096 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,096 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-005-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,096 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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FTMON-006-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $149,017 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $40,351 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-008-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,024 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-009-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,024 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-010-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,338 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-011-R-01 Small Arms Range $700 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-012-R-01 Small Arms Range $487 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


FTMON-013-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,079 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


SITE 01 Landfill $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


SITE 02 Landfill $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


SITE 03 Burn Area $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


SITE 04 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


ARMY --- VA321022062600 / FORT MYER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,162


FMY-01 Spill Site Area $1,162 1996/01 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


FMY-02 Landfill $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete
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FMY-03 Landfill $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


FMY-04 Other $0 2001/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


FMY-05 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


FMY-06 Spill Site Area $0 1995/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


FMY-07 Other $0 2000/09 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


ARMY --- VA321372087500 / FORT STORY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,631


FTSTY-01 Landfill $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FTSTY-02 Landfill $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


FTSTY-03 Landfill $0 1992/12 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FTSTY-04 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSTY-05 Underground Tank Farm $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


FTSTY-06 Spill Site Area $834 2006/11 IRP2003/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTSTY-07 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FTSTY-12 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


FTSTY-13 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/12 IRP1991/09 Response Complete
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FTSTY-14 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/12 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


FTSTY-15 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


STORY-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $797 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


ARMY --- VA321042244100 / USARC ALEXANDRIA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Small Arms Range $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- VA321041JS0400 / USARC ALEXANDRIA (JONES POINT) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Washrack $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 04 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 05 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- VA321042065500 / USARC NORFOLK Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


SITE 02 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete
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SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


SITE 04 Washrack $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


Washington
ARMY --- WA0210462Q0700 / AFRC ELLENSBURG Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Other $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 04 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- WA02104WA01300 / FORT LAWTON USAR COMPLEX Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $4,597


70RSC-001-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,078 2017/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


70RSC-002-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,368 2018/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


70RSC-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,151 2018/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


SITE 1 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 11 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 12 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete
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SITE 13 Other $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 2 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SITE 3 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 6 Other $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 7 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 8 Other $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 9 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


ARMY --- WA021402050600 / FORT LEWIS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $48,722


FTLE-01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-02 Contaminated Buildings $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-03 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


FTLE-10 Contaminated Sediments $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTLE-11 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete
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FTLE-12 Incinerator $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


FTLE-13 Contaminated Buildings $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-15 Storage Area $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-16 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/01 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTLE-17 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/12 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTLE-18 Landfill $0 2005/01 IRP2005/01 Response Complete


FTLE-19 Firing Range $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-20 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-21 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-26 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


FTLE-28 Spill Site Area $0 2001/01 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTLE-29 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


FTLE-30 Storage Area $0 2001/12 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


FTLE-31 Spill Site Area $0 2005/01 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FTLE-32 Other $0 1999/03 IRP1993/10 Response Complete
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FTLE-33 Contaminated Ground Water $20,625 2008/09 IRP2004/09 High
Groundwater


Soil
SW_Fresh


FTLE-34 Storage Area $0 1997/03 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTLE-35 Storage Area $0 1997/03 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTLE-36 Storage Area $0 1997/03 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTLE-38 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-40 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/12 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-41 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-44 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-46 Spill Site Area $54 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


FTLE-47 Underground Tank Farm $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-49 Contaminated Buildings $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-51 Waste Treatment Plant $60 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


FTLE-53 Spill Site Area $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-54 Landfill $30 1999/10 IRP1999/09 Response Complete
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FTLE-56 Landfill $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-57 Landfill $66 1996/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FTLE-58 Landfill $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


FTLE-59 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


FTLE-60 Landfill $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-61 Landfill $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-62 Landfill $25 2008/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


FTLE-63 Landfill $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-66 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


FTLE-67 Landfill $0 2002/06 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-69 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


FTLE-70 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1992/11 IRP1988/02 Response Complete


FTLE-71 Surface Runoff $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


FTLE-72 Underground Tank Farm $0 1983/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


FTLE-73 Firing Range $1,082 2009/10 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 368 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTLE-74 Small Arms Range $1,822 2009/10 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


FTLE-75 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


FTLEW-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/10 MMRP2006/10 Not Required


FTLEW-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/10 MMRP2006/10 Not Required


FTLEW-003-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,497 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-004-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,442 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-005-R-01 Small Arms Range $0 2004/09 MMRP2004/09 Response Complete


FTLEW-006-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $727 2015/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-007-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,042 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-008-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,184 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-009-R-01 Small Arms Range $1,114 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-010-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,275 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-011-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,636 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-012-R-01 Open Burn $6,067 2017/10 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


FTLEW-013-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $790 2015/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required
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FTLEW-014-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,184 2017/09 MMRP2015/09 Not Required


ARMY --- WA021046GQ0900 / USARC EVERETT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


SITE 2 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 6 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 7 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


ARMY --- WA0210462Q1600 / USARC PASCO Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


ARMY --- WA02104WA04500 / USARC YAKIMA (PENDLETON) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


SITE 2 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 3 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete
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SITE 6 Other $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 7 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


SITE 8 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


ARMY --- WA021402092400 / VANCOUVER BARRACKS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $17,797


VABA-1 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


VABA-2 Washrack $0 1998/12 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


VANCV-001-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,143 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


VANCV-002-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $6,999 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


VANCV-003-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,628 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


VANCV-004-R-01 Small Arms Range $2,628 2017/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


VANCV-005-R-01 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,399 2017/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


West Virginia
ARMY --- WV321042385400 / USARC ELKINS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Leach Field $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete
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3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 04 Washrack $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ARMY --- WV3210416U1100 / USARC FAIRMONT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Washrack $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- WV32104WV01700 / USARC HUNTINGTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Washrack $0 1999/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


ARMY --- WV32104WV03700 / USARC RIPLEY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Washrack $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 03 Storage Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


Wisconsin
ARMY --- WI521042056300 / FORT MCCOY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $727


FTMC-01 Landfill $29 1998/11 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FTMC-02 Landfill $62 1997/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 372 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FTMC-03 Landfill $45 1997/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTMC-04 Landfill $143 1997/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTMC-05 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTMC-06 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $35 1997/09 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


FTMC-07 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTMC-08 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTMC-09 Fire/Crash Training Area $368 2006/08 IRP2000/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FTMC-10 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


FTMC-11 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


FTMC-12 Landfill $45 1997/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


FTMC-13 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTMC-14 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


FTMC-15 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- WI52104WI03600 / USARC MADISON (AMSA 50) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 1 Landfill $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 373 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 10 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 11 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 12 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 13 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 2 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 3 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 4 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 5 Storage Area $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 6 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 7 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 8 Other $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 9 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ARMY --- WI521042212300 / USARC MADISON (O'CONNELL) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 01 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


SITE 02 Storage Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 374 of 375







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 03 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


Wyoming
ARMY --- WY821046FR0400 / USARC CHEYENNE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE-001 Firing Range $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SITE-002 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 375 of 375







 







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Arizona
NAVY --- AZ917302449300 / YUMA MCAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $14,234


SITE 00001 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/09 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Landfill $0 1999/09 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1999/09 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Spill Site Area $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 1 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Storage Area $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Contaminated Ground Water $2,746 2000/09 IRP1999/12 Not Required


SWMU 00025 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/10 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Small Arms Range $5,676 2014/09 MMRP2012/12 Not Required


UXO 000002 Small Arms Range $2,106 2014/01 MMRP2012/12 Not Required


UXO 000003 Small Arms Range $0 2004/09 MMRP2004/09 Response Complete


UXO 000004 Small Arms Range $938 2013/10 MMRP2013/10 Not Required


UXO 000005 Small Arms Range $1,366 2014/01 MMRP2012/12 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 2 of 208
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UXO 000006 Small Arms Range $1,402 2014/01 MMRP2012/12 Not Required


UXO 000007 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2003/02 MMRP2003/02 Response Complete


California
NAVY --- CA917302426100 / BARSTOW MCLB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $27,862


SITE 00001 Landfill $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Storage Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Landfill $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Storage Area $443 2000/11 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Burn Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 3 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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SITE 00012 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Storage Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Other $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Mixed Waste Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Mixed Waste Area $286 2000/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/07 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Landfill $1,122 2001/03 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 4 of 208
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SITE 00025 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Storage Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Other $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Storage Area $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Landfill $663 2002/03 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Contaminated Ground Water $13,268 2005/01 IRP1999/09 Not Required


SITE 00038 Contaminated Ground Water $8,351 2005/03 IRP2002/03 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 5 of 208
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SITE 00039 Surface Disposal Area $3,355 2007/09 IRP2005/06 High
Groundwater


Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $203 2004/09 IRP2002/10 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $171 2003/09 IRP2002/10 Response Complete


NAVY --- CA917302353300 / CAMP PENDLETON MCB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $115,741


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $4,942 2011/04 IRP2008/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00007 Landfill $1,331 2003/12 IRP1997/02 Not Required


SITE 00008 Landfill $404 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 6 of 208
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SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Landfill $389 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $2,896 2011/08 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human


SITE 00022 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 7 of 208
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SITE 00023 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Storage Area $0 1995/03 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Contaminated Sediments $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Contaminated Sediments $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $6,251 2013/02 IRP2004/11 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00031 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Contaminated Sediments $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Spill Site Area $2,516 2014/06 IRP2010/02 High
Groundwater


SITE 00034 Spill Site Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 8 of 208
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SITE 00037 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Waste Lines $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Waste Lines $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Waste Lines $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00041 Waste Lines $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00042 Waste Lines $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00043 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00046 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00048 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Maintenance Yard $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 9 of 208
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SITE 00052 Storage Area $242 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00053 Storage Area $191 2014/08 IRP2009/10 Low
Soil


SITE 00054 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00055 Spill Site Area $267 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00056 Storage Area $447 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00057 Storage Area $200 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00058 Storage Area $219 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00059 Storage Area $257 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00060 Above Ground Storage Tank $348 2014/09 IRP2013/04 Low
Soil


SITE 00061 Above Ground Storage Tank $322 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00062 Maintenance Yard $289 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00063 Maintenance Yard $453 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00064 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00065 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00066 Incinerator $352 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 10 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00067 Maintenance Yard $402 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00068 Above Ground Storage Tank $261 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00069 Storage Area $261 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00070 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00071 Above Ground Storage Tank $277 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00072 Storage Area $314 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00073 Storage Area $414 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00074 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00075 Storage Area $261 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00076 Maintenance Yard $299 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00077 Maintenance Yard $277 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00078 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00079 Maintenance Yard $200 2014/02 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00080 Above Ground Storage Tank $348 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 11 of 208
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SITE 00081 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00082 Above Ground Storage Tank $322 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00083 Spill Site Area $444 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00084 Above Ground Storage Tank $578 2013/09 IRP2012/01 Low
Soil


SITE 00085 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00086 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00087 Above Ground Storage Tank $268 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00088 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00089 Above Ground Storage Tank $268 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00090 Above Ground Storage Tank $281 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00091 Above Ground Storage Tank $307 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00092 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00093 Above Ground Storage Tank $253 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00094 Maintenance Yard $251 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00095 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 12 of 208
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SITE 00096 Above Ground Storage Tank $261 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00097 Above Ground Storage Tank $263 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00098 Storage Area $281 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00099 Storage Area $255 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00100 Above Ground Storage Tank $297 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00101 Underground Storage Tanks $253 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00102 Above Ground Storage Tank $1,323 2013/09 IRP2012/01 Low
Soil


SITE 00103 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00104 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00105 Underground Storage Tanks $201 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00106 Above Ground Storage Tank $204 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00107 Storage Area $312 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00108 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00109 Maintenance Yard $271 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00110 Above Ground Storage Tank $209 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 13 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00111 Above Ground Storage Tank $269 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00112 Maintenance Yard $269 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00113 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00114 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00115 Maintenance Yard $259 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00116 Above Ground Storage Tank $450 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00117 Above Ground Storage Tank $281 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00118 Above Ground Storage Tank $719 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00119 Above Ground Storage Tank $253 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00120 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00121 Storage Area $497 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00122 Storage Area $263 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00123 Drainage Ditch $303 2014/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00124 Maintenance Yard $301 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 14 of 208
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SITE 00125 Fire/Crash Training Area $201 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00126 Storage Area $207 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00127 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00128 Contaminated Buildings $201 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00129 Storage Area $214 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00130 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00131 Storage Area $201 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00132 Storage Area $279 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00133 Above Ground Storage Tank $263 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00134 Storage Area $253 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00135 Maintenance Yard $319 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00136 Washrack $258 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
SW_Human


SITE 00137 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00138 Maintenance Yard $301 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00139 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00140 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00141 Spill Site Area $291 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00142 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00143 Spill Site Area $426 2013/09 IRP2012/01 Low
Soil


SITE 00144 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00145 Spill Site Area $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


SITE 00146 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00147 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00148 Drainage Ditch $253 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00149 Storage Area $261 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00150 Maintenance Yard $332 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00151 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00152 Spill Site Area $183 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00153 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00154 Maintenance Yard $404 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00155 Storage Area $551 2013/09 IRP2012/01 Low
Soil


SITE 00156 Storage Area $314 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00157 Underground Storage Tanks $331 2014/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 01000 Surface Disposal Area $2,992 2009/04 IRP2007/03 High
Soil


SITE 01001 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 01002 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 01003 Surface Disposal Area $11,733 2014/04 IRP2004/09 High
Soil


SITE 01004 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/09 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 01005 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/12 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 01006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 01007 Surface Disposal Area $2,322 2010/11 IRP2006/03 High
Soil


SITE 01008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 01111 Surface Disposal Area $2,735 2012/10 IRP2008/11 High
Soil


SITE 01112 Other $1,502 2012/11 IRP2009/11 High
Soil


SITE 01114 Other $2,026 2014/06 IRP2011/12 High
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 01115 Other $2,222 2010/03 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater


SITE 01116 Other $2,788 2014/01 IRP2011/11 High
Groundwater


SITE 01117 Other $1,473 2014/07 IRP2014/07 High
Groundwater


SITE 01118 Other $2,054 2014/07 IRP2014/02 High
Groundwater


SITE 02000 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/12 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 02001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 02002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 02003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 02004 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 02005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 62001 Contaminated Fill $5,597 2014/09 IRP2014/09 High
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


UST 000011 Underground Storage Tanks $861 2007/09 IRP2005/05 High
Groundwater


UST 000012 Underground Storage Tanks $1,351 2009/12 IRP2007/11 High
Groundwater


UST 000013 Underground Storage Tanks $5,409 2014/07 IRP2008/12 High
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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($K)


Investigation
Completion
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000014 Underground Storage Tanks $3,905 2012/10 IRP2009/10 High
Groundwater


UST 000015 Underground Storage Tanks $2,614 2007/09 IRP2004/06 High
Groundwater


UST 000016 Underground Storage Tanks $3,954 2010/05 IRP2009/12 High
Groundwater


UST 000017 Underground Storage Tanks $812 2007/09 IRP2006/08 High
Groundwater


UST 000018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


UST 000020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


UST 000021 Underground Storage Tanks $1,520 2004/04 IRP2000/03 Not Required


UST 000022 Underground Storage Tanks $3,924 2007/09 IRP2002/09 High
Groundwater


UST 000023 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


UST 000024 Underground Storage Tanks $800 2005/10 IRP2005/10 High
Groundwater


UST 000026 Underground Storage Tanks $870 2000/10 IRP1999/10 Not Required


UST 000027 Underground Storage Tanks $308 2009/09 IRP2000/10 Low
Groundwater


UST 000031 Underground Storage Tanks $191 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


UST 000033 Underground Storage Tanks $408 2007/09 IRP2002/09 Low
Soil


UST 000041 Underground Storage Tanks $392 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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($K)


Investigation
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RIP/RC
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000043 Underground Storage Tanks $2,491 2002/01 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


UST 000051 Underground Storage Tanks $505 2007/09 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000052 Underground Storage Tanks $687 2009/05 IRP2009/02 High
Groundwater


UST 000053 Underground Storage Tanks $1,541 2012/10 IRP2000/08 High
Groundwater


UST 000061 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


UST 000062 Underground Storage Tanks $1,884 2007/09 IRP2000/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000063 Underground Storage Tanks $1,065 2010/10 IRP2009/10 Low
Groundwater


UST 000064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/10 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


UST 000100 Underground Storage Tanks $166 2000/12 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


UST 000101 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


UST 001064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


NAVY --- CA917002315200 / CHINA LAKE NAWS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $64,341


SITE 00001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $2,439 2008/11 IRP2005/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $500 2004/11 IRP2003/09 Not Required


SITE 00003 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,222 2010/11 IRP2009/10 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00004 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Burn Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Burn Area $1,240 2010/12 IRP2003/09 Medium
Soil


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $946 2004/10 IRP2003/05 Not Required


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $7,028 2007/09 IRP2005/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00009 Landfill $1,464 2013/12 IRP2012/11 Low
Soil


SITE 00010 Landfill $948 2013/04 IRP2012/10 Low
Soil


SITE 00011 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Landfill $148 2001/09 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $525 2002/09 IRP2001/03 Not Required


SITE 00014 Waste Lines $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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SITE 00015 Waste Lines $51 2003/04 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Waste Lines $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Waste Lines $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Waste Lines $1,409 2011/03 IRP2011/03 Medium
Soil


SITE 00019 Landfill $331 2012/10 IRP2011/12 Low
Soil


SITE 00020 Landfill $131 2003/05 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Landfill $0 2003/01 IRP2003/01 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Landfill $5,122 2010/12 IRP2001/03 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00023 Landfill $235 2012/01 IRP2012/01 Low
Soil


SITE 00024 Landfill $220 2011/05 IRP2011/05 Low
Soil


SITE 00025 Landfill $507 2011/05 IRP2011/05 Low
Soil


SITE 00026 Landfill $244 2011/07 IRP2011/07 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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SITE 00027 Landfill $5,650 2012/10 IRP2011/10 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00028 Spill Site Area $256 2001/02 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Landfill $1,303 2012/12 IRP2011/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00030 Landfill $409 2011/03 IRP2009/05 Low
Soil


SITE 00031 Surface Disposal Area $323 2011/03 IRP2011/03 Medium
Soil


SITE 00032 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $61 2009/09 IRP2004/01 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00034 Landfill $5,292 2013/08 IRP2012/11 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00035 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Spill Site Area $95 2014/09 IRP2014/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00037 Landfill $788 2012/10 IRP2011/04 Low
Soil


SITE 00038 Landfill $0 2003/05 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Landfill $236 2009/10 IRP2009/10 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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SITE 00041 Landfill $585 2012/08 IRP2011/08 Low
Soil


SITE 00042 Burn Area $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SITE 00043 Fire/Crash Training Area $593 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Not Required


SITE 00044 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,766 2009/11 IRP2005/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00045 Surface Disposal Area $692 2004/10 IRP2003/11 Not Required


SITE 00046 Surface Disposal Area $1,468 2006/11 IRP2004/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00047 Waste Lines $323 2008/12 IRP2008/12 Medium
Soil


SITE 00048 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Surface Disposal Area $92 2014/09 IRP2014/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00052 Burn Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00053 Waste Lines $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00054 Landfill $572 2013/04 IRP2012/04 Low
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Soil


SW_Human


SITE 00055 Contaminated Ground Water $396 2004/11 IRP2001/11 Not Required


SITE 00056 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


SITE 00057 Landfill $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SITE 00058 Spill Site Area $92 2012/04 IRP2012/04 Low
Soil


SITE 00059 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00060 Burn Area $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SITE 00061 Landfill $726 2012/05 IRP2011/04 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00062 Waste Lines $1,416 2007/09 IRP2004/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00063 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SITE 00064 Waste Lines $565 2005/09 IRP2002/11 Not Required
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SITE 00065 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00066 Burn Area $0 2002/11 IRP2002/11 Response Complete


SITE 00067 Landfill $500 2013/01 IRP2013/01 Low
Soil


SITE 00068 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00069 Surface Disposal Area $670 2005/09 IRP2003/06 Not Required


SITE 00070 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $417 2004/07 IRP2001/07 Not Required


SITE 00071 Storage Area $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SITE 00072 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $398 2004/10 IRP2001/07 Not Required


SITE 00073 Waste Lines $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SITE 00074 Waste Lines $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SITE 00075 Storage Area $18 2007/05 IRP2007/05 Low
Soil


SITE 00076 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00077 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $165 2013/10 IRP2013/10 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)
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SITE 00078 Waste Lines $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00079 Mixed Waste Area $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SITE 00080 Other $7,026 2009/12 IRP2009/12 Medium
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/05 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/11 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


UST 000010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Pistol Range $1,839 2011/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


UXO 000002 Firing Range $4,899 2013/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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NAVY --- CA917002452800 / CONCORD NWS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $84,989


SITE 00001 Landfill $6,755 2014/07 IRP2008/11 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $2,226 2011/10 IRP2005/05 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SITE 00003 Contaminated Sediments $67 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Contaminated Sediments $96 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Contaminated Sediments $35 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $128 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete
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SITE 00007 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $845 2010/01 IRP2010/01 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Spill Site Area $833 2014/03 IRP2009/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SITE 00012 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Burn Area $1,025 2010/01 IRP2008/11 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete
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SITE 00015 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $6,584 2012/02 IRP2008/08 High
Soil


SITE 00025 Contaminated Sediments $110 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Contaminated Sediments $115 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Contaminated Sediments $159 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete
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SITE 00029 Spill Site Area $3,087 2010/06 IRP2008/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00030 Surface Disposal Area $3,981 2013/02 IRP2010/10 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SITE 00031 Contaminated Fill $2,495 2013/11 IRP2008/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00032 Drainage Ditch $3,621 2014/04 IRP2011/11 High
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Marine


SITE 00033 Drainage Ditch $3,781 2013/11 IRP2010/07 High
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Marine


SITE 00034 Drainage Ditch $4,302 2013/04 IRP2010/09 High
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Marine


SITE 00231 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00232 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00241 Pistol Range $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete
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SITE 00242 Firing Range $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00001 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Burn Area $484 2012/09 IRP2005/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00005 Underground Storage Tanks $3,621 2013/11 IRP2009/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00007 Underground Storage Tanks $197 2007/08 IRP2006/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00013 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00014 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00015 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00016 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00017 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00018 Spill Site Area $672 2012/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00022 Industrial Discharge $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete
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SWMU 00023 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00024 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00025 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00026 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00030 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00033 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00040 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00044 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $153 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $214 2006/04 IRP2005/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $373 2006/10 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $2,664 2013/10 IRP2012/07 High
Sed_Marine
Soil
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UXO 00001 Other $0 2004/09 MMRP2004/09 Response Complete


UXO 00002 Other $5,969 2013/05 MMRP2009/12 Not Required


UXO 00003 Other $3,202 2011/09 MMRP2009/10 Not Required


UXO 00004 Other $3,752 2012/09 MMRP2010/10 Not Required


UXO 00005 Other $3,265 2012/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


UXO 00006 Other $4,641 2014/05 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


UXO 00007 Other $4,068 2012/09 MMRP2011/10 Not Required


UXO 00008 Other $5,336 2012/04 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


UXO 00009 Other $6,133 2011/09 MMRP2009/10 Not Required


NAVY --- CA917002313000 / CORONADO NAB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $22,030


SITE 00001 Surface Disposal Area $160 2009/11 IRP2009/11 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00002 Burn Area $3,466 2011/09 IRP2009/10 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $5,209 2011/09 IRP2011/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 34 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Sed_Marine


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $6,701 2011/09 IRP2011/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $5,749 2011/09 IRP2008/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE UX005 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $745 2010/12 MMRP2010/12 Not Required


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


NAVY --- CA917000039600 / FALLBROOK NOC PAC DIV DET Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $9,549


SITE 00026 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,466 2012/10 IRP2012/10 Low
Soil


SITE 00027 Landfill $3,553 2011/09 IRP2010/02 Medium
Soil


SITE 00028 Dip Tank $110 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00029 Landfill $304 2012/03 IRP2012/03 Low
Soil


SITE 00030 Spill Site Area $93 2011/07 IRP2011/07 Low
Soil


SITE 00031 Surface Disposal Area $499 2012/06 IRP2012/06 Low
Soil


SITE 00032 Surface Disposal Area $273 2010/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00033 Mixed Waste Area $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Mixed Waste Area $245 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Soil


SITE 00052 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SITE 00053 Spill Site Area $307 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/06 IRP1990/06 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Other $2,368 2013/02 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $331 2011/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


NAVY --- CA917002438100 / LEMOORE NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $11,276


SITE 00001 Landfill $1,860 1998/07 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $33 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Fire/Crash Training Area $33 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00005 Fire/Crash Training Area $3,122 2007/12 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00006 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 36 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00007 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $651 2009/03 IRP2006/04 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Spill Site Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Spill Site Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Storage Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Contaminated Ground Water $5,297 2008/05 IRP2007/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 37 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Spill Site Area $213 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $67 2006/07 IRP2005/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


NAVY --- CA917002316600 / LOS ANGELES NMCRC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $435


SITE 00001 Underground Storage Tanks $435 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


NAVY --- CA917309876500 / MIRAMAR MCAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $30,304


SITE 00001 Spill Site Area $2,573 2010/09 IRP2010/09 High
Soil


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $2,956 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


SITE 00003 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $135 2009/07 IRP2009/07 Medium
Sed_Marine
SW_Human


SITE 00004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $1,920 2009/10 IRP2006/07 Medium
Soil


SITE 00006 Landfill $0 1984/09 IRP1984/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00007 Landfill $0 1984/09 IRP1984/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Contaminated Buildings $0 1984/09 IRP1984/09 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1984/09 IRP1984/09 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $435 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


SITE 00011 Oil/Water Separator $0 1996/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Storage Area $42 2013/09 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00016 Contaminated Ground Water $180 2014/03 IRP2014/03 Low
Soil


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


UST 000001 Other $147 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


UXO 000001 Other $1,730 2013/09 MMRP2012/10 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $1,234 2013/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UXO 000003 Other $991 2013/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


UXO 000004 Other $1,116 2013/09 MMRP2012/08 Not Required


UXO 000005 Other $1,416 2013/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


UXO 000006 Other $1,624 2014/09 MMRP2013/06 Not Required


UXO 000007 Other $2,155 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


UXO 000008 Other $1,190 2014/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


UXO 000009 Other $1,432 2014/09 MMRP2010/01 Not Required


UXO 000010 Other $920 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


UXO 000011 Other $1,620 2014/09 MMRP2011/01 Not Required


UXO 000012 Other $1,771 2014/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000013 Other $2,377 2014/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000014 Other $2,340 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


NAVY --- CA917002323800 / MOFFETT FIELD NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $78,549


SITE 00001 Landfill $4,232 2001/02 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 40 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00002 Landfill $0 2001/06 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Underground Tank Farm $316 2002/07 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Spill Site Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Underground Tank Farm $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 41 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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($K)


Investigation
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00011 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Oil/Water Separator $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/10 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/07 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/03 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Underground Storage Tanks $188 2002/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Spill Site Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 42 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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($K)


Investigation
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SITE 00021 Spill Site Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Surface Disposal Area $4,485 2003/08 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Contaminated Sediments $6,447 2007/12 IRP2005/11 Medium
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SITE 00026 Other $2,150 2001/04 IRP1996/05 Not Required


SITE 00027 Contaminated Sediments $9,822 2007/06 IRP2003/04 High
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SITE 00028 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $17,742 2001/05 IRP1994/10 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 43 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00029 Other $31,990 2007/09 IRP2006/10 High
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $597 2002/01 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $246 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $334 2001/12 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


NAVY --- CA917006211300 / PASADENA MCRC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


NAVY --- CA917002314400 / SAN DIEGO NAVMEDCTR Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 44 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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NAVY --- CA917002428900 / SAN DIEGO NS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $42,449


SITE 00001 Landfill $4,523 2009/11 IRP2007/07 High
Groundwater


Soil


SITE 00002 Landfill $7,334 2008/08 IRP2008/07 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00003 Storage Area $2,570 2008/08 IRP2008/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil


SITE 00004 Storage Area $908 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00005 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Storage Area $0 1997/11 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $4,252 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Soil


SITE 00011 Drainage Ditch $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Surface Runoff $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00013 Storage Area $362 2006/01 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater


Soil


SITE 00014 Surface Disposal Area $1,451 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Waste Lines $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Storage Area $2,828 2009/09 IRP2007/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil


SITE 00017 Contaminated Ground Water $1,927 2009/08 IRP2009/08 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil


SITE 00018 Storage Area $397 2005/01 IRP2005/01 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Storage Area $841 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00020 Storage Area $1,726 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
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Sed_Fresh


Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil


SITE 00021 Other $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


SITE UX006 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,057 2011/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


SITE UX100 Other $10,073 2014/11 MMRP2013/06 Not Required


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $200 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


NAVY --- CA917002449100 / SEAL BEACH NWS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $28,888


SITE 00001 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $189 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $193 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $193 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete
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Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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SITE 00007 Landfill $193 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Storage Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Underground Storage Tanks $642 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Not Required


SITE 00015 Spill Site Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SITE 00016 DUMMY VALUE (ADDED BY NAVY $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Spill Site Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete
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SITE 00018 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Spill Site Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Surface Disposal Area $1,634 2005/01 IRP2004/02 Not Required
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SITE 00041 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SITE 00042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00043 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Storage Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater


SITE 00045 Spill Site Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00046 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Storage Area $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


SITE 00048 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


SITE 00070 Spill Site Area $8,034 2007/03 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00071 Spill Site Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete
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SITE 00072 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SITE 00073 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00074 Other $16,104 2012/12 IRP2012/12 High
Soil


SWMU 00017 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00022 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00024 Incinerator $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00041 Storage Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00042 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00043 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00048 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00051 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00052 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00053 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00054 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00055 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete
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SWMU 00056 Storage Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00057 Storage Area $749 2010/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00058 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00059 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00060 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00061 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00062 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00063 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00064 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00065 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00066 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00069 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1995/10 Response Complete
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UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/01 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/07 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $441 2010/09 IRP2008/12 Medium
Soil


UXO 00001 Other $258 2012/10 MMRP2012/10 Not Required


UXO 00002 Other $258 2012/10 MMRP2012/10 Not Required


Connecticut
NAVY --- CT117002202000 / NEW LONDON NSB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $22,199


SITE 00001 Storage Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Landfill $1,586 2001/09 IRP1996/02 Not Required


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $1,622 2001/06 IRP1997/06 Not Required
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SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/12 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Storage Area $0 1983/03 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $1,508 2001/09 IRP1997/10 Not Required


SITE 00007 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $651 2007/03 IRP2004/02 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


SITE 00008 Landfill $1,953 2002/08 IRP1997/09 Not Required


SITE 00009 Underground Tank Farm $0 1996/12 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Underground Storage Tanks $2,511 2007/09 IRP2004/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00011 Underground Storage Tanks $2,219 2007/09 IRP2000/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
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(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00013 Underground Storage Tanks $2,186 2007/09 IRP2001/06 High
Groundwater


Soil


SITE 00014 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/10 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Storage Area $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Storage Area $968 2011/09 IRP2009/12 Medium
Soil


SITE 00018 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Storage Area $811 2012/09 IRP2009/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00020 Storage Area $0 2003/05 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


SITE 00021 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,263 2007/09 IRP2005/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil


SITE 00022 Above Ground Storage Tank $1,766 2007/09 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Sed_Marine


Soil


SITE 00023 Underground Tank Farm $0 2001/09 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Storage Area $1,304 2012/07 IRP1982/06 Low
Soil


SITE 00025 Surface Disposal Area $1,808 2011/03 IRP1996/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $43 1996/07 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Tank Farm $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


District of Columbia
NAVY --- DC317002756200 / ANACOSTIA NS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,861


SITE 00001 Spill Site Area $0 2006/02 IRP2006/02 Medium
Soil


SITE 00002 Landfill $1,188 2007/07 IRP2004/01 High
Soil


SITE 00003 Spill Site Area $0 2006/02 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Other $250 2007/09 MMRP2007/09 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $423 2008/04 MMRP2008/04 Not Required


NAVY --- DC317002345400 / WASHINGTON DC NAVOBSY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $191


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $191 2002/04 IRP2001/08 Not Required


Florida
NAVY --- FL417002441200 / JACKSONVILLE NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $24,933


SITE 00001 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Landfill $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 57 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00006 Storage Area $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Storage Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Storage Area $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Storage Area $2,519 2003/12 IRP2003/04 Not Required


SITE 00012 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $1,001 2003/12 IRP2000/10 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00016 Waste Lines $8 2003/06 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Landfill $0 1998/10 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Incinerator $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Contaminated Sediments $11 2002/06 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Surface Disposal Area $763 2008/11 IRP2008/11 Medium
Soil


SITE 00023 Surface Disposal Area $644 2009/06 IRP2009/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00024 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 59 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00025 Storage Area $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Surface Disposal Area $1,722 2000/01 IRP1996/03 Not Required


SITE 00027 Storage Area $0 1998/06 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Burn Area $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Spill Site Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Landfill $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Storage Area $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Storage Area $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00037 Spill Site Area $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Storage Area $1,206 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00039 Landfill $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SITE 00041 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


SITE 00042 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


SITE 00043 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Waste Lines $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,781 2010/04 IRP2008/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00046 Storage Area $2,527 2007/09 IRP2003/11 High
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00047 Pesticide Shop $1,102 2007/09 IRP2004/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00048 Contaminated Ground Water $2,876 2001/12 IRP2000/09 Not Required


SITE 00049 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Fire/Crash Training Area $430 2002/07 IRP2002/06 Not Required


SITE 00052 Underground Storage Tanks $1,170 2008/12 IRP1999/05 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00055 Other $236 2012/11 IRP2011/12 Low
Soil


SWMU 00001 Underground Storage Tanks $2,224 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,889 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00003 Plating Shop $0 2000/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Washrack $0 2002/02 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/04 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $129 2003/01 IRP2003/01 Not Required


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $48 2004/09 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


UST 000010 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


UST 000011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/12 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


UST 000012 Underground Tank Farm $418 2011/05 IRP2002/09 Low
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000013 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


UST 000014 Underground Storage Tanks $140 2003/02 IRP2001/11 Not Required


UST 000015 Fire/Crash Training Area $162 2003/03 IRP1985/12 Response Complete


UST 000016 Underground Storage Tanks $171 1998/12 IRP1992/09 Not Required


UST 000017 Spill Site Area $0 2002/10 IRP2002/10 Response Complete


UST 000018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/02 IRP2004/02 Response Complete


UST 000019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


UST 000020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


UST 000021 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


UST 000022 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/02 IRP2004/02 Response Complete


UST 000023 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/02 IRP2004/02 Response Complete


UST 000024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


UST 000119 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2005/12 IRP2005/12 Not Evaluated


UXO 000001 Pistol Range $1,756 2013/05 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


NAVY --- FL417002378800 / MAYPORT NS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $10,547


SWMU 00001 Landfill $184 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Landfill $656 2006/11 IRP2000/12 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


SWMU 00003 Landfill $318 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Landfill $391 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Landfill $338 2004/03 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $187 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,350 2007/09 IRP2005/01 High
SW_Human


SWMU 00008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $224 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00009 Waste Treatment Plant $225 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00010 Storage Area $225 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00011 Spill Site Area $225 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00012 Industrial Discharge $555 2004/09 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00013 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00014 Spill Site Area $218 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00015 Mixed Waste Area $318 2005/02 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00016 Storage Area $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00017 Surface Disposal Area $564 2005/06 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00022 Contaminated Soil Piles $383 2004/09 IRP2002/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00023 Maintenance Yard $221 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00024 Maintenance Yard $255 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00025 Maintenance Yard $206 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00047 Waste Lines $225 2005/06 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00053 Waste Lines $976 2010/04 IRP2001/04 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00055 Storm Drain $979 2008/04 IRP2000/07 Medium
Sed_Human
SW_Fresh


SWMU 00057 Contaminated Ground Water $987 2010/01 IRP2008/01 Medium
Groundwater


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1996/10 Not Required


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $22 1999/05 IRP1992/01 Not Required


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000005 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $112 1997/11 IRP1996/06 Not Required


UST 000006 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1999/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $56 2006/07 IRP2002/06 Low
Soil


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000012 Underground Storage Tanks $147 1998/11 IRP1995/08 Not Required


UST 000013 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


UST 000014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


UST 000015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


NAVY --- FL417002379200 / PANAMA CITY CSS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $3,832


SWMU 00001 Landfill $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Landfill $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)
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(yyyy/mm)
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00003 Landfill $94 2005/09 IRP2002/02 Not Required


SWMU 00004 Landfill $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00006 Storage Area $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00007 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00008 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00009 Fire/Crash Training Area $647 2004/01 IRP2002/02 Not Required


SWMU 00010 Oil/Water Separator $416 2005/06 IRP2005/02 Not Required


SWMU 00011 Storage Area $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00012 Storage Area $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00013 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,444 2005/09 IRP2002/02 Not Required


SWMU 00014 Contaminated Sediments $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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CTC
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00016 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $88 1999/12 IRP1998/07 Not Required


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $89 1997/01 IRP1996/02 Not Required


UST 000075 Underground Storage Tanks $1,054 2006/04 IRP2002/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


NAVY --- FL417002461000 / PENSACOLA NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $47,715


SITE 00001 Landfill $2,370 2003/03 IRP1998/03 Not Required


SITE 00002 Contaminated Sediments $542 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Not Required


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 70 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $1,380 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Not Required


SITE 00009 Landfill $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Surface Disposal Area $3,404 2007/01 IRP2003/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil


SITE 00012 Storage Area $1,555 2007/01 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Pesticide Shop $1,733 2002/09 IRP1988/11 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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SITE 00016 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Spill Site Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Spill Site Area $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Surface Disposal Area $1,474 2004/02 IRP2002/10 Not Required


SITE 00025 Spill Site Area $1,948 2007/01 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00026 Storage Area $1,743 2009/09 IRP2005/11 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00027 Waste Lines $2,274 2007/01 IRP2005/07 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00028 Spill Site Area $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00029 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Waste Lines $2,313 2007/01 IRP2005/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Soil
SW_Fresh


SITE 00032 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1998/01 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Spill Site Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Waste Lines $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Plating Shop $933 2007/09 IRP2004/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00039 Landfill $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Contaminated Sediments $1,985 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Sed_Marine
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SITE 00041 Contaminated Sediments $1,835 2007/09 IRP2006/12 High
Sed_Human


Sed_Marine
SW_Human


SITE 00042 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 00043 Landfill $1,148 2007/09 IRP2007/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00044 Maintenance Yard $1,136 2009/10 IRP2008/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00045 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $1,033 2009/04 IRP2008/05 Medium
Soil


SITE 00046 Other $1,174 2009/06 IRP2008/06 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00100 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


SITE 00101 Small Arms Range $1,468 2013/10 IRP2010/10 Low
Soil


SITE 00102 Firing Range $0 2001/04 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


SITE 00103 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,140 2013/10 IRP2012/10 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00104 Contaminated Buildings $1,140 2011/10 IRP2008/09 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00105 Maintenance Yard $1,222 2013/10 IRP2010/09 Low
Groundwater


SWMU 00001 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $5,264 1998/12 IRP1986/08 Not Required
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UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


UST 000012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


UST 000013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


UST 000014 Underground Storage Tanks $411 2001/03 IRP2000/06 Not Required


UST 000015 Underground Storage Tanks $811 2004/05 IRP2001/12 Not Required


UST 000017 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $96 1998/01 IRP1991/03 Not Required


UST 000018 Fire/Crash Training Area $169 2002/01 IRP1997/12 Not Required


UST 000019 Underground Storage Tanks $20 2004/04 IRP2003/02 Not Required


UST 000020 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,146 2011/03 IRP2002/06 Medium
Groundwater


UST 000021 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $991 2006/08 IRP2001/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000022 Surface Disposal Area $987 2010/09 IRP2005/08 Medium
Groundwater


UST 000023 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2001/04 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


UST 000024 Underground Tank Farm $1,601 2009/06 IRP2002/04 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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UST 000025 Underground Storage Tanks $1,269 2009/04 IRP2002/06 Medium
Groundwater


NAVY --- FL417002440800 / PENSACOLA NTTC CORRY STATION Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,860


SITE 00001 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Landfill $606 2008/06 IRP2008/06 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00003 Underground Storage Tanks $627 2008/06 IRP2008/06 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00004 Contaminated Sediments $627 2008/06 IRP2008/06 Low
Groundwater


Georgia
NAVY --- GA417302369400 / ALBANY MCLB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,079


SITE 00001 Landfill $152 2005/09 IRP1997/09 Not Required


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $0 1987/05 IRP1987/05 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $1,928 2007/01 IRP2001/06 High
Groundwater


SITE 00004 Landfill $376 2007/11 IRP2001/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00005 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Drainage Ditch $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00007 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Waste Lines $152 2005/09 IRP2001/06 Not Required


SITE 00011 Pistol Range $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Waste Treatment Plant $152 2005/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Waste Lines $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 77 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00020 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Storage Area $1,167 2005/09 IRP2001/06 Not Required


SITE 00025 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2001/06 Not Required


SWMU 00001 Storage Area $0 1988/12 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $152 1989/10 IRP1987/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00003 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1994/06 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00030 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/03 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00031 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


SWMU 00032 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


NAVY --- GA417002471300 / ATHENS NAVSCSCOL Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/10 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


NAVY --- GA417009000100 / KINGS BAY NSB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $680


SITE 00001 Storage Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Storage Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Storage Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Landfill $680 2002/04 IRP1997/08 Not Required


SITE 00012 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/04 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Storage Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00014 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


UST 000001 Spill Site Area $0 1994/03 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


Hawaii
NAVY --- HI917002434100 / PEARL HARBOR NS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $34,223


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/10 IRP1983/10 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/10 IRP1983/10 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Spill Site Area $0 1987/12 IRP1987/12 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Landfill $1,427 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Contaminated Sediments $19,387 2013/11 IRP2008/06 High
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine


SITE 00031 Spill Site Area $2,963 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Soil


SITE 00032 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00035 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $572 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater


Sed_Human
Sed_Marine


SITE 00038 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Oil/Water Separator $107 2002/06 IRP2001/06 Not Required


SITE 00050 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00051 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater


SITE 00052 Spill Site Area $42 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Soil


SITE 00053 Storm Drain $0 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00054 Storm Drain $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00055 Oil/Water Separator $1,965 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00056 Spill Site Area $0 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00057 Spill Site Area $0 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00058 Other $1,372 2010/08 IRP2010/08 Medium
SW_Human
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00003 Storage Area $0 1995/03 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Storm Drain $1,727 2011/06 IRP2011/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00006 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,216 2007/09 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $279 1999/11 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


UST 000002 Other $2,166 2014/09 IRP2014/09 Low
Soil


Illinois
NAVY --- IL517002259600 / GREAT LAKES NTC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $20,381


SITE 00001 Landfill $1,471 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Soil


SITE 00002 Landfill $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Landfill $0 1997/04 IRP1986/03 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Above Ground Storage Tank $1,394 2012/09 IRP2011/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00005 Storage Area $892 2012/07 IRP2011/01 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00006 Storage Area $0 1988/11 IRP1988/11 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Storage Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/09 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $921 2008/05 IRP2008/05 Low
Soil


SITE 00010 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1989/12 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Storage Area $0 1986/03 IRP1986/03 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Surface Disposal Area $1,251 2010/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Soil


SITE 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Storage Area $0 1986/03 IRP1986/03 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Burn Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Contaminated Buildings $15 2004/10 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Contaminated Sediments $2,279 2009/05 IRP2004/09 High
Sed_Human


SITE 00018 Contaminated Ground Water $205 2006/02 IRP2003/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00019 Small Arms Range $380 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00020 Contaminated Ground Water $919 2009/07 IRP2008/01 Medium
Soil


SITE 00021 Landfill $1,066 2010/05 IRP2009/02 Medium
Soil


SITE 00022 Other $1,728 2007/04 IRP2006/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $297 2012/06 IRP2001/11 Low
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $59 2007/07 IRP2007/07 Low
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $50 2006/06 IRP2006/06 Low
Groundwater


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $58 2007/03 IRP2007/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000005 Underground Tank Farm $141 2009/02 IRP2009/02 Low
Groundwater


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $95 2010/02 IRP2010/02 Low
Groundwater


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $95 2012/02 IRP2012/02 Low
Groundwater


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $91 2013/02 IRP2013/02 Low
Groundwater


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $93 2014/03 IRP2014/03 Low
Groundwater


UST 000010 Underground Storage Tanks $99 2013/02 IRP2013/02 Low
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000011 Underground Storage Tanks $97 2014/02 IRP2014/02 Low
Groundwater


UXO 000001 Other $4,321 2011/09 MMRP2008/02 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $1,595 2012/08 MMRP2012/08 Not Required


UXO 000003 Other $0 2003/03 MMRP2003/03 Response Complete


UXO 000004 Other $769 2013/02 MMRP2011/01 Not Required


UXO 000005 Other $0 2003/03 MMRP2003/03 Response Complete


Indiana
NAVY --- IN517002350000 / CRANE NSWC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $25,277


SWMU 00001 Contaminated Ground Water $390 2006/11 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater


SWMU 00002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $181 2007/09 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater


SWMU 00003 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $2,507 2007/02 IRP2006/01 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SWMU 00004 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $399 2011/06 IRP2011/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00005 Surface Disposal Area $1,502 2007/09 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater


Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


SWMU 00006 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2001/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00007 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00008 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,503 2007/08 IRP2006/09 High
SW_Fresh


SWMU 00009 Storage Area $243 2007/05 IRP2007/05 High
Groundwater


SWMU 00010 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $258 2007/01 IRP2007/01 High
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Human


SWMU 00011 Storage Area $1,251 2011/07 IRP2011/07 Medium
Soil


SWMU 00012 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $207 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SWMU 00013 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $727 2007/09 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00014 Landfill $0 2001/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00015 Surface Disposal Area $1,261 2007/09 IRP2007/03 High
Soil
SW_Human


SWMU 00016 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,021 2007/09 IRP2006/06 High
Soil


SWMU 00017 Storage Area $155 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Soil


SWMU 00018 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,984 2011/09 IRP2010/06 Medium
SW_Fresh


SWMU 00019 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00020 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00021 Storage Area $1,811 2010/10 IRP2010/10 Medium
Soil


SWMU 00022 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,167 2013/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SWMU 00023 Waste Lines $862 2013/06 IRP2013/06 Low
Soil


SWMU 00024 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2001/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00025 Surface Disposal Area $1,230 2011/12 IRP2011/12 Low
Soil


SWMU 00026 Surface Disposal Area $393 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Soil


SWMU 00027 Waste Lines $1,967 2011/09 IRP2010/01 Medium
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00028 Waste Lines $1,759 2011/09 IRP2010/03 Medium
Soil


SWMU 00029 Contaminated Ground Water $595 2014/04 IRP2014/04 Low
Soil


SWMU 00030 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00031 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00032 Underground Tank Farm $876 2011/09 IRP2010/06 Medium
Soil


SWMU 00033 Contaminated Buildings $155 2010/10 IRP2010/10 Low
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


UXO 000004 Other $0 2005/03 MMRP2005/03 Response Complete


UXO 000005 Other $435 2008/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


UXO 000006 Other $438 2008/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


NAVY --- IN517002349900 / INDIANAPOLIS NAWC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/04 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/04 IRP1992/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Kentucky
NAVY --- KY417002417500 / LOUISVILLE NSWC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $666


SITE 00001 Landfill $0 1986/07 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Storage Area $0 1986/07 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1986/07 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Storage Area $0 1986/07 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Plating Shop $0 1993/01 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


SWMU 00001 Other $293 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Other $151 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00003 Other $222 2001/11 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


Louisiana
NAVY --- LA617002278800 / NEW ORLEANS NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $3,228


SITE 00001 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/11 IRP1985/11 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Landfill $0 1985/11 IRP1985/11 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Burn Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1985/11 IRP1985/11 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1985/11 IRP1985/11 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Spill Site Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Spill Site Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Spill Site Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Underground Storage Tanks $12 1997/09 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1997/08 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


UXO  00001 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,216 2010/10 MMRP2003/09 Not Required


NAVY --- LA617002260400 / NEW ORLEANS NSA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00001 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00002 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Landfill $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Spill Site Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


Maine
NAVY --- ME117002201800 / BRUNSWICK NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $15,648


SITE 00001 Landfill $2,492 1999/03 IRP1991/08 Not Required


SITE 00002 Landfill $1,927 2000/11 IRP1997/08 Not Required


SITE 00003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/06 IRP1991/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
Completion
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RIP/RC
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Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00004 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/06 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/06 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/06 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $2,195 2007/08 IRP2007/07 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00010 Storage Area $0 1983/06 IRP1983/06 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,819 2001/07 IRP1996/02 Not Required


SITE 00012 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Storage Area $0 1997/06 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Landfill $0 1991/08 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Investigation
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RIP/RC
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00016 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/10 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Spill Site Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Tank Farm $0 2000/12 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $1,355 2008/09 IRP1992/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $268 2002/07 IRP2000/11 Not Required


UXO 000001 Other $1,222 2008/11 MMRP2007/09 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $4,370 2012/07 MMRP2010/02 Not Required


Maryland
NAVY --- MD317009002200 / ANNAPOLIS NS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $3,708


SITE 00001 Surface Disposal Area $3,708 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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(yyyy/mm)
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SW_Human


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


NAVY --- MD317002468700 / BETHESDA NAVMEDCOM NATCAPREG Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,555


SITE 00001 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Spill Site Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Storage Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Spill Site Area $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Waste Lines $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00001 Other $2,555 2011/01 IRP2008/01 Medium
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


NAVY --- MD317002468600 / CARDEROCK NSWC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $194


SITE 00001 Landfill $194 2006/06 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 94 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Sed_Human


Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00002 Storage Area $0 2004/12 IRP2004/12 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Storage Area $0 2005/05 IRP2005/05 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Contaminated Sediments $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Spill Site Area $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 95 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00007 Waste Lines $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Waste Lines $0 1991/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Spill Site Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Other $0 2006/04 MMRP2006/04 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $0 2006/04 MMRP2006/04 Not Required


UXO 000003 Other $0 2006/04 MMRP2006/04 Not Required


UXO 000004 Other $0 2006/04 MMRP2006/04 Not Required


UXO 000005 Other $0 2006/04 MMRP2006/04 Not Required


NAVY --- MD317002410900 / INDIAN HEAD NSWC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $61,096


SITE 00001 Spill Site Area $705 2014/08 IRP2013/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00002 Spill Site Area $1,116 2014/03 IRP2012/12 Low
Soil


SITE 00003 Spill Site Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Spill Site Area $730 2014/08 IRP2013/08 Low
Soil


SITE 00005 Drainage Ditch $0 2004/01 IRP2004/01 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 96 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00006 Contaminated Sediments $554 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Soil


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $342 2011/09 IRP2010/10 Medium
Soil


SITE 00008 Contaminated Sediments $903 2011/03 IRP2009/03 High
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00009 Spill Site Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Landfill $1,879 2007/05 IRP2006/01 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
SW_Fresh


SITE 00012 Landfill $267 2003/01 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/12 IRP2005/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $220 2008/05 IRP2002/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 97 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00015 Waste Lines $66 2007/08 IRP2004/10 High
Sed_Fresh


Soil


SITE 00016 Waste Lines $77 2007/09 IRP2003/02 High
Sed_Human
Soil


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $591 2008/11 IRP2006/07 High
Sed_Fresh


SITE 00018 Landfill $1,049 2014/05 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00019 Waste Lines $875 2014/07 IRP2013/07 Low
Sed_Fresh
Soil


SITE 00020 Spill Site Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Landfill $1,986 2009/05 IRP2002/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SITE 00022 Surface Disposal Area $0 1982/09 IRP1982/09 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Waste Lines $419 2012/12 IRP2012/12 Low
SW_Fresh


SITE 00024 Waste Lines $835 2011/09 IRP2010/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh


SITE 00025 Contaminated Sediments $0 2004/10 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 98 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00026 Spill Site Area $715 2014/08 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00027 Spill Site Area $816 2014/09 IRP2012/11 Low
Soil


SITE 00028 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $2,022 2008/01 IRP2008/01 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SITE 00029 Other $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Landfill $0 2004/10 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Landfill $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Landfill $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Contaminated Fill $384 2012/12 IRP2011/10 Medium
Groundwater
SW_Human


SITE 00038 Landfill $2,005 2011/06 IRP2010/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 99 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00039 Contaminated Sediments $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Contaminated Sediments $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


SITE 00041 Storage Area $0 2002/09 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


SITE 00042 Landfill $919 2006/11 IRP2003/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00043 Surface Disposal Area $786 2013/12 IRP2011/12 Low
Soil


SITE 00044 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/10 IRP2002/10 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00046 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Surface Disposal Area $2,487 2006/12 IRP2004/10 High
Sed_Fresh
Soil


SITE 00048 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $80 2007/12 IRP2003/02 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Soil


SITE 00050 Contaminated Buildings $78 2007/09 IRP2004/07 High
Soil


SITE 00051 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SITE 00052 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SITE 00053 Waste Lines $83 2007/08 IRP2002/02 High
Sed_Human
Soil


SITE 00054 Contaminated Buildings $76 2007/09 IRP2002/02 High
Soil


SITE 00055 Contaminated Buildings $76 2007/08 IRP2002/04 High
Soil


SITE 00056 Contaminated Sediments $657 2014/09 IRP2012/08 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 101 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SW_Human


SITE 00057 Spill Site Area $1,825 2008/08 IRP2007/01 High
Groundwater
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00066 Surface Disposal Area $3,391 2014/05 IRP2012/05 Not Evaluated


SWMU 00002 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/12 IRP2004/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00003 Landfill $0 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2005/03 IRP2004/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00006 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00020 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/10 IRP2003/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00025 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00026 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00027 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Other $493 2008/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $2,991 2012/06 MMRP2010/01 Not Required


UXO 000003 Other $1,118 2015/10 MMRP2011/10 Not Required


UXO 000004 Other $2,843 2012/04 MMRP2011/04 Not Required


UXO 000005 Other $2,845 2014/01 MMRP2011/04 Not Required


UXO 000006 Other $389 2012/07 MMRP2008/02 Not Required


UXO 000007 Other $1,103 2013/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


UXO 000008 Other $0 2004/09 MMRP2004/09 Response Complete


UXO 000009 Other $3,005 2013/12 MMRP2012/03 Not Required


UXO 000010 Other $712 2012/01 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


UXO 000011 Other $3,080 2013/12 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UXO 000012 Other $2,089 2015/09 MMRP2010/12 Not Required


UXO 000013 Other $59 2008/01 MMRP2008/01 Not Required


UXO 000014 Other $1,288 2014/01 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


UXO 000015 Other $1,295 2014/01 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


UXO 000016 Other $1,312 2014/01 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


UXO 000017 Other $1,284 2014/01 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


UXO 000018 Other $1,191 2012/12 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000019 Other $1,047 2010/09 MMRP2009/01 Not Required


UXO 000020 Other $1,550 2012/01 MMRP2010/01 Not Required


UXO 000021 Other $220 2008/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


UXO 000022 Other $20 2008/01 MMRP2008/01 Not Required


UXO 000023 Other $422 2013/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


UXO 000032 Other $1,726 2009/11 MMRP2004/09 Not Required


NAVY --- MD317002453600 / PATUXENT RIVER NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $38,287


SITE 00001 Landfill $252 2001/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 104 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $3,146 2011/09 IRP2011/05 Medium
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $3,408 2011/08 IRP2011/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Marine


SITE 00004 Landfill $2,134 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


SITE 00005 Landfill $2,596 2009/12 IRP2006/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00006 Contaminated Sediments $1,548 2010/09 IRP2008/11 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00007 Underground Tank Farm $0 1985/01 IRP1985/01 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Contaminated Sediments $0 1986/11 IRP1986/11 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $1,929 2009/09 IRP2008/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 105 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00010 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1991/07 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Landfill $138 2005/11 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00012 Landfill $1,462 2007/01 IRP1997/11 High
Groundwater


SITE 00013 Contaminated Buildings $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Burn Area $0 2007/05 IRP2007/05 High
Groundwater


SITE 00015 Contaminated Sediments $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Contaminated Sediments $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Contaminated Sediments $1,496 2007/03 IRP2006/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00018 Drainage Ditch $159 2011/08 IRP2011/08 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00019 Contaminated Sediments $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $172 2011/08 IRP2011/08 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00021 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $3,690 2010/08 IRP2010/03 Medium
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00022 Drainage Ditch $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Spill Site Area $2,293 2010/09 IRP2008/08 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00024 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,011 2010/09 IRP2004/10 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00025 Spill Site Area $1,699 2010/09 IRP2009/03 High
Groundwater


SITE 00026 Landfill $237 2007/01 IRP2001/05 High
Groundwater


SITE 00027 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Spill Site Area $1,812 2010/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00029 Surface Disposal Area $1,111 2007/08 IRP2006/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00030 Contaminated Sediments $907 2011/05 IRP2011/01 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00031 Contaminated Sediments $81 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SW_Marine


SITE 00034 Surface Disposal Area $1,127 2010/06 IRP2009/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00035 Spill Site Area $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Spill Site Area $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Storage Area $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Spill Site Area $1,542 2009/05 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00040 Landfill $1,008 2011/01 IRP2011/01 Medium
Soil


SITE 00041 Burn Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 00042 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00043 Surface Disposal Area $1,753 2010/09 IRP2010/01 Medium
Soil


SITE 00044 Landfill $758 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Soil


SITE 00045 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


SITE 00046 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $818 2010/09 IRP2010/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00048 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Soil


SITE 00051 Pistol Range $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


SITE 00052 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


SITE 00053 Spill Site Area $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


SITE 00054 Other $0 1985/09 IRP1985/09 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/02 IRP1998/07 Not Required


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/05 IRP1987/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/05 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/01 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/03 IRP2000/05 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


UST 000010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/12 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


Mississippi
NAVY --- MS417002262600 / GULFPORT NCBC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $13,078


SITE 00001 Landfill $878 2010/01 IRP2008/01 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00002 Landfill $1,366 2010/08 IRP2009/07 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00003 Landfill $1,825 2010/06 IRP2008/01 Medium
Groundwater


SITE 00004 Landfill $1,633 2007/09 IRP2006/10 High
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00005 Landfill $1,832 2007/06 IRP2005/06 High
Groundwater


SITE 00006 Fire/Crash Training Area $749 2007/06 IRP2007/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00007 Landfill $2,012 2014/09 IRP2011/11 Low
Soil


SITE 00008 Spill Site Area $2,366 2007/09 IRP2001/07 High
Groundwater


SITE 00009 Storage Area $0 1985/07 IRP1985/07 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Drainage Ditch $417 2007/06 IRP2005/03 High
Sed_Human


NAVY --- MS417002436800 / MERIDIAN NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $5,111


SITE 00001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2005/10 IRP2005/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00002 Oil/Water Separator $1,280 2010/03 IRP2008/01 Medium
Soil


SITE 00003 Landfill $1,174 2007/09 IRP2006/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $1,968 2009/12 IRP2009/12 Low
Soil


SITE 00005 Pesticide Shop $240 2005/10 IRP2005/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00006 Fire/Crash Training Area $369 2005/10 IRP2005/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $80 2001/12 IRP1993/11 Not Required


Nebraska
NAVY --- NE717002302600 / LINCOLN NRC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00001 Contaminated Buildings $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Contaminated Buildings $0 1988/04 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


Nevada
NAVY --- NV917002217300 / FALLON NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $11,933


SITE 00001 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,444 2010/04 IRP2007/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00002 Above Ground Storage Tank $2,649 2009/03 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater
Soil
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SITE 00003 Surface Disposal Area $1,738 2010/05 IRP2007/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/12 IRP2005/12 Low
Soil


SITE 00005 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $884 2008/03 IRP2007/03 High
Groundwater


SITE 00007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Storage Area $0 2003/11 IRP2003/11 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Maintenance Yard $1,703 2008/06 IRP2007/03 High
Groundwater


SITE 00015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Underground Tank Farm $2,364 2010/03 IRP2007/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


SITE 00017 Spill Site Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Landfill $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00020 Landfill $80 2004/02 IRP2004/02 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Landfill $80 2004/02 IRP2004/02 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Landfill $61 2004/02 IRP2004/02 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Spill Site Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $930 2010/04 IRP2007/03 Low
Groundwater


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


New Jersey
NAVY --- NJ217002217200 / COLTS NECK NWS EARLE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $8,380


SITE 00001 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $47 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $41 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 114 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00003 Landfill $392 2003/05 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Landfill $274 1999/04 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Landfill $283 1999/04 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Landfill $431 2006/02 IRP2003/10 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine


SITE 00007 Landfill $1,540 2009/09 IRP2006/11 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh


SITE 00008 Landfill $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Landfill $842 2008/12 IRP2006/11 Medium
Soil


SITE 00010 Landfill $95 2003/05 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 115 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00012 Spill Site Area $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Storage Area $288 2006/05 IRP1999/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00014 Storage Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $51 2007/09 IRP2003/10 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human


SITE 00016 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1998/03 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Landfill $214 2005/12 IRP2003/07 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine


SITE 00018 Incinerator $0 1995/11 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Surface Disposal Area $139 1999/04 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 116 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00020 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Storage Area $0 1983/02 IRP1983/02 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Pistol Range $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Pistol Range $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Waste Lines $2,847 2000/11 IRP1997/08 Not Required


SITE 00027 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/07 IRP1983/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 117 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00029 Spill Site Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Storage Area $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Storage Area $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Storage Area $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Surface Runoff $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Storage Area $0 1998/03 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Pistol Range $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Surface Runoff $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Spill Site Area $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Storage Area $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Spill Site Area $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00041 Storage Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


SITE 00042 Storage Area $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 118 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00043 Storage Area $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Contaminated Buildings $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SITE 00046 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00047 Pesticide Shop $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00048 Landfill $0 2005/01 IRP2005/01 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/08 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000005 Underground Storage Tanks $896 2003/03 IRP1996/06 Not Required


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 119 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


UST 000011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


UST 000014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


UST 000015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


UST 000016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


UST 000019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


UST 000020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UST 000021 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Other $0 2005/08 MMRP2005/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


NAVY --- NJ217002727400 / LAKEHURST NAWCAD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $42,267


SITE 00001 Spill Site Area $0 1996/08 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Spill Site Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Contaminated Sediments $0 1999/06 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Storage Area $390 1998/05 IRP1993/02 Not Required


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/03 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Oil/Water Separator $7,205 1999/11 IRP1999/09 Not Required


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/02 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Storage Area $0 1996/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Storage Area $0 1993/09 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 121 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00012 Underground Tank Farm $0 1993/11 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Underground Tank Farm $559 1998/01 IRP1996/02 Not Required


SITE 00014 Fire/Crash Training Area $880 1998/10 IRP1996/10 Not Required


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Fire/Crash Training Area $4,945 1997/10 IRP1989/02 Not Required


SITE 00017 Underground Tank Farm $1,880 1997/10 IRP1996/02 Not Required


SITE 00018 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Storage Area $0 1991/03 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 122 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00022 Storage Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Storage Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/11 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1994/08 Not Required


SITE 00029 Landfill $5,890 1997/10 IRP1993/12 Not Required


SITE 00030 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Landfill $390 1999/03 IRP1996/08 Not Required


SITE 00032 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $7,210 1997/10 IRP1996/02 Not Required


SITE 00033 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/11 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00035 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/09 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


SITE 00041 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


SITE 00042 Landfill $0 1997/10 IRP1993/09 Not Required


SITE 00043 Storage Area $0 1983/06 IRP1983/06 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/08 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Other $10,570 2012/09 MMRP2007/10 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $145 2006/10 MMRP2006/10 Not Required


UXO 000003 Other $1,828 2008/09 MMRP2007/09 Not Required


UXO 000004 Other $92 2006/10 MMRP2006/10 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UXO 000005 Other $103 2006/10 MMRP2006/10 Not Required


UXO 000006 Other $180 2006/10 MMRP2006/10 Not Required


New York
NAVY --- NY217002224700 / WATERTOWN NRC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


North Carolina
NAVY --- NC417302258000 / CAMP LEJEUNE MCB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $161,293


SITE 00001 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/05 Not Required


SITE 00002 Spill Site Area $288 1995/06 IRP1995/05 Not Required


SITE 00003 Contaminated Sediments $848 1999/11 IRP1996/12 Not Required


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Storage Area $1,495 1997/12 IRP1993/09 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Storage Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Landfill $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Pesticide Shop $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Landfill $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Burn Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Landfill $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00020 Incinerator $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Storage Area $0 1996/05 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Underground Tank Farm $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Incinerator $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Storage Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Burn Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Landfill $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00031 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Surface Runoff $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Spill Site Area $10,463 2008/03 IRP2007/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00036 Landfill $1,482 2004/01 IRP2002/05 Not Required


SITE 00037 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Landfill $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00041 Surface Disposal Area $416 1997/07 IRP1996/11 Not Required


SITE 00042 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00043 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00046 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00048 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00052 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00053 Storage Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00054 Burn Area $0 1999/12 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SITE 00055 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00056 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00057 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00058 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00059 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00060 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00061 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00062 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00063 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


SITE 00064 Spill Site Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00065 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00066 Storage Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00067 Burn Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00068 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SITE 00069 Surface Disposal Area $7,142 2009/03 IRP2009/02 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
SW_Human


SITE 00070 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00071 Landfill $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00072 Storage Area $0 1983/04 IRP1983/04 Response Complete


SITE 00073 Surface Disposal Area $4,167 2007/09 IRP2007/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SITE 00074 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SITE 00075 Landfill $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SITE 00076 Landfill $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SITE 00078 Industrial Discharge $16,789 1998/07 IRP1995/06 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00080 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00082 Surface Disposal Area $25,203 1998/11 IRP1993/09 Not Required


SITE 00084 Surface Disposal Area $1,133 2005/03 IRP2002/02 Not Required


SITE 00085 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SITE 00086 Above Ground Storage Tank $3,501 2007/03 IRP2005/02 High
Groundwater


SITE 00087 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SITE 00088 Underground Storage Tanks $14,084 2010/03 IRP2007/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00089 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $10,338 2007/03 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
Completion
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Sed_Human


SW_Human


SITE 00090 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00091 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00092 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00093 Contaminated Ground Water $1,457 2005/03 IRP2004/09 Not Required


SITE 00094 Contaminated Ground Water $2,659 2007/09 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater


SITE 00095 Other $7,770 2012/06 IRP2009/01 High
Soil


UST 000001 Underground Tank Farm $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Tank Farm $1,721 1997/01 IRP1993/10 Not Required


UST 000003 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $690 1997/02 IRP1993/10 Not Required


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/08 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


UST 000005 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


UST 000006 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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($K)


Investigation
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UST 000007 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Tank Farm $6,162 1998/03 IRP1996/11 Not Required


UST 000010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


UST 000011 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $390 1996/01 IRP1993/06 Not Required


UST 000012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000013 Underground Storage Tanks $1,787 1998/10 IRP1996/12 Not Required


UST 000014 Underground Storage Tanks $356 1998/04 IRP1994/01 Not Required


UST 000015 Underground Storage Tanks $153 1996/06 IRP1994/08 Not Required


UST 000016 Underground Storage Tanks $509 1998/03 IRP1995/12 Not Required


UST 000017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


UST 000018 Underground Storage Tanks $211 1998/04 IRP1994/01 Not Required


UST 000019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1994/10 Response Complete
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UST 000020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


UST 000021 Underground Storage Tanks $723 1998/03 IRP1996/02 Not Required


UST 000022 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


UST 000023 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


UST 000024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


UST 000025 Underground Storage Tanks $17 1997/10 IRP1996/07 Not Required


UST 000026 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000027 Underground Storage Tanks $158 1997/03 IRP1995/04 Not Required


UST 000028 Underground Tank Farm $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000029 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000030 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete
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UST 000032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/03 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


UST 000033 Underground Storage Tanks $219 1998/09 IRP1996/01 Not Required


UST 000034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000036 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


UST 000037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000038 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/12 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


UST 000039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


UST 000040 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000041 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


UST 000043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


UST 000044 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000045 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


UST 000046 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 136 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000047 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


UST 000048 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


UST 000049 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


UST 000050 Underground Storage Tanks $5,259 1999/03 IRP1998/03 Not Required


UST 000051 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


UST 000052 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


UST 000053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


UST 000054 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


UST 000055 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


UST 000056 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


UST 000057 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


UST 000058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


UST 000059 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


UST 000060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 137 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000061 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


UST 000062 Above Ground Storage Tank $2,206 1998/05 IRP1997/04 Not Required


UST 000063 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


UST 000064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


UST 000065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


UST 000066 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


UST 000067 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/10 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


UST 000068 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/02 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


UST 000069 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


UST 000070 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


UST 000071 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


UST 000072 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/07 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


UST 000073 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


UST 000074 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


UST 000075 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 138 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000076 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


UST 000077 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


UST 000078 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


UST 000079 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


UST 000080 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


UST 000081 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


UST 000082 Underground Storage Tanks $6 1997/10 IRP1997/09 Not Required


UST 000083 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


UST 000084 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


UST 000085 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


UST 000086 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $6,070 2013/04 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


UXO 000002 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,813 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000003 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,511 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000004 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,309 2013/09 MMRP2010/10 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 139 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UXO 000005 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,099 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000006 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,370 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000007 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,053 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000008 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,926 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000009 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,700 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000010 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,828 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000011 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,041 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000012 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,476 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000013 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,945 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000014 Small Arms Range $1,350 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


NAVY --- NC417302726100 / CHERRY POINT MCAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $69,392


SITE 00001 Landfill $225 2006/03 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater


SITE 00002 Landfill $225 2006/03 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater


SITE 00003 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Landfill $1,275 2006/01 IRP2005/06 High
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 140 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Sed_Human


Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00005 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1995/02 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $9 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Not Required


SITE 00007 Burn Area $763 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Not Required


SITE 00010 Landfill $4,901 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Not Required


SITE 00011 Spill Site Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Fire/Crash Training Area $276 2006/03 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00013 Underground Tank Farm $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 141 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00014 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Landfill $6,613 2007/03 IRP2004/02 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00017 Storage Area $0 1995/03 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Storage Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Landfill $1,122 2006/01 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater


SITE 00020 Storage Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Landfill $1,650 2006/01 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00022 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 142 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00023 Landfill $0 1983/03 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Surface Disposal Area $0 1983/03 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Burn Area $0 1983/03 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1983/03 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Burn Area $0 1983/06 IRP1983/06 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Storage Area $0 1983/03 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Fire/Crash Training Area $86 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Not Required


SITE 00030 Landfill $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Landfill $0 1983/03 IRP1983/03 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Surface Disposal Area $288 2007/01 IRP1999/01 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00033 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Storage Area $294 2001/08 IRP1993/06 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00036 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Storage Area $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Storage Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Storage Area $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


SITE 00041 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00042 Waste Treatment Plant $4,030 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
SW_Human


SITE 00043 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Surface Disposal Area $1,560 1999/01 IRP1997/06 Not Required


SITE 00045 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00046 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $1,539 2007/03 IRP2006/01 High
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


SITE 00048 Oil/Water Separator $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Oil/Water Separator $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Spill Site Area $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Spill Site Area $390 2007/03 IRP2007/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00052 Spill Site Area $3,583 2007/09 IRP2004/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00055 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


SITE 00082 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


SITE 00085 Other $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00090 Contaminated Ground Water $5,232 2007/07 IRP2003/05 High
Groundwater


SITE 00091 Other $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00092 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SITE 00095 Other $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 145 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00096 Other $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00097 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SITE 00098 Underground Storage Tanks $3,513 2007/09 IRP2003/10 High
Groundwater


SITE 00099 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Tank Farm $1,491 1999/06 IRP1995/08 Not Required


UST 000002 Underground Tank Farm $4,216 1996/12 IRP1993/03 Not Required


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $649 1998/10 IRP1996/05 Not Required


UST 000005 Underground Tank Farm $157 1999/10 IRP1996/04 Not Required


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $446 1999/05 IRP1995/09 Not Required


UST 000007 Underground Tank Farm $1,990 1997/07 IRP1995/09 Not Required


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $266 1999/04 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $151 2001/09 IRP1992/08 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000010 Underground Storage Tanks $191 1998/06 IRP1996/07 Not Required


UST 000011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/03 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


UST 000012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


UST 000013 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


UST 000014 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,457 1998/08 IRP1995/09 Not Required


UST 000015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


UST 000016 Underground Storage Tanks $134 1999/10 IRP1995/09 Not Required


UST 000017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


UST 000018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


UST 000019 Underground Storage Tanks $217 1998/10 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


UST 000020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


UST 000021 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


UST 000022 Underground Storage Tanks $404 1998/01 IRP1997/10 Not Required


UST 000023 Underground Tank Farm $518 1998/10 IRP1998/09 Not Required


UST 000024 Underground Tank Farm $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 147 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000025 Underground Tank Farm $0 1998/10 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


UST 000026 Underground Tank Farm $94 1998/10 IRP1998/09 Not Required


UST 000027 Underground Tank Farm $0 1997/09 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


UST 000028 Underground Tank Farm $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


UST 000029 Underground Tank Farm $176 1998/02 IRP1995/09 Not Required


UST 000030 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


UST 000031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


UST 000032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/07 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


UST 000033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


UST 000034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


UST 000035 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $2,163 1999/10 IRP1996/10 Not Required


UST 000038 Underground Storage Tanks $381 2000/01 IRP1999/12 Not Required


UXO 000001 Other $2,307 2015/03 MMRP2014/04 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UXO 000002 Other $2,082 2014/03 MMRP2013/03 Not Required


UXO 000003 Other $12,328 2015/09 MMRP2014/03 Not Required


Pennsylvania
NAVY --- PA317002231200 / WILLOW GROVE NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $6,049


SITE 00001 Storage Area $1,046 2005/11 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00002 Landfill $921 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00003 Landfill $1,194 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00004 Landfill $0 1990/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,888 2006/12 IRP2004/09 High
Groundwater


SITE 00006 Firing Range $0 1990/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 149 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00007 Firing Range $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Underground Tank Farm $0 1999/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Underground Tank Farm $0 1998/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Spill Site Area $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/09 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


South Carolina
NAVY --- SC417302320900 / BEAUFORT MCAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $21,146


SITE 00001 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Landfill $910 2006/06 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00003 Landfill $2,170 2010/05 IRP2005/01 Medium
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $591 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00006 Landfill $1,716 2007/05 IRP2007/05 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00007 Spill Site Area $907 2009/12 IRP2009/12 Low
Groundwater


SITE 00008 Landfill $655 2009/05 IRP2009/05 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $395 2001/09 IRP1985/05 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Mixed Waste Area $0 1989/12 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Contaminated Sediments $0 1989/12 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Fire/Crash Training Area $536 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00014 Landfill $696 2007/02 IRP2007/02 High
Groundwater


Soil


SITE 00015 Spill Site Area $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Waste Lines $1,346 2009/02 IRP2009/02 Medium
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Landfill $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Spill Site Area $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Spill Site Area $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Landfill $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Waste Lines $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00026 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Oil/Water Separator $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Waste Treatment Plant $392 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Surface Disposal Area $1,073 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00032 Contaminated Buildings $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $814 2010/03 IRP2010/03 Medium
Soil


SITE 00034 Contaminated Buildings $0 1986/08 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Surface Disposal Area $704 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Soil


SITE 00036 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,449 2011/04 IRP2011/04 Medium
Groundwater


SWMU 00076 Other $941 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $213 2005/03 IRP1993/05 Not Required


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $174 2000/01 IRP1996/01 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $357 2001/11 IRP1998/03 Not Required


UST 000011 Underground Tank Farm $169 2000/06 IRP1996/01 Not Required


UST 000013 Underground Tank Farm $153 2004/04 IRP1998/07 Not Required


UST 000014 Other $0 2003/05 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Other $1,435 2012/09 MMRP2012/03 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $881 2011/02 MMRP2010/08 Not Required


UXO 000003 Other $885 2012/09 MMRP2011/10 Not Required


UXO 000004 Other $838 2012/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


UXO 000005 Other $746 2012/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


NAVY --- SC417002262000 / CHARLESTON NWS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $32,670


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/01 IRP1984/01 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 154 of 208
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Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00006 Landfill $0 1984/01 IRP1984/01 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/01 IRP1984/01 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/01 IRP1984/01 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Contaminated Sediments $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00003 Landfill $65 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Burn Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Storage Area $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 155 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Sitename Site Type
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Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00009 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00010 Landfill $342 2003/02 IRP2001/05 Not Required


SWMU 00011 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SWMU 00012 Spill Site Area $1,313 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Not Required


SWMU 00014 Underground Storage Tanks $778 2003/04 IRP2002/02 Not Required


SWMU 00015 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1991/11 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00016 Landfill $3,905 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
SW_Human


SWMU 00017 Surface Disposal Area $96 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00018 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $381 2003/03 IRP2002/09 Not Required


SWMU 00019 Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00020 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00021 Burn Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00022 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00023 Contaminated Sediments $171 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00024 Surface Disposal Area $616 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Groundwater


SWMU 00025 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00027 Mixed Waste Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00028 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/11 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


SWMU 00029 Underground Storage Tanks $863 2006/11 IRP2006/11 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00030 Contaminated Buildings $1,706 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Soil


SWMU 00031 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00032 Drainage Ditch $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00033 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1992/07 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00034 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00035 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00036 Storage Area $391 2003/04 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


SWMU 00040 Contaminated Ground Water $1,230 2011/10 IRP2011/10 Low
Groundwater


SWMU 00045 Storage Area $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00048 Surface Disposal Area $1,345 2010/04 IRP2010/04 Medium
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00049 Industrial Discharge $672 2010/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Soil


SWMU 00053 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00055 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00056 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00057 Industrial Discharge $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00058 Industrial Discharge $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00060 Waste Lines $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


SWMU 00062 Burn Area $907 2011/05 IRP2011/05 Medium
Soil


SWMU 00065 Leach Field $1,233 2010/07 IRP2010/07 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00066 Leach Field $508 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Groundwater


SWMU 00067 Chemical Disposal $604 2013/05 IRP2013/05 Low
Groundwater


SWMU 00068 Industrial Discharge $491 2013/05 IRP2013/05 Low
Sed_Human


SWMU 00069 Leach Field $528 2012/05 IRP2012/05 Low
Groundwater


SWMU 00071 Industrial Discharge $504 2014/05 IRP2014/05 Low
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00072 Storage Area $369 2012/12 IRP2012/12 Low
Soil


SWMU 00073 Leach Field $514 2010/11 IRP2010/11 Low
Soil


SWMU 00074 Contaminated Ground Water $767 2014/05 IRP2014/05 Low
Soil


SWMU 00075 Other $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00077 Maintenance Yard $180 2005/10 IRP2005/10 High
Soil


SWMU 00078 Industrial Discharge $946 2012/09 IRP2012/09 Low
Soil


SWMU 10000 Storage Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


SWMU 20000 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


SWMU 30000 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


SWMU 40000 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


SWMU 50000 Pesticide Shop $0 1988/05 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/05 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/12 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/06 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,419 2011/10 MMRP2011/10 Not Required


UXO 000002 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $699 2010/10 MMRP2010/10 Not Required


UXO 000003 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,037 2010/10 MMRP2010/10 Not Required


UXO 000004 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,367 2010/10 MMRP2010/10 Not Required


UXO 000005 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $4,884 2012/05 MMRP2012/05 Not Required


UXO 000006 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,139 2011/06 MMRP2011/06 Not Required


UXO 000007 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $700 2014/09 MMRP2014/09 Not Required


Texas
NAVY --- TX617002278700 / CORPUS CHRISTI NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,796


SITE 00002 Landfill $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Landfill $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Landfill $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Landfill $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Landfill $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/02 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


SWMU 00001 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $167 2002/02 IRP2000/10 Not Required


SWMU 00002 Landfill $207 2002/02 IRP2000/10 Not Required


SWMU 00003 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/11 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Fire/Crash Training Area $85 2002/02 IRP2000/12 Not Required


SWMU 00005 Surface Disposal Area $193 2002/02 IRP2000/10 Not Required


SWMU 00009 Landfill $198 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Low
Groundwater


UST 000003 Underground Tank Farm $0 1996/03 IRP1995/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Tank Farm $448 1999/07 IRP1987/02 Not Required


UXO 000001 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,320 2009/12 MMRP2008/01 Not Required


UXO 000002 Small Arms Range $69 2008/01 MMRP2008/01 Not Required


UXO 000003 Small Arms Range $2,109 2012/07 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


NAVY --- TX617002286600 / LUBBOCK NMCRC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


Virginia
NAVY --- VA317002755800 / ARLINGTON SERVICE CENTER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/09 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


NAVY --- VA317002468500 / DAHLGREN NSWC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $12,007


SITE 00001 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $3,735 2009/09 IRP2009/03 Medium
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00002 Landfill $255 1998/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Burn Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Storage Area $0 1982/06 IRP1982/06 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,680 2010/09 IRP2010/09 Medium
Soil


SITE 00006 Storage Area $117 2003/09 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Burn Area $661 2000/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00010 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $85 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Landfill $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Burn Area $315 2001/03 IRP1997/07 Not Required


SITE 00013 Landfill $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $374 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00015 Storage Area $135 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Sed_Marine
SW_Marine


SITE 00016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Landfill $773 2001/07 IRP1998/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00018 Incinerator $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Underground Storage Tanks $1,100 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00021 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00022 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Storage Area $511 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Soil


SITE 00024 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Surface Disposal Area $152 2001/12 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Storage Area $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Storage Area $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00030 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/12 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Spill Site Area $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Firing Range $0 1992/05 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Storage Area $0 1983/05 IRP1983/05 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Mixed Waste Area $0 1999/11 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Landfill $149 2006/09 IRP2003/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil


SITE 00038 Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Contaminated Sediments $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Storage Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00041 Landfill $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00043 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Landfill $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00046 Landfill $117 2002/09 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $119 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Soil


SITE 00048 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Landfill $84 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


SITE 00052 Oil/Water Separator $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SITE 00053 Oil/Water Separator $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00054 Oil/Water Separator $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00055 Contaminated Sediments $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00056 Spill Site Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 00057 Landfill $405 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00058 Landfill $0 2000/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


SITE 00059 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00060 Storage Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SITE 00061 Other $1,240 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Soil


SITE 00062 Other $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00010 Spill Site Area $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00018 Spill Site Area $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00031 Washrack $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00054 Storage Area $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00068 DUMMY VALUE (ADDED BY NAVY $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00085 Storage Area $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00088 DUMMY VALUE (ADDED BY NAVY $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


NAVY --- VA317002248200 / LITTLE CREEK NAB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $19,626


SITE 00001 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1984/12 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/12 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Spill Site Area $0 1984/12 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/07 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/01 IRP2003/01 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Landfill $4,370 2007/09 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00008 Landfill $1,264 2007/02 IRP2007/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00009 Landfill $283 2001/01 IRP2000/08 Not Required
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SITE 00010 Landfill $725 2001/01 IRP2000/12 Not Required


SITE 00011 Plating Shop $2,935 2007/04 IRP2006/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00012 Surface Disposal Area $3,203 2006/09 IRP2005/10 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00013 Dip Tank $1,277 2006/10 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00014 Storage Area $0 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Spill Site Area $0 1991/07 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Spill Site Area $0 1994/06 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/07 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00001 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Industrial Discharge $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete
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SWMU 00003 Maintenance Yard $3,167 2009/08 IRP2009/01 High
Groundwater


Soil


SWMU 00004 Storage Area $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Maintenance Yard $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00006 Storage Area $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00007 Maintenance Yard $1,615 2008/09 IRP2008/04 High
Soil


SWMU 00008 Maintenance Yard $0 2006/01 IRP2006/01 High
Soil


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


UST 000004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


UST 000005 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1994/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


UST 000007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete
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UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/11 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


UST 000010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


UST 000011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


UST 000012 Underground Storage Tanks $242 1997/10 IRP1995/10 Not Required


UST 001119 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $545 1996/08 IRP1994/09 Not Required


UST 001265 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


NAVY --- VA317002741400 / NORFOLK COMNAVBASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $25,657


SITE 00001 Landfill $7,875 1997/09 IRP1993/10 Not Required


SITE 00002 Surface Disposal Area $109 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Storage Area $1,070 1999/05 IRP1996/10 Not Required


SITE 00004 Storage Area $0 1993/01 IRP1991/08 Response Complete
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SITE 00005 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Landfill $246 2000/02 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SITE 00007 Landfill $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Landfill $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Landfill $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Waste Lines $0 1991/03 IRP1983/02 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Waste Lines $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Contaminated Buildings $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete
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SITE 00017 Contaminated Buildings $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Storage Area $1,195 2007/09 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00019 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/03 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Contaminated Ground Water $2,530 1998/08 IRP1996/09 Not Required


SITE 00021 Storage Area $0 1998/06 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Storage Area $14 2004/09 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Plating Shop $4,515 2011/09 IRP2005/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00001 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00003 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Spill Site Area $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete
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SWMU 00006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


SWMU 00007 Maintenance Yard $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00008 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00009 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00010 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00011 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00012 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00014 Surface Disposal Area $3,732 2007/09 IRP2007/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


SWMU 00020 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete
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Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00030 Contaminated Fill $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00032 Other $0 2000/05 IRP2000/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00034 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


SWMU 00038 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Tank Farm $1,034 1996/09 IRP1996/06 Not Required


UST 000006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


UST 000022 Spill Site Area $1,683 1997/06 IRP1997/05 Not Required


UST 000028 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


UST 000035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


UST 000037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


UST 000064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


UST 000065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


UST 000066 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 177 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000071 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/11 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


UST 000079 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


UST 000117 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


UST 000126 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/06 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


UST 000132 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


UST 000146 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


UST 000166 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/04 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


UST 000200 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000314 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


UST 000407 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


UST 000413 Underground Storage Tanks $51 1996/06 IRP1993/10 Not Required


UST 200025 Spill Site Area $1,603 1996/07 IRP1993/02 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 178 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


NAVY --- VA317002481300 / NORFOLK NSY Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $8,775


SITE 00001 Landfill $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Landfill $8,471 2009/09 IRP2009/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SITE 00004 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


SITE 00005 Plating Shop $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 179 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Landfill $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


SITE 00009 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Landfill $46 2006/04 IRP2006/04 Medium
Soil


SITE 00011 Storage Area $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Plating Shop $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Spill Site Area $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Contaminated Sediments $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Plating Shop $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00018 Landfill $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Landfill $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 180 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00020 Storage Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Storage Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00001 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00002 Spill Site Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


UST 000174 Underground Storage Tanks $258 2006/07 IRP2004/05 Low
Groundwater


UST 000201 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


UST 000236 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


UST 000237 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


UST 000400 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


UST 000431 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


UST 001489 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 181 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


NAVY --- VA317002460600 / OCEANA NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $3,091


SITE 00014 Landfill $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/02 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Not Required


SWMU 00006 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00007 Landfill $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00008 Landfill $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00011 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00015 Underground Tank Farm $0 1999/04 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00016 Storage Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00018 Storage Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00019 Storage Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 182 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00020 Storage Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00021 Storage Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00022 Landfill $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00023 Contaminated Sediments $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00024 Contaminated Sediments $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Not Required


SWMU 00025 Landfill $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SWMU 00026 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SWMU 00027 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SWMU 00028 Surface Disposal Area $40 2003/09 IRP2002/01 Not Required


SWMU 00029 Surface Disposal Area $95 2004/10 IRP2001/01 Not Required


SWMU 00030 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 183 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00031 Surface Disposal Area $40 2005/01 IRP2004/12 Not Required


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $102 1997/08 IRP1993/12 Not Required


UST 000002 Underground Tank Farm $654 1996/01 IRP1993/09 Not Required


UST 000003 Underground Storage Tanks $477 1997/08 IRP1994/03 Not Required


UST 000004 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,127 1996/08 IRP1993/07 Not Required


UST 000005 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $233 1995/12 IRP1991/03 Not Required


UST 000006 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $159 1997/02 IRP1993/07 Not Required


UST 000007 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $164 1997/06 IRP1993/09 Not Required


UST 000008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


UST 000009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


UST 000010 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1993/07 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 184 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UST 000011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


UST 000013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


UST 000014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/02 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


UST 000015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


UST 000016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/01 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


UST 000017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


NAVY --- VA317002481800 / PORTSMOUTH NAVMEDCTR Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SITE 00001 Contaminated Fill $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


NAVY --- VA317302472200 / QUANTICO MCB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $53,120


SITE 00001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Landfill $7,935 2009/06 IRP2007/08 High
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 185 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Sed_Fresh


Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00005 Storage Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $4,101 2010/03 IRP2010/03 High
Soil


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $2,180 2008/08 IRP2008/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00010 Surface Disposal Area $981 2007/08 IRP2007/08 High
Soil


SITE 00011 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Burn Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


SITE 00014 Landfill $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/03 IRP1984/03 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 186 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Contaminated Fill $2,192 2009/06 IRP2009/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human


SITE 00021 Storage Area $0 2004/02 IRP2004/02 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Burn Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Burn Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Burn Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Landfill $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 187 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00028 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Washrack $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Maintenance Yard $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SITE 00032 Pesticide Shop $0 2006/06 IRP2006/06 High
Soil


SITE 00033 Contaminated Fill $95 2007/03 IRP2007/03 High
Soil


SITE 00034 Storage Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Storage Area $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SITE 00036 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00037 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Storage Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Storage Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00041 Storage Area $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 188 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00042 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00043 Storage Area $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Storage Area $0 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SITE 00045 Storage Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SITE 00046 Storage Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Storage Area $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


SITE 00048 Spill Site Area $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Storage Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SITE 00052 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


SITE 00053 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


SITE 00054 Storage Area $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


SITE 00055 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 189 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00056 Storage Area $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00057 Storage Area $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00058 Storage Area $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SITE 00059 Storage Area $0 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SITE 00060 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00061 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00062 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00063 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00064 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00065 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00066 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00067 Storage Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SITE 00068 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00069 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00070 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 190 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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3/29/06
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Completion
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00071 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00072 Storage Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SITE 00073 Storage Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SITE 00074 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00075 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00076 Storage Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SITE 00077 Storage Area $0 2001/11 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


SITE 00078 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00079 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SITE 00080 Storage Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SITE 00081 Storage Area $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


SITE 00082 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


SITE 00083 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


SITE 00084 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


SITE 00085 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 191 of 208
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3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00086 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


SITE 00087 Storage Area $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SITE 00088 Storage Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SITE 00089 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00090 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00091 Drainage Ditch $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


SITE 00092 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SITE 00093 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/11 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


SITE 00094 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/11 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


SITE 00095 Oil/Water Separator $706 2007/06 IRP2007/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


SITE 00096 Contaminated Sediments $664 2008/08 IRP2008/08 High
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine


SITE 00097 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SWMU 00020 Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


SWMU 00021 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 192 of 208
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3/29/06
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00026 Landfill $1,065 1997/07 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00027 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


SWMU 00028 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/04 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00029 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1998/01 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


UST 000001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


UXO 000001 Other $723 2012/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000002 Other $1,270 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000003 Other $1,315 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000004 Other $1,173 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 193 of 208
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($K)


Investigation
Completion
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UXO 000005 Other $4,967 2013/03 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


UXO 000006 Other $605 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000007 Other $2,365 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000008 Other $1,319 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000009 Other $686 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000010 Other $676 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000011 Other $1,538 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000012 Other $676 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000013 Other $1,294 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000014 Other $996 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000015 Other $996 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000016 Other $996 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000017 Other $996 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000018 Other $996 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000019 Other $1,091 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 194 of 208
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UXO 000020 Other $1,172 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000021 Other $1,617 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000022 Other $2,351 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


UXO 000024 Other $3,383 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


NAVY --- VA317002417000 / YORKTOWN NWS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $23,018


SITE 00001 Landfill $826 2000/12 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


SITE 00002 Landfill $2,139 2007/09 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
SW_Human


SITE 00003 Landfill $180 1999/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Landfill $3,402 2007/06 IRP2001/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00005 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/10 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $285 2007/03 IRP2002/12 High
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 195 of 208
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Sed_Marine


Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $253 2006/04 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/12 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Landfill $0 1989/07 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Burn Area $0 2000/06 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 00012 Landfill $3,380 1999/07 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 196 of 208
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SITE 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 1989/07 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1989/07 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Landfill $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Landfill $0 2000/09 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SITE 00018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Contaminated Fill $0 1998/12 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Burn Area $165 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 197 of 208
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SWMU 00001 Surface Disposal Area $963 2006/10 IRP2000/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SWMU 00002 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SWMU 00006 Surface Disposal Area $4,262 2008/08 IRP2008/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SWMU 00007 Mixed Waste Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00009 Surface Disposal Area $1,766 2011/09 IRP2011/09 Medium
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 198 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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(yyyy/mm)
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


SWMU 00010 Surface Disposal Area $672 2011/05 IRP2009/06 Medium
Groundwater


SWMU 00011 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00012 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00013 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00014 Surface Disposal Area $41 2006/04 IRP2006/04 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
SW_Fresh
SW_Human
SW_Marine


SWMU 00015 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00016 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00018 Underground Storage Tanks $108 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 199 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SWMU 00019 Burn Area $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SWMU 00020 Contaminated Sediments $948 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
SW_Fresh


SWMU 00021 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00022 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SWMU 00023 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SWMU 00024 Incinerator $2,033 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Sed_Fresh
Soil


UST 000001 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1995/06 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


UST 000002 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1995/06 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


UST 000003 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


UST 000004 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 200 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


UXO 000001 Other $1,595 2009/03 MMRP2009/03 Not Required


Washington
NAVY --- WA017002297900 / EVERETT NRC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


UST 000001 Other $0 1998/10 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


NAVY --- WA017002342600 / PUGET SOUND FISC BREMERTON Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,634


SITE 00012 Storage Area $2,634 1999/05 IRP1998/02 Not Required


NAVY --- WA017002341500 / TACOMA NMCRC Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


UST 000001 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1995/09 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


NAVY --- WA017002336100 / WHIDBEY ISLAND NAS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $37,697


SITE 00001 Landfill $207 2002/01 IRP2000/10 Not Required


SITE 00002 Landfill $0 1996/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


SITE 00003 Landfill $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00004 Storage Area $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 201 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00005 Landfill $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00006 Landfill $31,584 1997/02 IRP1996/10 Not Required


SITE 00007 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00010 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00011 Underground Tank Farm $748 2001/04 IRP2000/02 Not Required


SITE 00012 Landfill $0 1996/09 IRP1984/09 Response Complete


SITE 00013 Underground Tank Farm $862 2000/08 IRP2000/04 Not Required


SITE 00014 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00015 Spill Site Area $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00016 Contaminated Sediments $100 1997/03 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00017 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 202 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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(yyyy/mm)
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SITE 00018 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00019 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00020 Spill Site Area $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00021 Spill Site Area $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


SITE 00022 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00023 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00024 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00025 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00026 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 00027 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00028 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00029 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00030 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 00031 Fire/Crash Training Area $594 1997/02 IRP1995/09 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 203 of 208
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SITE 00032 Storage Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00033 Landfill $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 00034 Contaminated Fill $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00035 Underground Storage Tanks $535 2000/08 IRP2000/02 Not Required


SITE 00036 Underground Storage Tanks $512 2000/08 IRP2000/02 Not Required


SITE 00037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SITE 00038 Storage Area $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 00039 Spill Site Area $0 1996/01 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00040 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/11 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


SITE 00041 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/01 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00042 Underground Storage Tanks $235 2001/09 IRP2000/02 Not Required


SITE 00043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 00044 Spill Site Area $0 1996/01 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 204 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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SITE 00045 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00046 Storage Area $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 00047 Spill Site Area $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 00048 Storage Area $0 1996/01 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00049 Landfill $0 1996/01 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00050 Landfill $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SITE 00051 Other $0 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SITE 00052 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,004 1997/03 IRP1995/03 Not Required


SITE 00053 Other $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SITE 00054 Other $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SITE 00055 Surface Disposal Area $1,316 2007/06 IRP2004/11 High
Groundwater


UST 000002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


UST 000012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 205 of 208







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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UST 000033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


UST 000053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


UST 000060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000095 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000100 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000102 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


UST 000103 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000106 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000108 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000113 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000116 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000117 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000118 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/12 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000119 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000121 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 206 of 208
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UST 000124 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


UST 000135 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


UST 000137 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000138 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000212 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000214 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000262 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000268 Underground Tank Farm $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000286 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


UST 000314 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000386 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/04 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


UST 000415 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000420 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000500 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000510 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 207 of 208
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UST 000599 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/02 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


UST 000889 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 000977 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


UST 002708 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 208 of 208
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Alabama
AIR FORCE --- AL457282591900 / DANNELLY FIELD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SD003 Storm Drain $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


SD005 Storm Drain $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- AL457152418200 / MAXWELL AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $13,885


DP001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/02 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/02 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $615 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


LF001 Landfill $0 1998/02 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $6 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $624 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


LF004 Landfill $5,378 2004/03 IRP2001/12 Not Required


LF005 Landfill $1,066 2004/03 IRP2001/12 Not Required


LF006 Landfill $973 2004/03 IRP2001/12 Not Required


SD001 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater


SS001 Spill Site Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 1 of 288
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SS002 Spill Site Area $0 2004/03 IRP2001/02 Not Required


SS003 Contaminated Ground Water $615 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


SS004 Spill Site Area $1,436 2004/03 IRP2002/04 Not Required


SS005 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/08 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $131 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


SS007 Contaminated Ground Water $615 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


SS008 Spill Site Area $624 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


SS009 Spill Site Area $83 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


SS010 Spill Site Area $736 1997/12 IRP1996/12 Not Required


SS011 Spill Site Area $615 2004/03 IRP2001/04 Not Required


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/08 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/01 IRP1987/03 Response Complete


ST003 Underground Storage Tanks $359 1999/01 IRP1995/03 Not Required


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/01 IRP1984/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 2 of 288
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ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/03 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


ST007 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1991/07 IRP1984/06 Response Complete


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/07 IRP1984/06 Response Complete


ST009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/07 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


ST010 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/08 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


ST011 Contaminated Ground Water $9 1999/01 IRP1996/09 Not Required


Alaska
AIR FORCE --- AK057302864600 / EIELSON AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $7,379


DP025 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $95 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


DP026 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,248 1996/09 IRP1993/10 Not Required


DP028 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


DP029 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


DP040 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


DP044 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $98 1996/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


DP054 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


DP055 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 3 of 288
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FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


FT009 Fire/Crash Training Area $313 1996/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $32 1995/06 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $32 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $1,251 1996/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $99 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $19 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $32 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


LF043 Landfill $0 1992/03 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


SD021 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SD022 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SD023 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SD024 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS010 Spill Site Area $500 1996/09 IRP1993/10 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 4 of 288
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SS012 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS014 Spill Site Area $491 1996/09 IRP1993/10 Not Required


SS030 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS031 Spill Site Area $12 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS035 Spill Site Area $109 1996/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SS036 Spill Site Area $11 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Not Required


SS037 Spill Site Area $17 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Not Required


SS039 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SS041 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS042 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS046 Spill Site Area $0 1992/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


SS047 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS050 Spill Site Area $50 1996/09 IRP1994/05 Not Required


SS051 Spill Site Area $50 1996/09 IRP1994/05 Not Required


SS052 Spill Site Area $50 1993/09 IRP1994/05 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 5 of 288
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SS053 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


SS057 Spill Site Area $3 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SS061 Spill Site Area $135 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SS062 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS063 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SS064 Spill Site Area $13 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Not Required


SS067 Spill Site Area $777 1998/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SS068 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2005/11 IRP0000/01 Not Evaluated


ST011 Sewage Treatment Plant $31 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Not Required


ST013 Sewage Treatment Plant $1,202 1996/09 IRP1993/10 Not Required


ST015 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


ST016 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


ST017 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


ST018 Sewage Treatment Plant $39 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Not Required


ST019 Sewage Treatment Plant $32 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 6 of 288
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ST020 Sewage Treatment Plant $113 1996/09 IRP1994/05 Not Required


ST027 Sewage Treatment Plant $32 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Not Required


ST048 Sewage Treatment Plant $42 1996/09 IRP1994/05 Not Required


ST049 Sewage Treatment Plant $32 1994/09 IRP1994/05 Not Required


ST056 Sewage Treatment Plant $170 1996/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


ST058 Sewage Treatment Plant $27 1996/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


ST059 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1992/05 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


WP032 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/10 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


WP033 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $78 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Not Required


WP034 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


WP038 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $82 1994/09 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


WP045 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $62 1995/09 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


WP060 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- AK057302864900 / ELMENDORF AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $44,045


DA002 Surface Disposal Area $2,665 2019/03 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 7 of 288
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DP098 Industrial Discharge $7,372 2007/09 IRP2003/06 Medium
Groundwater


Soil


FT023 Fire/Crash Training Area $678 1995/11 IRP1994/09 Not Required


LF001 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $585 1996/10 IRP1996/01 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $183 1996/12 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $3,628 1997/08 IRP1996/01 Not Required


LF005 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $0 1993/03 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


LF008 Landfill $0 1993/03 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


LF009 Landfill $0 1993/03 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $0 1993/01 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $0 1995/05 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


LF059 Landfill $614 1996/11 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 8 of 288
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OT011 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1991/09 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


OT056 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


OT092 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,087 2009/05 IRP1999/11 Low
Groundwater
Soil


PL081 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $826 1998/08 IRP1996/09 Not Required


RW017 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/11 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


SA099 Storage Area $0 2005/01 IRP2003/12 Response Complete


SD015 Surface Disposal Area $1,466 1996/09 IRP1996/01 Not Required


SD016 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/01 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SD024 Surface Disposal Area $496 1995/10 IRP1994/09 Not Required


SD025 Surface Disposal Area $671 1995/11 IRP1994/09 Not Required


SD026 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SD027 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SD028 Surface Disposal Area $217 1995/10 IRP1994/09 Not Required


SD029 Surface Disposal Area $302 1995/10 IRP1994/09 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 9 of 288
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SD030 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SD031 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/01 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SD040 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/08 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SD052 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/01 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SD058 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


SD073 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


SR001 Small Arms Range $1,728 2019/03 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


SS010 Spill Site Area $30 1995/11 IRP1994/09 Not Required


SS018 Spill Site Area $0 1993/05 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


SS019 Spill Site Area $0 1997/01 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


SS021 Spill Site Area $0 1998/08 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SS022 Spill Site Area $4,059 2012/11 IRP2010/09 Low
Soil


SS033 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


SS035 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 10 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS042 Spill Site Area $0 1994/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS043 Spill Site Area $908 1996/11 IRP1994/02 Not Required


SS044 Spill Site Area $0 1992/08 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


SS045 Spill Site Area $0 1992/08 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


SS049 Spill Site Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SS050 Spill Site Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SS051 Spill Site Area $0 1992/08 IRP1983/09 Response Complete


SS053 Spill Site Area $0 1994/08 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SS054 Spill Site Area $0 1992/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


SS055 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


SS057 Spill Site Area $0 1995/05 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


SS062 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


SS063 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


SS080 Spill Site Area $0 2000/08 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SS083 Spill Site Area $481 2005/04 IRP2003/07 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 11 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $1,464 1998/02 IRP1995/08 Not Required


ST034 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


ST036 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $502 1996/07 IRP1994/02 Not Required


ST037 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $9,536 1996/10 IRP1994/03 Not Required


ST038 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1994/08 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


ST039 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1992/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


ST041 Underground Storage Tanks $617 1996/10 IRP1994/03 Not Required


ST046 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1994/08 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


ST047 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


ST048 Underground Storage Tanks $332 1995/12 IRP1995/08 Not Required


ST060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


ST061 Underground Storage Tanks $253 1994/08 IRP1994/02 Not Required


ST064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


ST065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 12 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST066 Underground Storage Tanks $502 1996/08 IRP1995/08 Not Required


ST067 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


ST068 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $284 1996/02 IRP1995/08 Not Required


ST069 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $365 1995/05 IRP1994/02 Not Required


ST070 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


ST071 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


ST072 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


ST074 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


ST075 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


ST076 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


ST077 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


ST078 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


ST079 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


TS003 Trap and Skeet Range $1,761 2019/03 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 13 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


WP014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $433 1998/08 IRP1996/01 Not Required


AIR FORCE --- AK057302865500 / GALENA AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $12,373


CB001 Contaminated Buildings $900 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater


CG001 Contaminated Ground Water $1,079 2006/12 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater


CG002 Contaminated Ground Water $721 2006/12 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater


CS001 Contaminated Sediments $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


ED001 EOD Range $2,538 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,467 2007/01 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF008 Landfill $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


LF011 Landfill $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


OT099 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 1999/08 BD/DR1999/08 Response Complete


SS002 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


SS005 Spill Site Area $518 2006/12 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 14 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS006 Contaminated Ground Water $837 2007/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


SS007 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/06 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ST003 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


ST005 Above Ground Storage Tank $3,640 2007/09 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST009 Spill Site Area $592 2006/12 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST010 Spill Site Area $81 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


TU001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


Arizona
AIR FORCE --- AZ957152413300 / LUKE AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,165


AOC 10 Spill Site Area $0 2003/11 IRP2003/11 Response Complete


DP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/08 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


DP013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/12 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


DP022 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/01 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 15 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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3/29/06
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(yyyy/mm)
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


DP023 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/12 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


DP024 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/01 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $25 1999/05 IRP1998/03 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $0 1999/10 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF014 Landfill $0 1999/12 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF025 Landfill $0 1999/12 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF037 Landfill $0 1998/04 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


OT001 Incinerator $0 1990/08 IRP1982/02 Response Complete


OT004 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1994/01 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


OT008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/08 IRP1982/02 Response Complete


OT009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/08 IRP1982/02 Response Complete


OT010 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/08 IRP1982/02 Response Complete


OT012 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1998/04 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


OT041 Pistol Range $0 1999/04 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 16 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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($K)


Investigation
Completion
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


RW002 Radioactive Waste Area $469 1999/12 IRP1998/03 Not Required


SD020 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SD021 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/09 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SD026 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/04 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SD038 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/12 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SD039 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/04 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SD040 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/01 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 1998/04 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SS015 Spill Site Area $0 1990/08 IRP1982/02 Response Complete


SS016 Spill Site Area $0 1990/08 IRP1982/02 Response Complete


SS017 Spill Site Area $0 1998/04 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SS042 Spill Site Area $309 1999/09 IRP1998/03 Not Required


ST018 Sewage Treatment Plant $284 1994/03 IRP1993/05 Not Required


ST019 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


ST043 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1994/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 17 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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TU044 Underground Storage Tanks $1,078 1995/06 IRP1995/04 Not Required


Arkansas
AIR FORCE --- AR657282852100 / HOT SPRINGS MEMORIAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SD002 Drainage Ditch $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


SS001 Storage Area $0 2004/02 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- AR657182480800 / LITTLE ROCK AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $14,984


AOC027 Industrial Discharge $12 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


AOC029 Industrial Discharge $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


AOC034 Industrial Discharge $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


AOC039 Landfill $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


AOC040 Landfill $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


AOC041 Spill Site Area $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


AOC050 Contaminated Ground Water $17 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-36 Storage Area $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


AOC-38 Landfill $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC42 Burn Area $11 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 18 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Soil


AOC-45 Spill Site Area $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


AOC-54 Spill Site Area $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-56 Storage Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


AOC-57 Storage Area $202 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


AOC-58 Storage Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


AOC-59 Mixed Waste Area $0 2007/09 IRP2005/08 Not Evaluated


DA052 Burn Area $6 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


DP048 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $802 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


DP051 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $76 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 19 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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(yyyy/mm)
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LF004 Landfill $937 2008/02 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater


LF007 Landfill $22 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF008 Landfill $15 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


LF009 Landfill $17 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF010 Landfill $16 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human


LF011 Landfill $17 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF012 Landfill $14 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


LF013 Landfill $5,108 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


LF030 Landfill $16 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF046 Landfill $214 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 20 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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LF049 Landfill $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


LF053 Landfill $328 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF055 Landfill $4 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD056 Storm Drain $1,367 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS003 Spill Site Area $63 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SS005 Spill Site Area $45 2006/06 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS014 Spill Site Area $15 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 21 of 288
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Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Relative-Risk
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SS016 Waste Lines $692 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater


Soil


SS017 Spill Site Area $149 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS018 Spill Site Area $17 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water


SS020 Spill Site Area $0 2006/06 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS035 Spill Site Area $2,014 2008/10 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS044 Spill Site Area $47 2006/12 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ST006 Surface Disposal Area $34 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $34 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


ST021 Underground Storage Tanks $20 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


ST022 Underground Storage Tanks $4 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 22 of 288
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Sed_Human


Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ST023 Underground Storage Tanks $4 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Soil


ST024 Underground Storage Tanks $815 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST025 Spill Site Area $664 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ST043 Industrial Discharge $19 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


TS999 Trap and Skeet Range $1,051 2014/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


WP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $16 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


WP019 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $24 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater


WP028 Pistol Range $12 2006/09 IRP2005/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 23 of 288
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California
AIR FORCE --- CA957212450800 / BEALE AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $168,150


AL588 Air-to-Land  $1,872 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


AS030 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/12 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


CG040 Contaminated Ground Water $1,421 2009/12 IRP2007/03 Low
Groundwater


CW605 Chemical Weapons  $1,218 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


CW606 Chemical Weapons  $524 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


CW607 Chemical Weapons  $524 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


CW608 Chemical Weapons  $1,218 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


DP019 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/10 IRP2003/11 Response Complete


DP034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/08 IRP2003/01 Response Complete


DP038 Firing Range $0 2007/09 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ED598 EOD Range $2,984 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


FR581 Firing Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $7,630 2007/09 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 24 of 288
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Soil


FT029 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,996 2009/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


GR592 Grenade Range $1,882 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


GR612 Grenade Range $524 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


HE589 Heavy Explosive $1,858 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


LF006 Landfill $0 1999/06 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $3,994 2005/01 IRP2003/01 Not Required


LF015 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


LF024 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


LF028 Landfill $0 1999/02 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


LF033 Surface Runoff $0 2006/03 IRP2005/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ML585 Medium/Large Caliber $1,874 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


ML586 Medium/Large Caliber $1,862 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


ML595 Medium/Large Caliber $6,480 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 25 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)
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ML596 Medium/Large Caliber $11,588 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


ML609 Medium/Large Caliber $524 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


ML625 Medium/Large Caliber $1,100 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


ML626 Medium/Large Caliber $1,389 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


MU593 Multi-Use Range $1,842 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


OT017 Contaminated Sediments $5,638 2007/09 IRP2005/04 High
Groundwater


PL026 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1999/12 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


PR583 Pistol Range $1,844 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


SD001 Storm Drain $12,171 2006/10 IRP2004/08 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD005 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SD007 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/10 IRP1987/05 Response Complete


SD008 Surface Disposal Area $2,523 2009/09 IRP2004/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SD009 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/06 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 26 of 288
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SD010 Surface Disposal Area $4,596 2005/04 IRP2003/01 Not Required


SD011 Surface Disposal Area $4,810 2009/09 IRP2004/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


SD014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SD023 Surface Disposal Area $2,560 2007/06 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD031 Storm Drain $4,367 2007/09 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


SD032 Storm Drain $10,250 2007/09 IRP2004/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


SR582 Small Arms Range $1,842 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


SR584 Small Arms Range $2,007 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


SR587 Small Arms Range $1,851 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


SR594 Small Arms Range $1,865 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


SR597 Small Arms Range $13,415 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 27 of 288
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SR613 Small Arms Range $1,218 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR614 Small Arms Range $1,408 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR615 Small Arms Range $932 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR616 Small Arms Range $1,408 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR617 Small Arms Range $932 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR618 Small Arms Range $932 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR619 Small Arms Range $770 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR620 Small Arms Range $1,408 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR621 Small Arms Range $1,389 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR622 Small Arms Range $1,408 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR623 Small Arms Range $1,865 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SR624 Small Arms Range $985 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


SS027 Spill Site Area $0 1999/12 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


SS035 Contaminated Sediments $4,740 2012/09 IRP2012/01 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 28 of 288
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Surface Water


SS036 Burn Area $0 2004/08 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


SS037 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2006/10 IRP1999/12 Low
Soil


SS039 Spill Site Area $3,313 2011/09 IRP2008/12 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


ST018 Above Ground Storage Tank $3,260 2007/12 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ST021 Above Ground Storage Tank $57 2006/09 IRP2004/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST022 Underground Storage Tanks $1,863 2006/06 IRP1995/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


ST025 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


TA602 Above Ground Storage Tank $1,408 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


TA603 Above Ground Storage Tank $1,408 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


TA604 Above Ground Storage Tank $1,408 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required
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TG590 Target Area $2,128 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


TG591 Target Area $2,116 2016/01 MMRP2014/01 Not Required


TM600 Training and Maneuver Area $1,408 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


TM601 Training and Maneuver Area $1,218 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


TM610 Training and Maneuver Area $932 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


TM611 Training and Maneuver Area $524 2014/12 MMRP2012/01 Not Required


WP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


WP004 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/04 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


WP012 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2007/09 IRP2002/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


WP016 Chemical Disposal $2,669 2011/09 IRP2008/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP020 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- CA957172450400 / EDWARDS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $586,595


AL500 Air-to-Land  $107,165 2015/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


AL501 Air-to-Land  $22,405 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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AL502 Air-to-Land  $5,324 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


AL503 Air-to-Land  $5,054 2016/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


AL504 Air-to-Land  $36,729 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


AL505 Air-to-Land  $89,187 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


DP001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $708 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


DP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


DP058 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $8,272 2006/10 IRP2003/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


DP084 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/03 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


DP101 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/03 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


DP237 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/12 IRP2003/12 Response Complete


DP240 Leach Field $6,189 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Not Required


DP270 Open Detonation $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


DP275 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $25 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Low
Soil


DP276 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $104 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Low
Soil
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DP277 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


DP279 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


DP280 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $729 2011/09 IRP2007/10 Low
Soil


DP292 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $101 2009/09 IRP2005/08 Low
Soil


DP293 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $331 2009/09 IRP2007/10 Medium
Soil


DP294 Small Arms Range $972 2002/08 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


DP295 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2001/02 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


DP340 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2011/09 IRP2007/10 Medium
Soil


DP419 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/08 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FT014 Fire/Crash Training Area $7,232 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Not Required


FT026 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FT338 Burn Area $0 2003/04 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $24,472 2011/09 IRP2007/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF004 Landfill $0 1992/12 IRP1992/06 Response Complete
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LF013 Landfill $8,250 2002/06 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


LF029 Landfill $1,749 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Not Required


LF069 Landfill $0 1997/05 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


LF103 Landfill $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


LF106 Landfill $0 1997/05 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


LF325 Landfill $1,055 2008/10 IRP2006/10 Medium
Soil


LF339 Landfill $522 2010/09 IRP2007/10 Medium
Soil


OT425 Mixed Waste Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


OT426 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/10 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


OT427 Chemical Disposal $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


OT428 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


OT429 Chemical Disposal $0 2003/12 IRP2003/12 Response Complete


OT430 Chemical Disposal $0 2005/01 IRP2005/01 Response Complete


OT431 Chemical Disposal $0 2005/01 IRP2005/01 Response Complete


OT432 Chemical Disposal $0 2005/10 IRP2005/10 Low
Soil
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OT433 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


OT434 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


OT435 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


OT436 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


OT437 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


OT438 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


OT439 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


OT440 Chemical Disposal $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


OT441 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


OT442 Chemical Disposal $12,317 2009/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


OT443 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


OT444 Chemical Disposal $0 2003/12 IRP2003/12 Response Complete


OT445 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


OT446 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


OT447 Chemical Disposal $0 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete
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OT448 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


OT449 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


SD015 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SD019 Surface Disposal Area $7,142 2009/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SD037 Surface Disposal Area $3,567 2007/09 IRP2005/05 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SD038 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/06 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SD041 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SD044 Surface Disposal Area $3,081 2007/09 IRP1999/06 Medium
Groundwater


SD051 Surface Disposal Area $141 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SD062 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SD067 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SD068 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SD078 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/12 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


SD079 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/12 IRP1997/05 Response Complete
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SD087 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/03 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SD095 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/08 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


SD096 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SD162 Chemical Disposal $6,986 2008/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SD178 Surface Disposal Area $962 2010/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Soil


SD239 Storm Drain $4,652 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Low
Soil


SD257 Storm Drain $393 2009/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Soil


SD282 Storm Drain $10,815 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SD313 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/04 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $1,624 2010/09 IRP2006/08 Low
Soil


SS007 Spill Site Area $0 1997/07 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SS030 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS034 Burn Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS035 Spill Site Area $0 1995/06 IRP1995/03 Response Complete
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SS036 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS039 Spill Site Area $0 2005/10 IRP2005/10 Low
Soil


SS040 Spill Site Area $0 2005/04 IRP2005/04 Response Complete


SS042 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS046 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SS048 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS050 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS053 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS054 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS055 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SS056 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS057 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS060 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS061 Spill Site Area $14,687 2010/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


SS064 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete
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SS070 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SS071 Spill Site Area $1,049 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Not Required


SS076 Spill Site Area $938 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Not Required


SS081 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SS083 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SS086 Spill Site Area $898 2009/04 IRP2005/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS093 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SS100 Spill Site Area $0 1998/06 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


SS102 Spill Site Area $0 1997/05 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SS109 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SS113 Spill Site Area $1,624 2010/10 IRP2006/08 Low
Soil


SS133 Spill Site Area $3,592 2001/07 IRP2000/07 Not Required


SS153 Spill Site Area $0 2001/06 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SS227 Spill Site Area $835 2009/09 IRP2006/10 Low
Soil
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SS231 Spill Site Area $4,892 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Medium
Groundwater


Soil


SS242 Spill Site Area $150 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Medium
Soil


SS247 Spill Site Area $0 2003/12 IRP2003/12 Response Complete


SS248 Spill Site Area $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


SS259 Spill Site Area $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


SS266 Spill Site Area $2,041 2010/09 IRP2007/10 Low
Soil


SS267 Small Arms Range $1,511 2010/09 IRP2007/10 Low
Soil


SS269 Small Arms Range $1,127 2009/09 IRP2007/10 Medium
Soil


SS273 Spill Site Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SS274 Spill Site Area $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


SS278 Spill Site Area $104 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Low
Soil


SS296 Small Arms Range $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


SS298 Spill Site Area $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


SS300 Spill Site Area $665 2009/09 IRP2006/10 Low
Soil
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SS301 Spill Site Area $6,439 2010/09 IRP2006/10 High
Groundwater


Soil


SS312 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SS321 Spill Site Area $963 2008/10 IRP2006/08 Low
Groundwater


SS409 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS410 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS411 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS412 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS413 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS414 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS415 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS416 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS422 Leach Field $4,460 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Low
Groundwater


SS461 Spill Site Area $11,540 2009/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human


ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $4,561 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Not Required
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ST009 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/06 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST011 Underground Storage Tanks $4,068 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Not Required


ST016 Underground Storage Tanks $10,363 1999/08 IRP1996/05 Not Required


ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $4,018 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Not Required


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $10,142 2000/03 IRP1996/05 Not Required


ST020 Underground Storage Tanks $2,443 2000/09 IRP2000/03 Not Required


ST021 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $3,211 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Not Required


ST022 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


ST023 Underground Storage Tanks $589 2000/10 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


ST024 Underground Storage Tanks $6,697 2003/08 IRP2002/09 Not Required


ST025 Underground Storage Tanks $30,723 2009/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


ST031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/04 IRP2005/04 Response Complete


ST043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/04 Response Complete
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ST045 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


ST049 Underground Storage Tanks $142 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


ST052 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


ST059 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


ST063 Underground Storage Tanks $6,169 2007/09 IRP2005/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/08 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


ST066 Underground Storage Tanks $2,403 2002/03 IRP2002/03 Not Required


ST072 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/03 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


ST073 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


ST074 Underground Storage Tanks $670 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Not Required


ST075 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/05 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ST080 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


ST082 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/06 Not Required


ST085 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete
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ST088 Underground Storage Tanks $528 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Not Required


ST089 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


ST090 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/05 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


ST091 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/05 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


ST092 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/12 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


ST094 Underground Storage Tanks $528 1998/07 IRP1998/06 Not Required


ST097 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/05 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ST098 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/03 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


ST099 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


ST105 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/12 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ST108 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


ST137 Underground Tank Farm $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


ST143 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


ST145 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


ST146 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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ST185 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ST186 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


ST221 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


ST223 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/09 IRP1999/01 Not Required


ST224 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


ST225 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/06 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


ST226 Underground Storage Tanks $943 2009/09 IRP2006/10 Low
Soil


ST229 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


ST234 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/08 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


ST235 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


ST236 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


ST238 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/01 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


ST241 Underground Storage Tanks $5,304 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ST245 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete
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ST262 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/04 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


ST263 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/04 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


ST264 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/04 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


ST265 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/04 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


ST297 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


ST299 Underground Storage Tanks $3,255 2009/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


ST302 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2004/11 IRP2004/11 Response Complete


ST305 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


ST333 Sewage Treatment Plant $1,014 2009/09 IRP2006/10 Low
Soil


ST341 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


ST342 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


ST343 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


ST345 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


ST346 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/12 IRP1991/09 Response Complete
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ST347 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/06 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ST348 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/11 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


ST349 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/11 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


ST351 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/03 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


ST352 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


ST353 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/04 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST354 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST355 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST356 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST357 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST358 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST359 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST360 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/01 Response Complete


ST361 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST362 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete
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ST366 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


ST370 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


ST376 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


ST402 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


WP008 Surface Runoff $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


WP012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


WP027 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $963 2010/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater


WP028 Leach Field $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


WP033 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


WP047 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/05 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


WP077 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 1998/05 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


WP104 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/06 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


WP107 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


WP110 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/05 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


WP111 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/09 IRP1998/06 Response Complete
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WP112 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


WP115 Surface Disposal Area $961 2010/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater


WP116 Surface Runoff $959 2010/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater


WP125 Burn Area $959 2010/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


WP127 Drainage Ditch $957 2010/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater


WP150 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/12 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


WP172 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,609 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Not Required


WP177 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $12,473 2008/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


WP180 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2002/03 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


WP233 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 1999/04 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


WP258 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/12 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


WP271 Mixed Waste Area $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


WP272 Mixed Waste Area $2,144 2009/09 IRP2007/10 Low
Soil


WP285 Surface Disposal Area $14,777 2010/09 IRP2008/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 48 of 288
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


WP318 Surface Disposal Area $4,746 2008/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


WP329 Washrack $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


WP396 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/10 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


WP418 Leach Field $0 2004/03 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


WT120 Waste Treatment Plant $12,506 2007/08 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Surface Water


AIR FORCE --- CA957212452700 / MARCH AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $22,238


DP030 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/07 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


FT015 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/08 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


FT029 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $4,181 1996/07 IRP1994/08 Response Complete
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LF005 Landfill $0 1996/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $3,267 2004/08 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


LF020 Landfill $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


LF022 Landfill $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


LF024 Landfill $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


OT008 Spill Site Area $2,134 2007/09 IRP1997/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


OT018 Above Ground Storage Tank $187 2006/03 IRP1994/07 High
Groundwater
Soil


OT037 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


OT038 Spill Site Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


OT040 Landfill $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete
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OT042 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


OT045 Surface Disposal Area $199 2005/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SD009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


SD010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/08 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


SP017 Contaminated Fill $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SR400 Small Arms Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


SR401 Small Arms Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


SR402 Small Arms Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


SS001 Spill Site Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


SS012 Storage Area $132 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 1996/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete
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SS014 Spill Site Area $0 1996/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


SS031 Spill Site Area $7,273 1996/11 IRP1994/07 Not Required


SS044 Spill Site Area $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


SS046 Spill Site Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SS047 Spill Site Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


ST027 Underground Storage Tanks $764 2007/09 IRP1997/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST033 Underground Storage Tanks $2,906 1996/07 IRP1994/09 Not Required


ST034 Underground Storage Tanks $56 2007/12 IRP1994/07 Medium
Groundwater


ST035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


ST039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/03 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


ST041 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


ST043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


WP002 Waste Treatment Plant $758 2002/06 IRP1997/10 Not Required


WP016 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1996/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete
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WP019 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


WP021 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


WP023 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


WP025 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


WP026 Waste Lines $0 2004/05 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


WP036 Waste Treatment Plant $381 1999/03 IRP1997/10 Not Required


AIR FORCE --- CA957112573600 / ONIZUKA AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $0


SD004 Surface Disposal Area $0 1989/02 IRP1985/07 Response Complete


SD005 Surface Disposal Area $0 1989/02 IRP1985/07 Response Complete


SS001 Spill Site Area $0 1989/02 IRP1985/07 Response Complete


SS002 Spill Site Area $0 1989/02 IRP1985/07 Response Complete


SS003 Spill Site Area $0 1989/02 IRP1985/07 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- CA957112514900 / VANDENBERG AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $381,014


A-001 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete
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A-042 Drainage Ditch $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


A-058 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


A-119 Chemical Disposal $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


A-12 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2002/11 IRP2002/11 Response Complete


A-130 Contaminated Fill $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


A-132 Firing Range $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


A-134 Chemical Disposal $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


A-150 Washrack $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


A-155 Spill Site Area $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


A-162 Spill Site Area $0 2003/04 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


A-167 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


A-168 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


A-50 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


A-72 Surface Runoff $0 2006/02 IRP2006/02 Low
Soil


AB139 Burn Area $1,427 2009/01 IRP2007/02 Medium
Sed_Fresh
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Sed_Human


Soil


AOC-171 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-172 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2006/05 BD/DR2006/05 Not Required


AOC-173 Building Demolition/Debris Remov $0 2006/07 BD/DR2006/05 Not Required


AOC-175 Spill Site Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


AOC-177 Spill Site Area $0 2006/11 IRP2006/11 Not Evaluated


AOC-178 Spill Site Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-179 Spill Site Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-180 Spill Site Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-181 Spill Site Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-182 Spill Site Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-183 Spill Site Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-184 Spill Site Area $0 2007/08 IRP2007/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-185 Spill Site Area $0 2007/08 IRP2007/05 Not Evaluated
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AOC-187 Spill Site Area $0 2007/03 IRP2007/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-188 Mixed Waste Area $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-191 Spill Site Area $0 2007/06 IRP2007/07 Not Evaluated


AOC-192 Incinerator $0 2006/04 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-193 Spill Site Area $0 2006/11 IRP2006/06 Not Evaluated


AOC-196 Spill Site Area $0 2006/11 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-200 $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-201 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-202 Storage Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-203 $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-204 $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-205 $148 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-206 $148 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-207 $148 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-208 $148 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated
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AOC-209 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-210 Industrial Discharge $148 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-211 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $148 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-212 Spill Site Area $148 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-213 Contaminated Buildings $148 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-214 Contaminated Buildings $148 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-216 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2006/08 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-217 $148 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-218 Spill Site Area $148 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-219 Spill Site Area $148 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-220 Burn Area $148 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-221 Spill Site Area $148 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-222 $148 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-224 Spill Site Area $148 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-225 Spill Site Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated
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AOC-226 Storage Area $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-228 Spill Site Area $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-229 Incinerator $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-230 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-232 Spill Site Area $148 2007/02 IRP2007/02 Not Evaluated


AOC-233 Spill Site Area $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-234 Leach Field $148 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-235 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-236 Spill Site Area $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-238 Contaminated Fill $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-239 Incinerator $0 2006/05 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


AOC-240 Maintenance Yard $148 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-241 Maintenance Yard $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-242 Maintenance Yard $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-243 Maintenance Yard $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated
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AOC-244 Spill Site Area $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-245 Spill Site Area $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-246 Spill Site Area $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-247 Spill Site Area $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-248 Storage Area $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-249 Storage Area $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-250 Storage Area $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-251 Storage Area $117 2007/01 IRP2007/01 Not Evaluated


AOC-252 Surface Disposal Area $117 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated


AOC-253 Storage Area $117 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated


CG154 Contaminated Ground Water $325 2008/01 IRP2008/01 Low
Groundwater


DC142 Chemical Disposal $756 2010/08 IRP2009/10 Medium
Groundwater


DC151 Chemical Disposal $1,551 2009/12 IRP2008/09 Low
Groundwater


DP140 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/12 IRP2004/12 Response Complete


FT021 Fire/Crash Training Area $109 2007/09 IRP2006/07 High
Soil
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LF018 Landfill $0 1999/09 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


LF020 Landfill $1,191 2006/09 IRP2006/04 Medium
Groundwater


LF022 Landfill $0 1999/09 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


LF023 Landfill $603 2007/08 IRP2007/03 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


LF043 Landfill $0 1995/03 IRP1995/01 Response Complete


LF051 Landfill $0 1993/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


LF055 Landfill $0 1995/03 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


LF056 Landfill $0 1995/03 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


LF057 Landfill $0 1995/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


LF058 Landfill $0 1995/03 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


LF059 Landfill $0 1995/04 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


ML801 Medium/Large Caliber $3,890 2015/09 MMRP2014/05 Not Required


ML802 Medium/Large Caliber $10,056 2014/09 MMRP2012/12 Not Required


MU803 Multi-Use Range $9,904 2015/02 MMRP2013/07 Not Required
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MU804 Multi-Use Range $15,956 2015/02 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


MU805 Multi-Use Range $18,317 2014/06 MMRP2012/02 Not Required


MU809 Multi-Use Range $8,565 2016/02 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


MU810 Multi-Use Range $7,941 2015/06 MMRP2012/02 Not Required


MU815 Multi-Use Range $1,960 2014/08 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


MU816 Multi-Use Range $83,258 2014/02 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


OW137 Spill Site Area $0 2004/04 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


RW144 Washrack $837 2008/12 IRP2008/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SD007 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SD014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SD015 Surface Disposal Area $9,392 2008/03 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD016 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete
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SD019 Surface Disposal Area $2,386 2007/05 IRP2005/07 Medium
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SD024 Pesticide Shop $1,577 2008/04 IRP2008/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SD025 Surface Disposal Area $0 2007/05 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SD026 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SD031 Surface Disposal Area $215 2007/09 IRP2006/02 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SD032 Surface Disposal Area $5,357 2011/01 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Marine


SD033 Surface Disposal Area $401 2006/09 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SD035 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SD036 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/06 Response Complete
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SD037 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SD038 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SD040 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SD041 Spill Site Area $0 1997/05 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SD047 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


SR808 Small Arms Range $887 2014/02 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


SR811 Small Arms Range $800 2014/06 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


SR812 Small Arms Range $1,161 2014/02 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


SR813 Small Arms Range $831 2014/06 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


SR814 Small Arms Range $724 2014/02 MMRP2013/02 Not Required


SR818 Small Arms Range $966 2013/08 MMRP2012/02 Not Required


SS002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SS003 Spill Site Area $1,259 2007/09 IRP2006/05 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete
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SS027 Spill Site Area $490 2007/02 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water


SS028 Spill Site Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SS029 Spill Site Area $78 2006/08 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SS030 Spill Site Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS034 Spill Site Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS039 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SS048 Spill Site Area $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS049 Spill Site Area $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


SS050 Plating Shop $8,959 2008/09 IRP2007/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Marine


SS052 Spill Site Area $0 1993/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete
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SS053 Spill Site Area $0 2000/05 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


SS054 Spill Site Area $0 2001/04 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SS143 Spill Site Area $0 2005/07 IRP2005/07 Response Complete


SS146 Spill Site Area $1,124 2011/06 IRP2009/10 Medium
Soil


SS152 Spill Site Area $0 2009/06 IRP2008/01 Low
Soil


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $3,819 2007/04 IRP1999/11 Medium
Groundwater


ST042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/02 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


ST044 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1993/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


ST045 Underground Storage Tanks $20,537 2012/02 IRP2009/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ST060 Underground Storage Tanks $1,657 2002/06 IRP2001/04 Not Required


ST061 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST062 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST063 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete
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ST065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST066 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST067 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST068 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST069 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST070 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST071 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST072 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST073 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST074 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST075 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST076 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST077 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST078 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST079 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete
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ST080 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST081 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST082 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST083 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST084 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST085 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST086 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST087 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST088 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST089 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST090 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST091 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST092 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST093 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST094 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete
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ST095 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST096 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST097 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST098 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST099 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST100 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST101 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST102 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST103 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST104 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST105 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST106 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST107 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST108 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST109 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete
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ST110 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST111 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST112 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST113 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST114 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST115 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/03 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST116 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST117 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST118 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST119 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST120 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/05 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST121 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


ST122 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


ST123 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


ST124 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete
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ST125 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


ST126 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


ST127 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST128 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST129 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST130 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST131 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST132 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST133 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST134 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST135 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


ST136 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


TM806 Training and Maneuver Area $4,973 2013/08 MMRP2012/02 Not Required


TM807 Training and Maneuver Area $1,641 2014/02 MMRP2012/02 Not Required


TM817 Training and Maneuver Area $121,071 2018/06 MMRP2015/02 Not Required
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TU138 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/10 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


WP005 Surface Disposal Area $7,447 2009/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


WP006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


WP008 Surface Disposal Area $9,776 2007/06 IRP2006/10 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


WP009 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


WP010 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


WP011 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


WP012 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


WP013 Industrial Discharge $2,507 2007/02 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


WP017 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 1993/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete
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Colorado
AIR FORCE --- CO857282564400 / BUCKLEY AIR BASE WING Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $15,405


BZ103 Buffer Zone $0 2003/01 MMRP2002/08 Response Complete


DP007 Waste Treatment Plant $272 2006/12 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,401 2007/03 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/07 IRP2006/02 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/06 IRP2003/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF003 Landfill $3,480 1997/06 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


MY010 Maintenance Yard $121 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


RW008 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SD006 Storm Drain $0 1998/10 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


SR101 Small Arms Range $1,882 2015/01 MMRP2012/07 Not Required


SS010 Storage Area $5,439 2007/09 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST009 Underground Storage Tanks $144 1987/05 IRP1987/05 Response Complete
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TS102 Trap and Skeet Range $1,666 2015/01 MMRP2012/07 Not Required


WP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/06 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- CO857112419100 / PETERSON AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1989/10 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 1989/10 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $0 1989/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SD008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1989/02 IRP1985/08 Response Complete


SR501 Small Arms Range $0 2003/09 MMRP1997/03 Response Complete


SS098 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/02 IRP1985/08 Response Complete


WP001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1989/10 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


WP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1989/10 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


Connecticut
AIR FORCE --- CT157282678300 / BRADLEY IAP (EAST GRANBY) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,911


DP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $407 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil
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DP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $406 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Groundwater


Soil


SD004 Oil/Water Separator $407 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


SS001 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $877 2006/07 IRP2003/11 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS002 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $407 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human


SS003 Washrack $407 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


Delaware
AIR FORCE --- DE357182401000 / DOVER AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $62,597


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,523 2006/09 IRP2005/01 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/02 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,205 1998/04 IRP1997/08 Not Required


LF013 Landfill $1,107 1998/04 IRP1997/08 Not Required


LF015 Landfill $1,207 1998/04 IRP1997/08 Not Required


LF016 Landfill $0 1995/01 IRP1993/12 Response Complete
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LF017 Landfill $2,452 2006/09 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater


LF018 Landfill $2,660 2006/09 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF019 Landfill $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


LF022 Landfill $0 2006/03 IRP1997/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF023 Landfill $0 2006/03 IRP1997/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF024 Landfill $0 1990/09 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


LF025 Landfill $4,648 2007/06 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


LF026 Landfill $0 2006/03 IRP1997/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


OT028 Waste Treatment Plant $51 2006/10 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
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OT039 Oil/Water Separator $0 1992/06 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


OT040 Oil/Water Separator $0 1995/09 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


OT041 Waste Lines $2,292 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


OT042 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


OT043 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


OT044 Oil/Water Separator $1,552 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


OT045 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


OT046 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


OT047 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


OT048 Oil/Water Separator $2,828 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


OT049 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


OT050 Oil/Water Separator $2,446 2007/06 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater


OT051 Oil/Water Separator $4,317 2007/06 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil
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OT052 Oil/Water Separator $0 1997/12 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


OT053 Oil/Water Separator $105 1997/12 IRP1997/08 Not Required


OT054 Oil/Water Separator $0 2005/08 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


OT055 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


OT056 Oil/Water Separator $0 1992/08 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


OT057 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SD012 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2000/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
SW_Marine


SS007 Storage Area $3,663 2006/10 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS008 Spill Site Area $2,529 2006/10 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 1997/12 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


SS020 Spill Site Area $3,810 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
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Soil


SS027 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $4,818 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Not Required


SS036 Spill Site Area $0 2005/08 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS059 Storage Area $154 1999/04 IRP1999/03 Not Required


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/08 IRP2005/01 Response Complete


ST005 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $3,951 1999/08 IRP1997/08 Not Required


ST006 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2004/05 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


ST011 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


ST034 Underground Storage Tanks $7,007 2006/10 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST035 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2005/08 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


ST037 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $3,887 2002/05 IRP2000/01 Not Required


ST058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


WP014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,218 1998/04 IRP1997/08 Not Required


WP021 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $293 1999/05 IRP1999/04 Not Required
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WP029 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


WP030 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


WP031 Underground Storage Tanks $2,874 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


WP032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


WP033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


WP038 Storage Area $0 1993/02 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- DE357282427400 / NEW CASTLE COUNTY AIRPORT (WILMINGTON) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,323


SD005 Drainage Ditch $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SS001 Spill Site Area $1,323 2010/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS002 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2006/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS003 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


SS004 Drainage Ditch $0 2008/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/10 IRP2006/10 Low
Soil
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ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


District of Columbia
AIR FORCE --- DC357042444300 / BOLLING AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,795


AOC-47 $0 2006/10 IRP2006/10 Not Evaluated


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/05 IRP2005/12 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


LF002 Landfill $180 2006/12 IRP2005/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF006 Landfill $179 1998/10 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


SS003 Underground Storage Tanks $362 2001/01 IRP1992/10 Not Required


SS005 Spill Site Area $573 2008/11 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS009 Spill Site Area $380 2006/03 IRP2004/02 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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SS012 Contaminated Fill $1,015 2009/09 IRP2008/06 Not Evaluated


SS013 Spill Site Area $671 2009/08 IRP2008/07 Not Evaluated


SS014 Spill Site Area $339 2008/08 IRP2007/06 Not Evaluated


SS015 Spill Site Area $137 2008/08 IRP2007/06 Not Evaluated


SS016 Spill Site Area $124 2008/08 IRP2005/03 Not Evaluated
Groundwater
Soil


SS017 Spill Site Area $101 2008/08 IRP2007/05 Not Evaluated


SS018 Spill Site Area $0 2011/09 IRP2010/11 Not Evaluated


SS019 Spill Site Area $22 2011/09 IRP2010/11 Not Evaluated


SS020 Spill Site Area $72 2007/09 IRP2006/10 Not Evaluated


SS021 Spill Site Area $268 2011/09 IRP2010/11 Not Evaluated


SS022 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $372 1998/10 IRP1995/12 Not Required


ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


ST008 Underground Tank Farm $0 2001/10 IRP2001/04 Response Complete
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Florida
AIR FORCE --- FL457172436600 / EGLIN AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $28,515


AC014 $0 2003/12 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


DP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


DP007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


DP009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $177 1998/03 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


DP011 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


DP048 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


DP084 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $177 2001/06 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


DP088 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


DP096 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


DP097 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


DP257 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $267 2003/09 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


DP261 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $236 2004/04 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


DP268 Storm Drain $248 2004/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


DP273 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


FT027 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/09 IRP2001/12 Response Complete
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FT028 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,297 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Not Required


FT087 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/12 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


FT092 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $2,852 2001/04 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $2,919 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


LF008 Landfill $177 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


LF010 Landfill $177 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


LF021 Landfill $0 1996/12 IRP1989/09 Response Complete


LF022 Landfill $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


LF051 Landfill $179 1998/11 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


OT029 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/03 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


OT030 Chemical Disposal $0 1998/03 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


OT031 Chemical Disposal $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete
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OT035 Spill Site Area $124 2001/03 IRP1991/09 Not Required


OT038 Spill Site Area $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


OT046 Open Detonation $0 1996/10 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


OT047 Open Burn $0 1996/10 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


OT082 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


OT083 Dip Tank $177 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


OT089 Contaminated Buildings $179 2002/09 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


OT100 Spill Site Area $177 2001/05 IRP1999/11 Response Complete


OT262 Dip Tank $177 2001/10 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


OT263 Dip Tank $177 2001/10 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


OT264 Dip Tank $177 2001/10 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


OT265 Dip Tank $177 2001/10 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


OT269 Contaminated Soil Piles $179 2002/06 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


OT270 Contaminated Soil Piles $179 2002/06 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


OT271 Contaminated Soil Piles $179 2002/06 IRP2002/03 Response Complete
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PI404 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


PI405 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


PI408 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2002/05 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


PI418 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2002/12 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


PI419 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


PI420 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


PI500 $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


PI502 $0 2003/12 IRP2003/12 Response Complete


PI503 $0 2003/04 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


PI504 $0 2004/07 IRP2004/07 Response Complete


PI505 $0 2004/10 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


PI507 $0 2004/10 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


PI509 $0 2004/10 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


POI512 Surface Disposal Area $712 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated


POI514 Surface Disposal Area $322 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Not Evaluated
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RW040 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


RW041 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2005/09 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


RW042 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


SD034 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SD050 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/01 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


SS001 Spill Site Area $436 2003/03 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SS002 Spill Site Area $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


SS023 Spill Site Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


SS024 Spill Site Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


SS025 Spill Site Area $177 1998/03 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


SS026 Spill Site Area $177 2002/03 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SS032 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SS033 Spill Site Area $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


SS036 Spill Site Area $554 2000/01 IRP1997/01 Not Required


SS045 Spill Site Area $0 2003/05 IRP1998/02 Response Complete
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SS085 Spill Site Area $1,390 2006/09 IRP2001/03 Medium
Groundwater


SS086 Spill Site Area $2,122 2003/07 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SS102 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SS104 Spill Site Area $0 2001/01 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SS105 Spill Site Area $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


SS106 Spill Site Area $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


SS107 Spill Site Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


SS108 Spill Site Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


SS109 Spill Site Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


SS110 Spill Site Area $41 2001/03 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


SS111 Spill Site Area $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


SS119 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SS278 Spill Site Area $57 2004/10 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


ST049 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


ST052 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1995/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/03 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


ST054 Underground Storage Tanks $478 1996/09 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


ST055 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/01 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


ST056 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


ST057 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/08 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


ST058 Underground Storage Tanks $343 1995/11 IRP1994/10 Not Required


ST059 Underground Storage Tanks $126 1995/12 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


ST060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


ST061 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


ST062 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


ST063 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


ST064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


ST065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/01 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


ST066 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


ST067 Underground Storage Tanks $655 1997/05 IRP1995/10 Not Required
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ST068 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


ST069 Underground Storage Tanks $748 2006/06 IRP2002/10 High
Groundwater


ST070 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


ST071 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


ST072 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


ST075 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


ST077 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


ST078 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


ST079 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


ST080 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


ST081 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


ST093 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


ST094 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


ST101 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/05 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


ST103 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete
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ST112 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


ST113 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


ST114 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


ST115 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


ST117 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


ST118 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ST251 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2002/04 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


ST252 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2002/04 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


ST253 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2007/07 IRP2007/07 Low
Soil


ST254 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2002/04 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


ST255 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


ST256 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


ST258 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2002/04 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


ST259 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2007/07 IRP2007/07 Low
Soil


ST260 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2007/07 IRP2007/07 Low
Soil
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XU650 Safety Fan $394 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


XU651 Safety Fan $392 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


XU652 Target Area $139 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


XU653 Multi-Use Range $617 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


XU654 Multi-Use Range $394 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


XU655 Safety Fan $311 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


XU656 Munitions Burial $3,621 2012/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


XU657 Munitions Burial $2,701 2012/09 MMRP2008/09 Not Required


AIR FORCE --- FL457212403700 / HOMESTEAD AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,974


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/03 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


GR047 Grenade Range $4,424 2015/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


LF012 Landfill $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


LF019 Landfill $0 2003/12 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


LF020 Landfill $0 1999/11 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 91 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT011 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


OT020 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/11 IRP2003/11 Response Complete


OT021 Spill Site Area $0 1996/01 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


OT022 Contaminated Ground Water $153 1999/09 IRP1998/05 Not Required


OT024 Contaminated Sediments $21 1999/09 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


OT025 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/07 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


OT026 Contaminated Sediments $71 1999/09 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


OT034 Maintenance Yard $0 1998/10 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


PL015 Spill Site Area $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SA033 Storage Area $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SD027 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SR046 Small Arms Range $0 2012/10 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


SS002 Storage Area $0 2000/06 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


SS003 Spill Site Area $0 1997/04 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


SS007 Spill Site Area $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete
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SS008 Spill Site Area $0 2000/04 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 1995/01 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


SS019 Spill Site Area $0 2000/07 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SS022 Storage Area $0 1997/11 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SS026 Spill Site Area $0 1997/03 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SS027 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SS030 Storage Area $0 2002/01 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SS031 Spill Site Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SS032 Spill Site Area $0 1997/02 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


SS034 Spill Site Area $61 2006/01 IRP2006/01 Not Evaluated


SS035 Spill Site Area $95 2006/01 IRP2006/01 Not Evaluated


SS040 Spill Site Area $88 2006/01 IRP2006/01 Not Evaluated


SS042 Spill Site Area $61 2006/01 IRP2006/01 Not Evaluated


SS050 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


WP001 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete
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WP023 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/01 IRP2006/01 Not Evaluated


AIR FORCE --- FL457182437500 / HURLBURT AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $12,169


DP044 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


FT039 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/06 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $95 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF014 Landfill $95 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF015 Landfill $95 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF016 Landfill $95 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF017 Landfill $95 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF018 Landfill $95 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF019 Landfill $95 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF020 Landfill $367 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


OT043 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


SD189 Storm Drain $0 1999/02 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SD208 Storm Drain $0 1996/07 IRP1996/06 Response Complete
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SS122 Spill Site Area $89 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SS124 Spill Site Area $517 1997/11 IRP1997/08 Not Required


SS125 Spill Site Area $517 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Not Required


SS127 Spill Site Area $0 1997/06 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SS130 Spill Site Area $95 1999/01 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SS132 Spill Site Area $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete


SS139 Spill Site Area $95 1998/08 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SS214 Spill Site Area $0 2003/02 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


SS215 Spill Site Area $3,650 2007/05 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS216 Spill Site Area $2,300 2006/09 IRP2006/05 Low
Soil


ST123 Storage Area $3,400 1999/01 IRP1998/12 Not Required


ST126 Storage Area $0 1997/03 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


ST141 Spill Site Area $0 1999/03 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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XU001 Munitions Burial $237 2014/01 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


XU002 Munitions Burial $237 2014/01 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


AIR FORCE --- FL457282844600 / JACKSONVILLE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $37


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/09 IRP2003/08 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD001 Oil/Water Separator $0 1987/06 IRP1987/06 Response Complete


SD004 Oil/Water Separator $0 1987/06 IRP1987/06 Response Complete


SD005 Oil/Water Separator $0 1987/06 IRP1987/06 Response Complete


SD008 Oil/Water Separator $0 1987/06 IRP1987/06 Response Complete


SS002 Spill Site Area $0 1987/06 IRP1987/06 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $0 1987/06 IRP1987/06 Response Complete


SS007 Spill Site Area $0 1987/06 IRP1987/06 Response Complete


SS009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $37 2006/09 IRP2003/08 Medium
Groundwater


ST011 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2006/09 IRP2003/08 Low
Groundwater
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Soil


AIR FORCE --- FL457182458200 / MACDILL AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $70,037


DA084 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/05 IRP2005/05 Response Complete


FL085 Leach Field $4,625 2007/09 IRP2008/09 Not Evaluated


FT023 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,707 2007/09 IRP1990/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


FT049 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/09 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $496 2003/05 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $668 2005/02 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $785 2007/09 IRP2002/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF006 Landfill $302 2007/09 IRP2002/08 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
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LF007 Landfill $301 2007/09 IRP2002/08 High
Groundwater


Soil


LF008 Landfill $301 2007/09 IRP2002/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF009 Landfill $720 2007/09 IRP2002/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF010 Landfill $560 2007/09 IRP2002/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water


LF011 Landfill $559 2007/09 IRP2002/08 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
Surface Water


LF012 Surface Disposal Area $807 2007/09 IRP2004/08 High
Groundwater
Soil
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Surface Water


LF048 Landfill $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


LF077 Landfill $497 2007/09 IRP2004/08 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


OT024 Contaminated Ground Water $5,967 2007/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


OT028 Pesticide Shop $1,573 2007/09 IRP2005/01 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


OT029 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/12 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


PS082 Pesticide Shop $1,643 2007/09 IRP2005/05 Not Evaluated


SD026 Surface Disposal Area $881 1997/11 IRP1997/10 Not Required


SS017 Spill Site Area $572 2007/09 IRP2005/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS018 Spill Site Area $1,465 2007/09 IRP2004/04 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS020 Spill Site Area $0 2000/04 IRP2000/06 Response Complete
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SS021 Spill Site Area $0 2001/12 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


SS032 Spill Site Area $0 1997/10 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


SS035 Oil/Water Separator $5,107 2007/09 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS061 Spill Site Area $1,582 2007/09 IRP2003/10 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS065 Spill Site Area $234 2004/12 IRP2003/02 Not Required


SS067 Firing Range $1,886 2007/09 IRP2005/03 High
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS076 Spill Site Area $3,418 2007/09 IRP2004/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS078 Pesticide Shop $761 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water


SS083 Spill Site Area $0 2007/09 IRP2005/01 High
Soil


ST016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/02 IRP2005/02 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
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SW_Fresh


ST022 Above Ground Storage Tank $86 1999/12 IRP1999/12 Not Required


ST025 Underground Storage Tanks $9,329 2007/09 IRP2003/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


ST038 Underground Storage Tanks $3,954 1993/10 IRP1990/04 Not Required


ST039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


ST052 Underground Storage Tanks $97 2005/02 IRP1995/03 Response Complete


ST053 Leach Field $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


ST054 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


ST055 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


ST056 Underground Storage Tanks $233 1997/10 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


ST057 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $10,951 2007/09 IRP2005/02 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


TG284 Trap and Skeet Range $2,648 2012/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required
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TG285 Trap and Skeet Range $3,173 2012/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TG287 Target Area $2,149 2012/10 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


WP013 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


WP014 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1994/03 IRP1981/11 Response Complete


WP015 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2002/09 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- FL457112440400 / PATRICK AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $19,375


DP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


DP003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/02 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


DP004 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


DP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/06 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


DP007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/07 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


DP008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $236 1998/03 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


DP009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


DP012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $236 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


DP016 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete
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DP017 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


DP031 Pesticide Shop $2,414 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Not Required


ED301 EOD Range $1,561 2014/10 MMRP2013/08 Not Required


FR304 Firing Range $0 1997/12 MMRP1996/06 Response Complete


FT021 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/10 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FT022 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/03 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


LF023 Landfill $544 1997/10 IRP1997/08 Not Required


LF024 Landfill $527 1997/10 IRP1997/08 Not Required


LF025 Landfill $406 1997/10 IRP1997/08 Not Required


LF026 Landfill $509 1997/10 IRP1997/08 Not Required


LF027 Landfill $498 1997/01 IRP1996/12 Not Required


OT030 Above Ground Storage Tank $7,704 2006/08 IRP2004/07 High
Groundwater


PATFACS Storage Area $2,112 2007/06 IRP2007/06 Not Evaluated


PATPCB Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete
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PIPELN POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2004/05 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


SR303 Small Arms Range $1,337 2014/10 MMRP2013/08 Not Required


ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


ST011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/08 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


ST028 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


ST029 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/07 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


ST033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


ST034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


TS302 Trap and Skeet Range $1,291 2014/10 MMRP2013/08 Not Required


TS305 Trap and Skeet Range $0 2002/12 MMRP2001/09 Response Complete
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AIR FORCE --- FL457152412400 / TYNDALL AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $29,038


AOC006 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2006/08 IRP2006/08 Not Evaluated


AOC007 Trap and Skeet Range $0 2008/03 IRP2006/02 Not Evaluated


FT016 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2004/10 IRP2003/05 Not Required


FT017 Fire/Crash Training Area $996 2006/04 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


FT023 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/05 IRP2002/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF001 Landfill $0 2005/02 IRP2004/11 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $0 2002/07 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $0 2005/02 IRP2004/11 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $501 2007/08 IRP2006/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF006 Landfill $1,119 2006/10 IRP2002/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
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SW_Marine


LF007 Landfill $1,119 2006/10 IRP2002/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF008 Landfill $0 1984/08 IRP1984/08 Response Complete


LF009 Landfill $0 2002/06 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


LF010 Landfill $0 2002/06 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


LF011 Landfill $0 1984/08 IRP1984/08 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $0 2002/06 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


LF036 Landfill $0 1997/03 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


OT004 Landfill $0 2002/06 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


OT013 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1996/08 IRP1984/08 Response Complete


OT018 Storage Area $2,711 2007/09 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


OT021 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2001/05 IRP1984/08 Response Complete
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OT022 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/03 IRP1994/07 Response Complete


OT024 Storage Area $0 2002/06 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


OT025 Small Arms Range $0 2002/07 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


OT028 Storage Area $0 1997/03 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


OT029 Contaminated Sediments $13,555 2007/07 IRP2006/02 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


OT030 Spill Site Area $0 1997/03 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


OT031 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/03 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


OT032 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/03 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


OT033 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/03 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


OT034 Contaminated Buildings $0 1997/03 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


OT035 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/03 IRP1981/12 Response Complete


OT037 Contaminated Sediments $383 2007/07 IRP2006/10 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


SR169 Small Arms Range $4,781 2014/11 MMRP2011/11 Not Required


SR170 Small Arms Range $1,151 2014/11 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


SR171 Small Arms Range $1,393 2018/11 MMRP2011/11 Not Required


SR179 Small Arms Range $264 2011/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


SS014 Spill Site Area $0 2005/02 IRP2004/11 Response Complete


SS015 Spill Site Area $0 2006/05 IRP2003/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS019 Spill Site Area $0 2005/01 IRP2004/07 Not Required


SS020 Spill Site Area $0 2007/12 IRP1992/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS026 Spill Site Area $1,065 2007/12 IRP2003/05 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS027 Spill Site Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


Georgia
AIR FORCE --- GA457122458700 / DOBBINS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $428


DP005 Contaminated Ground Water $308 2004/04 IRP1999/05 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


DP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $24 1997/12 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $24 1997/12 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $24 1997/12 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $24 2000/06 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


OT004 Contaminated Sediments $24 1997/12 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


OT007 Contaminated Sediments $0 1997/12 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


ST008 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2001/11 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


WL009 Waste Lines $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


WL010 Waste Lines $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- GA457212410600 / MOODY AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $16,062


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/02 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,329 2005/12 IRP2000/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


LF001 Landfill $673 2002/06 IRP2001/12 Not Required


LF002 Landfill $155 2004/09 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $1,162 2006/03 IRP2000/08 Medium
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF004 Landfill $1,102 2001/09 IRP1997/06 Not Required


LF005 Landfill $0 1996/10 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


LF032 Landfill $0 2003/03 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


LF037 Spill Site Area $221 2004/09 IRP2002/02 Response Complete


LF040 Landfill $0 2003/10 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


LF041 Landfill $245 2004/12 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


LF042 Landfill $1,314 2006/12 IRP2005/09 Medium
Soil


OT009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/08 IRP1983/02 Response Complete


OT010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/08 IRP1983/02 Response Complete


OT011 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/08 IRP1983/02 Response Complete


OT013 Landfill $0 1992/08 IRP1983/02 Response Complete


OT017 Spill Site Area $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


OT022 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $111 2006/06 IRP1996/11 Low
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


SD016 Surface Disposal Area $946 2005/04 IRP2001/12 Not Required


SS019 Spill Site Area $326 2006/07 IRP2004/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS020 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS021 Underground Storage Tanks $909 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Not Required


SS023 Storage Area $0 2003/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


SS024 Storage Area $1,141 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Not Required


SS025 Storage Area $330 2001/02 IRP2000/08 Not Required


SS026 Storage Area $0 2003/12 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS027 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS028 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/02 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


SS029 Storage Area $0 2002/10 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SS030 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS031 Storage Area $551 2004/09 IRP2001/12 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS033 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SS034 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SS035 Spill Site Area $0 2000/12 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SS036 Spill Site Area $1,688 2004/12 IRP2003/05 Not Required


SS038 Spill Site Area $1,337 2005/04 IRP2003/02 Not Required


SS039 Spill Site Area $2,032 2006/01 IRP2000/03 High
Groundwater


ST012 Underground Storage Tanks $172 2004/09 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/09 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $318 2003/03 IRP2000/03 Not Required


WP008 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2003/09 IRP1983/02 Response Complete


WP014 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2001/06 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- GA457172433000 / ROBINS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $132,616


AOC15 $0 2003/11 IRP2003/11 Response Complete


DC034 Chemical Disposal $1,941 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Not Required


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1991/08 IRP1991/01 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/09 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1991/08 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $163 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $163 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $14,705 2000/05 IRP1998/09 Not Required


LF004 Landfill $17,976 2005/04 IRP2002/09 Not Required


LF018 Landfill $0 1991/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


LF019 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


OT016 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1991/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


OT017 Contaminated Ground Water $23,078 2000/05 IRP1998/09 Not Required


OT020 Spill Site Area $57,352 2003/07 IRP2002/04 Not Required


OT021 Spill Site Area $0 1991/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


OT022 Storage Area $0 2000/07 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


OT023 Contaminated Sediments $706 2004/09 IRP2002/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT025 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


OT026 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/04 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


OT027 Surface Disposal Area $0 1991/04 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


OT029 Contaminated Sediments $88 1998/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


OT037 Storm Drain $7,638 2002/07 IRP2002/04 Not Required


OT038 Small Arms Range $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


OT041 Industrial Discharge $4,613 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Not Required


RW015 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/05 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1992/11 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 1997/12 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 1991/02 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


SS028 Spill Site Area $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


SS035 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


SS036 Spill Site Area $0 2001/11 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


SS039 Spill Site Area $0 2001/03 IRP1999/12 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS040 Contaminated Ground Water $4,193 2003/06 IRP2003/02 Not Required


SS042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/08 IRP2002/03 Response Complete


ST024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/03 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


ST030 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


ST031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/09 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


ST033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


WP012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/02 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


WP013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/08 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


WP014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/02 IRP1991/02 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- GA457282608100 / SAVANNAH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,844


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SS001 Washrack $912 2006/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS002 Washrack $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS003 Burn Area $0 2006/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS004 Washrack $1,191 2008/09 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS006 Storage Area $741 2008/09 IRP2007/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


Guam
AIR FORCE --- GU957309951900 / ANDERSEN AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $60,018


DA052 Surface Disposal Area $935 2010/09 IRP2007/02 Medium
Soil


DA053 Surface Disposal Area $255 2010/09 IRP2007/02 Medium
Soil


DA054 Surface Disposal Area $483 2010/09 IRP2007/02 Medium
Soil


DA060 Contaminated Soil Piles $299 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


DA075 Surface Disposal Area $1,261 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


DA076 Surface Disposal Area $1,728 2010/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


DP047 Drainage Ditch $0 1994/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


DP048 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


DP049 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $65 2007/09 IRP2007/03 Low
Groundwater


DP058 Surface Disposal Area $374 2011/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


DP067 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $486 2011/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


DP068 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $450 2011/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


DP069 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $450 2011/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


DP072 Surface Disposal Area $816 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


DP073 Surface Disposal Area $1,000 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


DP079 Surface Disposal Area $772 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


DP081 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $295 2011/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


DP082 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $313 2011/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


DP083 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $466 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


DP084 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $493 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


FL055 Waste Lines $826 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FT009 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


FT010 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,726 2007/09 IRP2006/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


GR002 Grenade Range $2,117 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


LF011 Landfill $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF012 Landfill $2,025 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


LF013 Landfill $754 2007/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


LF014 Landfill $0 1985/03 IRP1985/03 Response Complete


LF015 Landfill $3,622 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF016 Landfill $58 2007/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


LF018 Landfill $1,947 2007/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF023 Landfill $28 2007/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


LF024 Landfill $0 1993/03 IRP1985/03 Response Complete


LF025 Landfill $0 1993/03 IRP1985/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 118 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF026 Landfill $0 1993/03 IRP1985/03 Response Complete


LF027 Landfill $40 2007/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF028 Landfill $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


LF029 Landfill $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


LF030 Landfill $1,349 2008/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater


LF031 Landfill $1,074 2011/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater


LF032 Landfill $42 2007/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater


LF033 Landfill $42 2007/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater


LF034 Landfill $28 2007/09 IRP2007/03 Low
Groundwater


LF035 Landfill $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


LF036 Landfill $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


LF037 Landfill $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


LF038 Landfill $42 2007/09 IRP2007/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF039 Landfill $0 2001/06 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF042 Landfill $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


LF062 Surface Disposal Area $334 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


LF063 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $2,735 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


LF066 Surface Disposal Area $1,618 2011/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


LF070 Landfill $360 2013/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


LF071 Surface Disposal Area $1,619 2013/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


LF074 Surface Disposal Area $918 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


LF078 Surface Disposal Area $1,022 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


ML001 Small Arms Range $1,715 2013/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


OT020 Contaminated Sediments $0 1994/02 IRP1985/03 Response Complete


OT021 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/02 IRP1985/03 Response Complete


OT022 Contaminated Sediments $0 1994/02 IRP1985/03 Response Complete


OT044 Contaminated Buildings $0 1999/06 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


OT046 Contaminated Buildings $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


OT050 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD051 Surface Disposal Area $8,165 2009/12 IRP2002/11 Medium
Soil


SD057 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $94 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


SS001 Spill Site Area $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS004 Spill Site Area $28 2007/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS006 Spill Site Area $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS007 Spill Site Area $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS008 Spill Site Area $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


SS043 Spill Site Area $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS061 Surface Disposal Area $133 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


SS064 Surface Disposal Area $711 2011/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


SS065 Spill Site Area $2,080 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


ST077 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,164 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


TA056 Underground Tank Farm $1,225 2010/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


TA059 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $134 2010/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


TA080 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,810 2010/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


TA086 Above Ground Storage Tank $399 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


TT085 Underground Tank Farm $540 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


WM087 Mixed Waste Area $354 2012/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


WP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $311 2011/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $28 2007/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


WP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $575 2011/09 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP017 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $5,285 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


WP019 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP040 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/10 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


WP041 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/04 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


WP045 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/10 IRP1997/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Hawaii
AIR FORCE --- HI957302872200 / HICKAM  AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $83,391


CD125 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2011/12 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


CG104 Contaminated Ground Water $3,280 2011/03 IRP2009/03 Low
Groundwater


CG110 Contaminated Ground Water $5,105 2010/03 IRP2008/03 Medium
Groundwater


DA103 Surface Disposal Area $482 2011/01 IRP2007/09 Medium
Soil


DA180 Surface Disposal Area $0 2014/09 IRP2007/12 Not Evaluated


DC102 Chemical Disposal $0 2014/09 IRP2006/02 Not Evaluated


DD117 Drainage Ditch $0 2011/12 IRP2007/12 Not Evaluated


DD119 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2007/12 IRP2006/02 Medium
Soil


DP105 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2011/09 IRP2006/02 Low
Soil


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/09 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $1,179 2006/12 IRP2005/04 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF005 Landfill $4,593 2006/12 IRP2004/12 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 123 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF014 Contaminated Fill $342 2001/02 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


LF015 Contaminated Fill $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


LF016 Contaminated Fill $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


LF017 Landfill $0 2006/12 IRP2005/04 Medium
Soil


LF139 Landfill $0 2014/09 IRP2006/02 Not Evaluated


MY111 Maintenance Yard $0 2014/09 IRP2006/12 Medium
Soil


MY157 Maintenance Yard $0 2014/09 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


MY158 Maintenance Yard $5,225 2011/03 IRP2009/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


OT002 Leach Field $74 2001/02 IRP1999/08 Not Required


RW165 Washrack $0 2014/09 IRP2007/12 Not Evaluated


RW166 Washrack $0 2014/09 IRP2007/12 Not Evaluated


SA144 Storage Area $0 2014/09 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD002 Drainage Ditch $4,884 2011/09 IRP2009/06 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Marine
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD003 Drainage Ditch $0 2002/04 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


SD004 Drainage Ditch $3,342 2007/06 IRP2006/03 Medium
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Marine


SD019 Waste Lines $4,974 2012/03 IRP2009/06 Low
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD036 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/12 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


SD037 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/02 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SR001 Small Arms Range $1,703 2012/06 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


SS001 Spill Site Area $7,146 2007/01 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS006 Spill Site Area $1,333 2011/03 IRP2008/06 Medium
Groundwater


SS008 Spill Site Area $1,495 2011/03 IRP2008/06 Medium
Groundwater


SS009 Spill Site Area $810 2011/03 IRP2008/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2004/11 Medium
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS011 Spill Site Area $3,409 2006/12 IRP1999/08 Medium
Groundwater


Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS012 Spill Site Area $1,648 2011/03 IRP2008/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS013 Spill Site Area $219 2003/12 IRP2001/10 Not Required


SS015 Spill Site Area $520 2004/12 IRP2001/10 Not Required


SS018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/10 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


SS022 Contaminated Fill $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


SS023 Contaminated Fill $0 1997/02 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


SS024 Spill Site Area $998 2012/03 IRP2009/12 Low
Soil


SS025 Spill Site Area $1,055 2011/03 IRP2008/06 Medium
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
Surface Water


SS101 Spill Site Area $5,907 2010/03 IRP2008/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS156 Spill Site Area $1,157 2014/09 IRP2008/09 Not Evaluated
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $52 2009/12 IRP1996/11 Low
Groundwater


ST020 Underground Storage Tanks $1,297 2009/12 IRP1995/06 Low
Groundwater


ST026 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/11 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


ST027 Underground Tank Farm $0 1996/02 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


ST028 Underground Storage Tanks $1,481 2010/09 IRP1996/11 Medium
Groundwater


ST029 Underground Storage Tanks $386 2010/09 IRP1996/11 Low
Groundwater


ST030 Underground Storage Tanks $3,452 2010/09 IRP1995/06 Low
Groundwater


ST031 Underground Storage Tanks $343 2010/09 IRP1996/11 Medium
Groundwater


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $796 2010/09 IRP1996/11 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ST033 Underground Storage Tanks $205 2009/12 IRP1995/06 Low
Groundwater


ST034 Underground Tank Farm $1,029 2010/09 IRP1995/06 Low
Groundwater


ST035 Underground Storage Tanks $9,089 2009/12 IRP2009/12 Low
Soil


ST038 Underground Storage Tanks $3,412 2010/09 IRP1995/06 Low
Groundwater


TS001 Trap and Skeet Range $682 2012/06 MMRP2011/12 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


TS002 Trap and Skeet Range $287 2012/06 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


Idaho
AIR FORCE --- ID057282587400 / BOISE AIR TERMINAL GOWEN FIELD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,937


DP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/01 IRP1989/04 Low
Groundwater
Soil


DP011 Storage Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $121 2007/09 IRP1989/04 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1989/04 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


SD003 Drainage Ditch $0 1989/04 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


SD004 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1989/04 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


SR001 Small Arms Range $1,816 2012/10 MMRP2011/10 Not Required


SS005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1989/04 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


SS007 Spill Site Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SS008 Spill Site Area $0 1985/02 IRP1985/02 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 1994/02 IRP1985/02 Response Complete


ST012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1985/02 IRP1985/02 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- ID057212455700 / MOUNTAIN HOME AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $8,792


AOC012 Waste Lines $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


AOC013 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


AOC014 Oil/Water Separator $0 2003/02 IRP2003/02 Response Complete


DP009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


DP018 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $67 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Not Required


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $794 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,054 1992/06 IRP1991/09 Not Required


LF001 Landfill $810 1993/09 IRP1993/08 Not Required


LF002 Landfill $817 1993/05 IRP1990/04 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF003 Landfill $0 1993/09 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


LF023 Landfill $172 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


OT010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


OT015 Contaminated Fill $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


OT016 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $211 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


RW014 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SD012 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SD024 Surface Disposal Area $1,127 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


SD025 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SD027 Surface Disposal Area $138 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


SS011 Underground Storage Tanks $1,773 2006/10 IRP1993/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS026 Spill Site Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS028 Spill Site Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS029 Spill Site Area $145 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


SS030 Spill Site Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $907 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


ST022 Underground Storage Tanks $777 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


ST031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Not Required


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST038 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


Illinois
AIR FORCE --- IL557282588200 / CAPITAL MUNICIPAL AIRPORT (SPRINGFIELD) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,499


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/05 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SS001 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1990/01 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


SS003 Spill Site Area $733 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS004 Spill Site Area $1,733 2007/10 IRP2006/01 Low
Groundwater


SS005 Spill Site Area $33 2006/01 IRP2006/01 Low
Groundwater
Soil


AIR FORCE --- IL557182417700 / SCOTT AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $108,891


AOC03 Incinerator $0 2008/12 IRP2007/12 Not Evaluated


AOC05 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/12 IRP2005/07 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


AOC11 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2005/11 Not Evaluated


AOC14 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $318 2011/10 IRP0000/01 Not Evaluated


AOC19 Spill Site Area $0 2006/12 IRP2005/10 High
Soil


AOC20 Industrial Discharge $0 2006/12 IRP2005/09 Not Evaluated


AOC23 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $515 2008/12 IRP2007/12 Not Evaluated


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $118 2011/12 IRP2011/12 Not Evaluated


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2007/12 IRP2003/04 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $7,635 2012/12 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF001 Landfill $22,180 2011/05 IRP2003/04 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


OT007 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $118 2011/12 IRP2011/12 Not Evaluated


OT008 Contaminated Buildings $51 2014/09 IRP2007/12 Low
Soil


OT009 Small Arms Range $4,727 2012/12 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


RW020 Radioactive Waste Area $66 2012/12 IRP2010/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SA026 Storage Area $5,825 2014/09 IRP2008/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SR037 Small Arms Range $0 2004/11 MMRP0000/01 Response Complete


SS005 Spill Site Area $4,632 2012/09 IRP2008/12 Medium
Soil


SS006 Spill Site Area $3,663 2006/12 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 2007/12 IRP1998/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS012 Pesticide Shop $2,357 2014/09 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SS014 Spill Site Area $6,696 2011/09 IRP2004/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS015 Spill Site Area $1,985 2013/12 IRP2006/05 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS016 Spill Site Area $3,745 2012/12 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SS017 Mixed Waste Area $0 2006/12 IRP2013/12 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS018 Mixed Waste Area $22,831 2014/09 IRP2008/12 High
Groundwater


Soil


SS019 Storage Area $4,157 2014/09 IRP2010/12 Medium
Soil


SS021 Spill Site Area $3,362 2014/09 IRP2008/12 Not Evaluated


SS022 Spill Site Area $2,887 2014/09 IRP2008/12 Low
Soil


SS023 Spill Site Area $55 2014/09 IRP2005/07 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SS025 Spill Site Area $3,166 2014/09 IRP2008/12 Not Evaluated


SS028 Oil/Water Separator $1,584 2014/09 IRP2008/12 Not Evaluated


SS029 Spill Site Area $3,402 2014/09 IRP2008/12 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SS030 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2014/09 IRP2010/12 Medium
Groundwater


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $2,816 2010/12 IRP2003/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


WP013 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2007/12 IRP2002/07 Low
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Indiana
AIR FORCE --- IN557282590600 / FORT WAYNE MUNICIPAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $30


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $10 2001/07 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SS002 Spill Site Area $0 2001/08 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS003 Storage Area $10 2001/07 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


SS004 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $10 2008/09 IRP2003/03 Low
Groundwater


AIR FORCE --- IN557212447200 / GRISSOM AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $10,049


CS709 Contaminated Sediments $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


CS713 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


FR403 Firing Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


FR710 Firing Range $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $638 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Not Required


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $638 2002/04 IRP2002/04 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $0 2000/10 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $0 1997/06 IRP1994/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/05 IRP1998/05 Response Complete


OT007 Storage Area $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


OT010 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/10 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


OT045 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


OW741 Oil/Water Separator $1,668 2007/06 IRP2006/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


PL706 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1997/01 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


PL757 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $147 2008/12 IRP2008/12 Not Evaluated


PL758 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $147 2008/12 IRP2008/12 Not Evaluated


PL761 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $152 2008/12 IRP2008/12 Not Evaluated


RW003 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2000/12 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


SR402 Small Arms Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


SR404 Small Arms Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


SS034 Spill Site Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SS037 Spill Site Area $0 2002/10 IRP2002/10 Response Complete
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS045 Oil/Water Separator $2,254 2009/12 IRP1999/11 Low
Groundwater


Soil


SS056 Underground Tank Farm $1,691 2008/12 IRP2001/09 Low
Groundwater


SS190 Spill Site Area $2,653 2006/02 IRP2006/02 Not Evaluated


SS711 Spill Site Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SS724 Spill Site Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SS727 Spill Site Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SS735 Spill Site Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SS740 Spill Site Area $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


ST008 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $61 2010/12 IRP1994/03 Low
Groundwater


ST009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/11 IRP2002/11 Response Complete


ST011 Underground Tank Farm $0 2001/10 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


TU738 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


TU739 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


TU749 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


XE401 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


XU400 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


AIR FORCE --- IN557282590500 / HULMAN REGIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $159


DP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SS002 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2001/09 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SS003 Storage Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1987/12 IRP1987/12 Response Complete


SS006 Storage Area $159 2006/06 IRP2001/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/09 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


Iowa
AIR FORCE --- IA757282589500 / DES MOINES INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


DP002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1984/10 IRP1984/01 Response Complete


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1988/12 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/04 IRP1998/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/06 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- IA757282425600 / SIOUX GATEWAY MUNICIPAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $253


RW002 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/07 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


SS001 Spill Site Area $253 1998/09 IRP1997/05 Not Required


SS003 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1997/03 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/06 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


Kansas
AIR FORCE --- KS757282404300 / FORBES FIELD (TOPEKA) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


DP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1986/06 IRP1986/06 Response Complete


FT010 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/11 IRP1986/06 Response Complete


SD006 Drainage Ditch $0 1989/06 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SS001 Storage Area $0 1989/06 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SS003 Storage Area $0 1986/06 IRP1986/06 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1986/06 IRP1986/06 Response Complete
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SS005 Spill Site Area $0 1990/04 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


SS007 Spill Site Area $0 1990/04 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


SS008 Spill Site Area $0 1989/11 IRP1989/11 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1990/04 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 1990/05 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- KS757212414000 / MCCONNELL AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $35,460


AOC001 Spill Site Area $1,770 2014/09 IRP2009/10 Not Evaluated


AOC09 $0 2014/01 IRP2011/01 Not Evaluated


AOC11 Contaminated Fill $1,224 0000/01 IRP0000/01 Not Evaluated


DP009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


DP012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/05 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


DP013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


FR357 Firing Range $1,225 2011/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $4,413 2009/10 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $958 1995/09 IRP1995/04 Response Complete
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FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


LF010 Landfill $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


LF011 Landfill $3,506 2009/10 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


LF027 Landfill $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


LF033 Landfill $1,204 2012/09 IRP2008/09 Low
Groundwater


LF034 Landfill $1,222 2012/09 IRP2008/09 Low
Soil


OT015 Spill Site Area $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


OT018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/05 IRP1988/09 Response Complete


OT022 Spill Site Area $0 1995/05 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SS001 Spill Site Area $3,964 2012/01 IRP2010/12 Medium
Groundwater


SS002 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS003 Spill Site Area $3,447 2009/10 IRP2007/09 High
Groundwater


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1991/10 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS014 Spill Site Area $208 1995/09 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


SS016 Spill Site Area $0 1992/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete
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SS019 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


SS020 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


SS021 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS028 Spill Site Area $1,910 2012/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS029 Spill Site Area $1,626 2012/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


SS030 Spill Site Area $1,754 2012/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS031 Spill Site Area $1,230 2012/10 IRP2008/09 Low
Groundwater


SS032 Spill Site Area $1,233 2012/10 IRP2008/09 Low
Groundwater


ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $545 1995/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


ST023 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


ST024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


ST025 Underground Storage Tanks $231 2007/09 IRP2006/01 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
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TM358 Training and Maneuver Area $1,284 2011/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TM359 Training and Maneuver Area $1,274 2011/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TS355 Trap and Skeet Range $1,232 2012/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


Louisiana
AIR FORCE --- LA657212405000 / BARKSDALE AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $42,196


DP020 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,231 1996/11 IRP1993/07 Not Required


DP021 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,283 1995/06 IRP1993/07 Not Required


DP023 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/09 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


DP024 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/09 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


DP025 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/09 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


DP028 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $3 1996/11 IRP1993/07 Not Required


DP036 Chemical Disposal $285 2006/06 IRP2005/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/11 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $688 2002/02 IRP1996/08 Not Required


FT022 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/12 IRP1989/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF003 Landfill $2,021 2001/07 IRP1996/07 Not Required


LF004 Landfill $68 1991/02 IRP1991/02 Not Required


ML051 Medium/Large Caliber $403 2011/12 MMRP2010/06 Not Required


ML057 Medium/Large Caliber $4,355 2013/12 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


ML058 Medium/Large Caliber $0 2007/11 MMRP2007/11 Not Required


MU038 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $283 2008/06 IRP2005/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


MU039 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $586 2008/06 IRP2005/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


MU040 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $491 2008/06 IRP2005/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


MU041 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $556 2008/06 IRP2005/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


MU042 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $464 2008/06 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


MU043 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,122 2009/06 IRP2008/10 Not Evaluated


MU044 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,108 2009/06 IRP2008/10 Not Evaluated


MU045 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $741 2010/06 IRP2008/10 Not Evaluated
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Relative-Risk
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MU046 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,290 2010/06 IRP2008/10 Not Evaluated


MU047 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $1,019 2010/06 IRP2008/10 Not Evaluated


MU055 Multi-Use Range $13,154 2012/12 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


MU056 Multi-Use Range $3,027 2013/12 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


OT005 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1990/09 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT006 Contaminated Sediments $0 1997/12 IRP1993/07 Not Required


OT010 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT011 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT012 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT013 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT014 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT015 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete


OT016 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT017 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT018 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT019 Contaminated Buildings $0 1991/08 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


OT029 Spill Site Area $0 1997/12 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


OT031 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1992/11 IRP1986/08 Response Complete


PR052 Pistol Range $410 2011/12 MMRP2010/06 Not Required


PR059 Pistol Range $0 2007/11 MMRP2007/11 Not Required


PR060 Pistol Range $0 2007/11 MMRP2007/11 Not Required


PR061 Pistol Range $0 2007/11 MMRP2007/11 Not Required


RW037 Radioactive Waste Area $567 2006/12 IRP2004/12 Low
Soil


RW048 Radioactive Waste Area $1,116 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


SD033 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


SR050 Small Arms Range $1,525 2011/12 MMRP2010/06 Not Required


SR053 Small Arms Range $948 2012/12 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


SR054 Small Arms Range $580 2012/12 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


SS008 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1989/04 Response Complete
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Relative-Risk
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SS034 Spill Site Area $0 1997/08 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


SS035 Spill Site Area $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


SS049 Spill Site Area $1,116 2006/12 IRP2006/12 Low
Soil


ST030 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1991/05 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


ST032 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,756 2005/12 IRP1996/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


WP026 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1996/11 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


WP027 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1996/11 IRP1989/04 Response Complete


XU557 Air-to-Land  $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


XU558 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


XU559 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


XU560 Air-to-Land  $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


XU562 Air-to-Land  $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


XU563 Air-to-Land  $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


XU564 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete
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XU565 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


XU567 Air-to-Land  $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


XU643 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


Maine
AIR FORCE --- ME157282453400 / BANGOR INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SD001 Storm Drain $0 1994/11 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


SS002 Surface Runoff $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


Maryland
AIR FORCE --- MD357182400000 / ANDREWS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $62,827


AOC26 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2009/12 IRP2004/09 Not Evaluated


AOC27 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $526 2013/12 IRP2005/06 Not Evaluated


AOC28 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


AOC32 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2012/12 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,536 2008/08 IRP2006/07 Low
Groundwater


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,015 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,710 2005/11 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater
Soil
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Relative-Risk
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LF005 Landfill $8,728 2008/01 IRP2006/04 High
Groundwater


Soil


LF006 Landfill $2,942 2008/08 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF007 Landfill $4,912 2008/08 IRP2006/06 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD023 Contaminated Sediments $1,891 2008/09 IRP2006/07 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS001 Underground Tank Farm $18,616 2008/08 IRP2006/08 High
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS011 Spill Site Area $344 2006/09 IRP2006/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS012 Spill Site Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Not Required


SS013 Storage Area $139 2005/01 IRP2003/09 Response Complete
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SS021 Spill Site Area $0 2004/04 IRP2003/05 Not Required


SS022 Spill Site Area $1,477 2007/06 IRP2006/07 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS026 Spill Site Area $1,181 2009/09 IRP2008/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS027 Spill Site Area $3,788 2008/09 IRP2008/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $2,088 2007/06 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ST009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/09 IRP1986/01 Response Complete


ST010 Spill Site Area $843 2005/09 IRP2005/07 Not Required


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $2,456 2007/06 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/09 IRP1991/01 Response Complete
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ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/01 IRP2003/12 Not Required


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/04 IRP2003/06 Not Required


ST019 Underground Storage Tanks $803 2009/06 IRP2003/05 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ST020 Underground Storage Tanks $10 1995/03 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


TS345 Trap and Skeet Range $3,054 2016/09 MMRP2014/09 Not Required


TU024 Underground Storage Tanks $1,135 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater


TU025 Underground Storage Tanks $876 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater


WP016 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $757 2008/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


AIR FORCE --- MD357282590100 / MARTIN STATE AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,787


DP016 Spill Site Area $3,154 2007/03 IRP2006/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FR498 Firing Range $1,110 2013/11 MMRP2010/11 Not Required


FT009 Fire/Crash Training Area $166 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FT010 Fire/Crash Training Area $166 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


OT012 Small Arms Range $25 2006/06 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
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Soil


OT013 Storage Area $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


OT014 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


SS001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


SS003 Storage Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SS006 Washrack $166 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS008 Washrack $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


SS011 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1998/06 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SS015 Industrial Discharge $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/02 IRP1999/02 Response Complete
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Massachusetts
AIR FORCE --- MA157282590200 / BARNES MUNICIPAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,229


DP007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/12 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/07 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/12 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


OT002 Storage Area $442 2005/12 IRP2001/05 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SD004 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/12 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


SR497 Small Arms Range $787 2011/11 MMRP2011/11 Not Required


SS003 Washrack $0 1997/05 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


SS005 Drainage Ditch $0 2003/12 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- MA157172442400 / HANSCOM AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $10,350


DP007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $960 2001/09 IRP2000/05 Not Required


DP019 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,996 2001/02 IRP2000/06 Not Required


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1991/09 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


FT020 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/02 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $79 1988/09 IRP1988/05 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 154 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF005 Landfill $0 1991/10 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


SS008 Spill Site Area $0 1991/01 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1988/11 IRP1987/04 Response Complete


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 1991/01 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


ST003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/01 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $37 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Not Required


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/10 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/10 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


ST016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


ST021 Underground Storage Tanks $239 2003/09 IRP2001/07 Not Required


ST022 Underground Storage Tanks $50 1997/09 IRP1997/06 Not Required


WP011 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $2,994 2001/02 IRP2000/06 Not Required


WP012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $2,995 2001/02 IRP2000/06 Not Required
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WP013 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1991/01 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- MA157282448700 / MASSACHUSETTS MILITARY RESERVATION (MM Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $472,926


DP028 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/08 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


DP029 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/08 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


FT055 Fire/Crash Training Area $115,308 2007/09 IRP2006/02 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


FT056 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/09 IRP1996/09 Not Required


FT057 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/08 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $73,274 2007/04 IRP2005/07 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF007 Landfill $286 2001/09 IRP1998/01 Not Required


LF008 Landfill $0 1997/04 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


LF009 Landfill $0 2000/04 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


LF010 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1986/12 Response Complete
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LF011 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


LF062 Landfill $0 1994/10 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


LF063 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


LF064 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


OT030 Storage Area $0 2007/12 IRP2001/11 Low
Soil


SD001 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


SD002 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SD003 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/03 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SD004 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/04 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


SD005 Surface Disposal Area $2,583 2006/05 IRP2004/07 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 1997/04 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


SS014 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


SS015 Spill Site Area $0 1997/05 IRP1990/02 Response Complete
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SS016 Spill Site Area $5,042 2006/03 IRP1992/03 High
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS017 Spill Site Area $0 2001/08 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS018 Spill Site Area $0 2000/05 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


SS019 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


SS020 Spill Site Area $0 1996/01 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


SS021 Spill Site Area $0 1997/05 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


SS022 Spill Site Area $65,477 2007/10 IRP2003/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS023 Spill Site Area $0 2002/04 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SS024 Spill Site Area $0 1990/08 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


SS025 Spill Site Area $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete
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SS027 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SS031 Spill Site Area $40,672 2003/10 IRP1998/10 Not Required


SS032 Spill Site Area $0 2001/02 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


SS033 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1990/06 Response Complete


SS034 Spill Site Area $0 1999/11 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SS035 Spill Site Area $0 2001/08 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SS036 Spill Site Area $0 2002/08 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SS037 Spill Site Area $0 2001/07 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SS038 Spill Site Area $0 2002/08 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SS039 Spill Site Area $0 2001/06 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


SS040 Spill Site Area $368 2001/09 IRP1996/07 Not Required


SS041 Spill Site Area $368 2001/09 IRP1996/07 Not Required


SS042 Spill Site Area $13,194 2006/09 IRP2004/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS043 Spill Site Area $77 2006/05 IRP2005/04 Low
Groundwater
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SS044 Spill Site Area $0 1996/04 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


SS045 Spill Site Area $0 1989/03 IRP1986/06 Response Complete


SS046 Spill Site Area $0 1990/08 IRP1986/06 Response Complete


SS047 Spill Site Area $0 1999/12 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SS048 Spill Site Area $0 2001/07 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SS049 Spill Site Area $0 1999/12 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


SS050 Spill Site Area $0 1989/10 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


SS051 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1990/06 Response Complete


SS052 Spill Site Area $0 2000/05 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


SS053 Spill Site Area $0 1997/05 IRP1990/06 Response Complete


SS054 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SS058 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS059 Spill Site Area $0 1988/10 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


SS060 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS061 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete
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SS065 Spill Site Area $0 1995/06 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS066 Spill Site Area $0 1996/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


SS067 Spill Site Area $0 1999/06 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


SS068 Spill Site Area $0 2001/08 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SS069 Spill Site Area $0 1986/12 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


SS070 Spill Site Area $0 1995/02 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


SS071 Storage Area $0 1990/08 IRP1986/12 Response Complete


SS072 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SS073 Spill Site Area $0 1997/03 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


SS074 Spill Site Area $27 2005/04 IRP2004/11 Not Required


SS075 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


SS076 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


SS077 Spill Site Area $278 2011/09 IRP2009/09 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS079 Spill Site Area $64,248 2001/08 IRP1999/01 Not Required
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SS080 Contaminated Ground Water $31,453 2006/03 IRP1999/05 High
Groundwater


SS081 Contaminated Ground Water $26,241 2006/05 IRP1999/05 High
Groundwater


SS082 Contaminated Ground Water $17,441 2006/05 IRP2000/01 High
Groundwater


SS085 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/12 IRP2001/11 Response Complete


SS086 Contaminated Sediments $0 2002/09 IRP2001/10 Response Complete


SS087 Contaminated Ground Water $16,562 2006/12 IRP2006/01 High
Groundwater


WP026 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $27 2005/04 IRP2004/11 Not Required


WP078 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/12 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- MA157122402600 / WESTOVER AIR FORCE RESERVE CENTER Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $15,718


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $890 2010/12 IRP2000/04 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/08 IRP2000/07 Response Complete


FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $881 2010/12 IRP2000/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF001 Landfill $4,260 1999/11 IRP1998/03 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $6,485 2010/12 IRP2004/02 Low
Groundwater
Soil
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LF012 Landfill $0 1990/08 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


OT009 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


OT010 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


OT014 Spill Site Area $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


RW004 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/04 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


SS016 Spill Site Area $1,604 2007/08 IRP2001/08 High
Groundwater


SS017 Spill Site Area $0 2000/03 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


SS018 Spill Site Area $0 1999/06 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS019 Spill Site Area $1,533 2007/09 IRP2001/08 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS020 Spill Site Area $65 2003/05 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SS021 Spill Site Area $0 1998/11 IRP1998/11 Response Complete


WP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/07 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


WP007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1988/07 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


WP011 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/02 IRP1990/03 Response Complete
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3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


WP013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/01 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


WP015 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


Michigan
AIR FORCE --- MI557282612100 / WK KELLOGG REGIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


AOC-A Mixed Waste Area $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


AOC-C Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/03 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


AOC-E Spill Site Area $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


AOC-F Spill Site Area $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/04 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS001 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/01 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


SS002 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/10 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SS005 Storage Area $0 1997/10 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Minnesota
AIR FORCE --- MN557282847300 / DULUTH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,526


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/09 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


RW010 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1995/09 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


SD020 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/06 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


SR502 Pyrotechnics $277 2011/11 MMRP2010/11 Not Required


SS003 Storage Area $48 1996/04 IRP1992/06 Not Required


SS004 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $48 1996/04 IRP2001/05 Not Required


SS008 Storage Area $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


SS017 Storage Area $0 1999/06 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SS018 Storage Area $0 1997/09 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


SS019 Storage Area $0 1996/12 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


SS023 Spill Site Area $0 1999/06 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SS024 Spill Site Area $0 1992/09 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SS026 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


SS027 Spill Site Area $1,153 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Not Required


ST025 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/08 IRP2001/03 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


WP021 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1999/08 IRP1992/01 Not Required


WP022 Landfill $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


Mississippi
AIR FORCE --- MS457152406000 / COLUMBUS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $11,799


DP027 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/10 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1990/01 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/06 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/05 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1990/01 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $1,039 1995/08 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $1,503 2006/10 IRP2003/09 Medium
Groundwater


LF007 Landfill $1,035 1995/08 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


LF008 Landfill $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


LF009 Landfill $1,037 1995/08 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


LF010 Landfill $1,036 1995/08 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


LF011 Landfill $3 1995/08 IRP1990/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF012 Landfill $1,036 1995/08 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


MB265 Munitions Burial $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


OD033 Open Detonation $1,367 2008/09 IRP2007/06 Low
Soil


SS025 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


SS026 Spill Site Area $1,150 2004/11 IRP2003/12 Not Required


SS028 Spill Site Area $210 2006/10 IRP2001/05 Medium
Groundwater


SS029 Spill Site Area $0 2004/10 IRP2003/04 Not Required


SS030 Spill Site Area $0 1995/10 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


SS031 Spill Site Area $0 1999/06 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SS032 Contaminated Ground Water $1,450 2007/06 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $933 2006/06 IRP2001/05 Low
Groundwater


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ST016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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(yyyy/mm)
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ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


ST019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ST020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


ST021 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ST022 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ST023 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/06 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


ST024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/04 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- MS457282647800 / JACKSON IAP (ALLEN C THOMPSON) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


FT001 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2001/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


SD005 Drainage Ditch $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


SS003 Storage Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SS004 Maintenance Yard $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- MS457152416400 / KEESLER AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,350


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2004/06 IRP2000/03 Not Required
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LF002 Landfill $627 2004/06 IRP2001/02 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $502 2004/06 IRP2000/03 Not Required


LF004 Landfill $90 1999/11 IRP1999/05 Not Required


LF005 Landfill $0 1994/03 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


OT009 Storage Area $0 2001/07 IRP2000/02 Response Complete


RW015 Radioactive Waste Area $77 2000/02 IRP1999/05 Not Required


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 1993/06 IRP1984/04 Response Complete


SS023 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SS024 Spill Site Area $0 2004/06 IRP2000/03 Not Required


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $29 2000/02 IRP1999/05 Not Required


ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $1 2000/02 IRP1999/05 Not Required


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $12 2000/02 IRP1999/05 Not Required


ST016 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1993/09 IRP1984/04 Response Complete


ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1984/04 Response Complete


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1984/04 Response Complete
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ST019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1984/04 Response Complete


ST020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1984/04 Response Complete


ST021 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1984/04 Response Complete


ST022 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1984/04 Response Complete


WP011 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $12 2001/05 IRP2000/07 Not Required


WP012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/01 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


WP013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2000/02 IRP1999/05 Not Required


WP014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/10 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- MS457282590400 / KEY FIELD (MERIDIAN) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $810


DP007 Chemical Disposal $0 1988/10 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1988/10 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $223 2007/09 IRP2005/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $53 2006/09 IRP2005/06 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
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FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/09 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


SD005 Storm Drain $0 1988/10 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SD006 Storm Drain $0 1988/10 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


SS008 Maintenance Yard $534 2006/09 IRP2006/01 Medium
Groundwater


SS009 Maintenance Yard $0 2002/04 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


ST010 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1991/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


Missouri
AIR FORCE --- MO757282963400 / JEFFERSON BARRACKS AIR GUARD STATION Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $20


SS001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SS002 Storage Area $20 2006/11 IRP2004/10 Low
Soil


AIR FORCE --- MO757282529000 / LAMBERT ST. LOUIS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/08 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


WP003 Oil/Water Separator $0 1991/04 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- MO757282588000 / ROSECRANS MEMORIAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,421


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,022 2007/12 IRP2004/04 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


SS005 Spill Site Area $1,152 2006/03 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $247 2006/09 IRP2004/04 Medium
Groundwater


WP003 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2007/09 IRP2004/04 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


AIR FORCE --- MO757212454900 / WHITEMAN AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,060


DP032 Incinerator $477 2007/09 IRP2005/02 High
Groundwater


DP043 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2001/07 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


FR570 Firing Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


FR571 Firing Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $21 2007/01 IRP2000/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT016 Waste Treatment Plant $21 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $21 2003/08 IRP1991/12 Response Complete
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LF008 Landfill $477 2005/03 IRP2005/03 Not Required


LF011 Landfill $257 2007/09 IRP2004/05 Low
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF012 Landfill $21 2007/09 IRP2004/05 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF013 Landfill $257 2006/09 IRP1991/01 Low
Groundwater


LF031 Landfill $0 2003/03 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


LF034 Landfill $144 2006/09 IRP2004/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF042 Landfill $144 2007/03 IRP2004/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


OT001 Contaminated Sediments $0 1998/03 IRP1996/12 Not Required


OT022 Burn Area $354 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


OT023 Firing Range $41 1996/09 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


RW009 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/01 IRP1986/05 Response Complete


RW010 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/01 IRP1986/05 Response Complete
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SD007 Surface Disposal Area $21 1991/01 IRP1986/05 Response Complete


SD021 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SD028 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SD029 Surface Disposal Area $0 1997/10 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $21 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


SS015 Spill Site Area $354 1998/06 IRP1994/08 Not Required


SS030 Spill Site Area $477 2007/02 IRP2006/03 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Marine


SS033 Spill Site Area $0 2003/03 IRP2002/05 Response Complete


SS035 Spill Site Area $144 2007/04 IRP2004/04 Medium
Groundwater


SS036 Storage Area $0 2003/03 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SS037 Maintenance Yard $144 2007/09 IRP2005/06 Medium
Groundwater


SS038 Spill Site Area $144 2007/04 IRP2004/04 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS039 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/03 IRP2002/03 Response Complete
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SS040 Spill Site Area $41 2007/09 IRP2004/03 Medium
Groundwater


SS041 Contaminated Sediments $21 2006/09 IRP2004/03 Low
Groundwater


SS044 Spill Site Area $21 2006/09 IRP2004/03 Medium
Groundwater


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1988/05 Response Complete


ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $21 1991/07 IRP1988/02 Response Complete


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/02 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


ST019 Underground Storage Tanks $21 1998/01 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


ST020 Sewage Treatment Plant $21 2001/04 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


ST024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/10 IRP1993/06 Response Complete


ST025 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


ST026 Underground Storage Tanks $374 1994/05 IRP1994/04 Not Required


ST027 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


WP004 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2007/09 IRP1991/01 Low
Groundwater


WP005 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1991/08 IRP1989/11 Response Complete
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Montana
AIR FORCE --- MT857282592300 / GREAT FALLS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $3,089


DP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $693 2010/10 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


DP007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,577 2010/10 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater


DP008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $819 2010/10 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1992/02 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/12 IRP1992/02 Low
Groundwater


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/12 IRP1992/02 Low
Groundwater


SD002 Drainage Ditch $0 2004/12 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- MT857182455600 / MALMSTROM AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,731


AOC030 Small Arms Range $0 2004/09 IRP2004/02 Response Complete


CD602 Contaminated Fill $0 2003/08 MMRP2003/08 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/11 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


LF018 Landfill $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


LF019 Landfill $1,404 2007/11 IRP2005/12 Medium
Groundwater
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Sed_Human


Surface Water
SW_Fresh


OT007 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


OT008 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1994/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


OT016 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2000/02 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


RW020 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2001/01 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


SD010 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/11 Response Complete


SR601 Pistol Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1997/04 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 1993/07 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


SS012 Spill Site Area $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


SS013 Spill Site Area $42 2004/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SS014 Spill Site Area $0 1992/09 IRP1984/08 Response Complete


SS015 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SS017 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/02 Response Complete
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SS022 Spill Site Area $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


SS023 Spill Site Area $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


SS024 Spill Site Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SS027 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2000/05 Response Complete


SS029 Spill Site Area $64 2006/06 IRP2005/01 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


ST003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/04 IRP1997/03 Response Complete


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $60 1996/10 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $68 1996/11 IRP2003/06 Not Required


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


ST021 Underground Storage Tanks $93 2000/04 IRP1994/10 Not Required


ST025 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/04 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


Nevada
AIR FORCE --- NV957212411000 / NELLIS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $26,701


AL738 Air-to-Land  $1,465 2015/12 MMRP2007/12 Not Required
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AL739 Air-to-Land  $832 2015/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


AL740 Air-to-Land  $832 2012/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


DP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/12 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


DP008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/12 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


DP009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


DP014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


DP025 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1989/10 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


DP059 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


FT018 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/11 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


FT019 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/03 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


FT020 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/07 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $212 1998/06 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $225 1996/10 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 1989/08 IRP1989/08 Response Complete
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LF005 Landfill $73 1996/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $0 1996/11 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


LF011 Landfill $0 1989/10 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $0 1991/08 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $0 1992/01 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


LF033 Landfill $0 1992/06 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


LF034 Landfill $76 1996/04 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


LF035 Landfill $0 1995/02 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


ML261 Medium/Large Caliber $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


MU732 Multi-Use Range $9,351 2015/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


OT036 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1993/04 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


OT037 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1993/03 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


OT039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/01 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


OT040 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/01 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


OT041 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/01 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 180 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT042 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/01 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


OT043 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/01 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


RW010 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1995/09 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


RW021 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1995/09 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


RW031 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1994/05 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


RW038 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1995/09 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SD015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/07 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


SD026 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/04 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


SS028 Spill Site Area $3,169 2002/03 IRP1999/09 Not Required


SS029 Spill Site Area $0 1992/03 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


SS030 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


SS045 Spill Site Area $938 2001/09 IRP1999/03 Not Required


SS046 Spill Site Area $2,916 2006/09 IRP1999/08 Medium
Groundwater


ST027 Underground Storage Tanks $3,162 2002/09 IRP2001/09 Not Required


ST044 Underground Storage Tanks $3,450 1999/08 IRP1993/11 Not Required
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ST054 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/05 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WP016 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


WP017 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/08 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


WP022 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/03 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


WP023 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/03 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


WP024 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/05 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


WP032 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1992/04 IRP1982/04 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- NV957282589800 / RENO TAHOE INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $298


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1989/01 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/03 IRP1994/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/03 IRP1993/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/06 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/06 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1989/02 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 182 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD013 Storm Drain $0 2006/06 IRP1993/12 Low
Groundwater


Soil


SD014 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/06 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


SS007 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $298 1998/05 IRP1996/01 Not Required


SS012 Spill Site Area $0 2004/02 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/11 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ST009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


ST011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1990/05 Response Complete


New Jersey
AIR FORCE --- NJ257282844900 / ATLANTIC CITY AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $3,364


SS002 Spill Site Area $841 2010/09 IRP2006/07 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS003 Washrack $841 2010/09 IRP2006/07 Low
Groundwater


SS005 Storage Area $841 2010/09 IRP2006/07 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $841 2010/09 IRP2006/07 Low
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 183 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


AIR FORCE --- NJ257182401800 / MCGUIRE AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $171,528


AT028 Fire/Crash Training Area $3,796 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Low
Groundwater


AT029 Fire/Crash Training Area $4,197 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,589 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Low
Soil


FT011 Fire/Crash Training Area $3,858 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


FT013 Fire/Crash Training Area $5,026 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


LF002 Landfill $10,111 2011/01 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater


LF003 Landfill $9,398 2010/01 IRP2008/01 Medium
Groundwater


LF004 Landfill $5,557 2010/01 IRP2008/01 Medium
Groundwater


LF019 Landfill $7,630 2011/01 IRP2009/01 Medium
Groundwater


LF020 Landfill $4,813 2011/01 IRP2009/01 Medium
Groundwater


LF023 Landfill $4,942 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Low
Groundwater


OT006 Spill Site Area $3,422 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


OT010 Surface Disposal Area $2,450 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Low
Groundwater


OT012 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


OT014 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $4,841 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 184 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT016 Spill Site Area $17,105 2011/01 IRP2008/01 High
Groundwater


RW001 Radioactive Waste Area $1,536 2008/10 IRP1992/05 Medium
Soil


SS018 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS024 Leach Field $1,102 2010/01 IRP2008/01 Medium
Groundwater


SS025 Spill Site Area $2,480 2011/01 IRP2009/01 Medium
Groundwater


SS026 Spill Site Area $2,336 2011/01 IRP2009/01 Medium
Groundwater


SS027 Spill Site Area $2,960 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


SS030 Spill Site Area $2,464 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Low
Groundwater


SS031 Spill Site Area $2,599 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Low
Groundwater


SS032 Spill Site Area $2,699 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


SS033 Spill Site Area $2,726 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Low
Groundwater


SS034 Spill Site Area $2,606 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Low
Groundwater


SS035 Spill Site Area $4,324 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Low
Groundwater


SS036 Spill Site Area $2,692 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Low
Groundwater


SS037 Spill Site Area $2,537 2013/01 IRP2011/09 Low
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 185 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS038 Spill Site Area $3,917 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Medium
Groundwater


SS039 Spill Site Area $2,608 2013/01 IRP2011/09 Low
Groundwater


SS040 Spill Site Area $3,869 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


SS041 Spill Site Area $3,935 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Low
Groundwater


SS042 Spill Site Area $2,507 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Low
Soil


ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $5,514 2010/01 IRP2008/01 Medium
Groundwater


ST009 Above Ground Storage Tank $5,656 2012/01 IRP2009/01 High
Groundwater


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $9,464 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Low
Groundwater


ST022 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $3,074 2012/01 IRP2010/01 Medium
Groundwater


WP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $8,188 2013/01 IRP2011/01 Low
Groundwater


WP017 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


WP021 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2008/09 IRP2008/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


New Mexico
AIR FORCE --- NM657212445400 / CANNON AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $2,138


DP016 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 186 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


DP033 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


DP035 Firing Range $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $1 1992/04 IRP1987/12 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $724 1994/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $280 1994/02 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


LF025 Landfill $560 2001/08 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


LF036 Landfill $1 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


LF037 Landfill $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


OT010 Storage Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


OT027 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 187 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD011 Surface Disposal Area $559 2007/09 IRP1999/03 Medium
Soil


SD012 Surface Disposal Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SD013 Surface Disposal Area $1 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SD015 Surface Disposal Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SD017 Surface Disposal Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SD020 Surface Disposal Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


SD034 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


SS018 Spill Site Area $1 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


SS019 Spill Site Area $1 1996/12 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


ST026 Underground Storage Tanks $1 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


WP014 Contaminated Sediments $0 1986/09 IRP1986/09 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- NM657212442200 / HOLLOMAN AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $6,037


AOC-2 Drainage Ditch $0 2004/12 IRP2004/11 Response Complete


AOC-72 Spill Site Area $148 2008/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


AOC-73 Spill Site Area $148 2008/09 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 188 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


DP030 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/09 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


DP043 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


DP062 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/12 IRP2004/12 Response Complete


DP063 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $51 2006/12 IRP2003/01 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


DP064 Chemical Disposal $0 2006/03 IRP2005/06 Low
Soil
Surface Water


ED137 EOD Range $0 2003/04 MMRP2003/04 Response Complete


FT031 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/09 IRP1994/05 Not Required


LF001 Landfill $0 1995/11 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $0 1991/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


LF010 Landfill $358 1996/12 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


LF019 Landfill $0 1996/12 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


LF021 Landfill $0 1996/12 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


LF022 Landfill $0 1996/12 IRP1989/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 189 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF023 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


LF029 Landfill $0 1996/12 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


LF040 Landfill $0 1991/08 IRP1983/08 Response Complete


LF058 Landfill $0 1997/09 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


OT003 Landfill $125 2006/09 IRP1994/12 Low
Groundwater
Soil


OT004 Landfill $0 1995/09 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


OT011 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


OT014 Storage Area $411 1997/04 IRP1993/09 Not Required


OT016 Storage Area $0 2005/03 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


OT020 Landfill $109 2006/09 IRP1991/08 Medium
Soil


OT024 Storage Area $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


OT032 Waste Lines $176 2006/09 IRP1988/10 Not Evaluated


OT034 Chemical Disposal $0 1984/09 IRP1984/09 Response Complete


OT035 Surface Disposal Area $268 2006/09 IRP1993/09 Not Evaluated


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 190 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT037 Surface Disposal Area $328 2006/09 IRP1991/08 Not Evaluated


OT038 Surface Disposal Area $208 2006/09 IRP1991/08 Not Evaluated


OT041 Storage Area $0 1994/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


OT044 Storage Area $0 1997/04 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


OT045 Storage Area $103 2006/09 IRP1991/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


OT052 Storage Area $0 1984/09 IRP1984/09 Response Complete


OT053 Contaminated Sediments $0 1991/08 IRP1984/11 Response Complete


OT054 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/11 IRP1984/11 Response Complete


OT055 Surface Disposal Area $0 1984/11 IRP1984/11 Response Complete


RW042 Radioactive Waste Area $200 2006/09 IRP1988/10 Not Evaluated


RW051 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1988/10 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


RW070 Washrack $54 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


SD008 Surface Disposal Area $437 1996/09 IRP1995/11 Not Required


SD015 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 191 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD025 Surface Disposal Area $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SD027 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/05 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


SD028 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


SD033 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/01 Response Complete


SD047 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/11 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SS002 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1994/05 Not Required


SS005 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1994/11 Not Required


SS006 Spill Site Area $209 2006/09 IRP1987/02 Low
Groundwater


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


SS012 Spill Site Area $242 2006/09 IRP1995/11 Not Evaluated


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 1986/01 IRP1987/02 Response Complete


SS017 Spill Site Area $1,315 1996/10 IRP1992/03 Not Required


SS018 Spill Site Area $145 2006/09 IRP1987/02 Not Evaluated


SS026 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS036 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 192 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS039 Spill Site Area $0 1996/12 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


SS046 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1989/12 Response Complete


SS048 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1989/12 Not Required


SS056 Spill Site Area $0 1996/12 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


SS057 Spill Site Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/05 Not Required


SS059 Spill Site Area $0 1996/01 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SS060 Spill Site Area $0 1998/01 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


SS061 Spill Site Area $56 2006/09 IRP2004/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS065 Spill Site Area $54 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


SS066 Spill Site Area $54 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


SS067 Spill Site Area $54 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


SS068 Spill Site Area $54 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


SS069 Spill Site Area $54 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


TU071 Underground Storage Tanks $54 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Not Evaluated


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 193 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


WP049 Waste Treatment Plant $622 1999/11 IRP1995/06 Not Required


WP050 Storage Area $0 1988/10 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


XE221 Trap and Skeet Range $0 2003/04 MMRP2003/04 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- NM657182442300 / KIRTLAND AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $279,422


AL120 Air-to-Land  $26,641 2015/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


AL757 Air-to-Land  $11,401 2012/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


AL758 Air-to-Land  $12,186 2012/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


AL759 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/06 MMRP2003/06 Response Complete


AL769 Air-to-Land  $8,381 2015/06 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


AL771 Air-to-Land  $9,690 2012/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


DA130 Surface Disposal Area $7,325 2013/12 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


DA782 Surface Disposal Area $7,377 2014/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


DP101 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/09 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


ED770 EOD Range $14,388 2015/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


FT013 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/06 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 194 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FT014 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/03 IRP1999/09 Not Required


FT039 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


FT052 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


LF001 Storm Drain $3,653 2006/05 IRP1999/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF002 Landfill $5,054 2006/07 IRP1999/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF007 Landfill $0 2005/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


LF008 Landfill $2,884 2002/12 IRP1999/10 Not Required


LF009 Landfill $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


LF015 Landfill $0 1999/09 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


LF018 Landfill $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


LF020 Landfill $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


LF022 Landfill $0 1991/11 IRP1981/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 195 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF044 Landfill $0 2004/08 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


LF045 Landfill $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


LF056 Landfill $0 2003/03 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


ML125 Multi-Use Range $20,212 2014/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


ML126 Medium/Large Caliber $0 2003/06 MMRP2003/06 Response Complete


ML760 Medium/Large Caliber $15,300 2015/06 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


ML762 Medium/Large Caliber $11,919 2014/06 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


ML774 Medium/Large Caliber $14,341 2014/06 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


ML781 Multi-Use Range $6,436 2014/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


ML784 Medium/Large Caliber $8,858 2014/11 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


MU772 Multi-Use Range $8,231 2012/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


OT010 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2004/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


OT028 EOD Range $1,182 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


OT029 EOD Range $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


OT030 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 196 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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OT031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


OT032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


OT033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


OT038 Spill Site Area $0 1994/01 IRP1981/11 Response Complete


OT046 Contaminated Sediments $75 2004/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


OT074 Pistol Range $0 2003/02 IRP2000/05 Response Complete


OT086 Firing Range $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


PT123 Pyrotechnics $13,854 2012/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


PT761 Multi-Use Range $7,265 2013/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


PT773 Pyrotechnics $7,864 2013/12 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


PT779 Pyrotechnics $0 2003/06 MMRP2003/06 Response Complete


PT783 Training and Maneuver Area $7,355 2013/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


RW003 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/11 IRP1981/11 Response Complete


RW004 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


RW005 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 197 of 288
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RW006 Radioactive Waste Area $2,359 2008/10 IRP1999/10 Medium
Groundwater


Soil


RW011 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/11 IRP1981/11 Response Complete


RW017 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


RW019 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


RW021 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1994/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


RW023 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/06 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


RW024 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/11 IRP1981/11 Response Complete


RW048 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1988/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


RW049 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1988/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


RW050 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1988/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


RW068 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1999/11 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


RW084 Mixed Waste Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD025 Drainage Ditch $0 1992/12 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


SR763 Small Arms Range $3,054 2014/07 MMRP2011/12 Not Required
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SR764 Small Arms Range $3,165 2013/06 MMRP2010/12 Not Required


SR765 Small Arms Range $3,174 2013/06 MMRP2010/12 Not Required


SR766 Small Arms Range $3,153 2013/06 MMRP2010/12 Not Required


SR767 Small Arms Range $3,076 2013/06 MMRP2010/12 Not Required


SR768 Multi-Use Range $8,158 2012/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


SR777 Small Arms Range $2,026 2013/07 MMRP2010/12 Not Required


SR778 Small Arms Range $1,184 2013/12 MMRP2011/06 Not Required


SR780 Multi-Use Range $9,275 2013/12 MMRP2011/12 Not Required


SS062 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS063 Spill Site Area $0 2003/03 IRP2003/03 Response Complete


SS069 Spill Site Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


SS076 Burn Area $0 2000/02 IRP1999/12 Response Complete


SS081 Spill Site Area $0 2003/01 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


ST051 Waste Lines $0 1995/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


ST064 Maintenance Yard $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 199 of 288
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ST070 Oil/Water Separator $1,102 2007/10 IRP1999/10 Medium
Groundwater


Soil


ST071 Oil/Water Separator $0 2000/12 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


ST072 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/04 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


ST073 Spill Site Area $0 2000/11 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


ST100 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2002/09 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


ST328 Leach Field $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


TS756 Trap and Skeet Range $869 2013/12 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


TS775 Trap and Skeet Range $1,133 2015/12 MMRP2012/06 Not Required


TS776 Trap and Skeet Range $1,857 2013/07 MMRP2010/12 Not Required


WP016 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


WP026 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $3,965 2008/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water


WP027 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


WP034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete
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Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


WP035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WP036 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WP037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WP040 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


WP041 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


WP042 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


WP043 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


WP047 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1997/04 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


WP053 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WP054 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WP055 Surface Disposal Area $0 1988/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


WP058 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/03 IRP1999/03 Response Complete


XU092 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


XU093 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


XU094 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 201 of 288
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XU095 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


XU096 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


XU097 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


XU098 Multi-Use Range $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


New York
AIR FORCE --- NY257282427300 / NIAGARA FALLS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/02 IRP1983/12 Response Complete


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/02 IRP1983/12 Response Complete


ST003 Spill Site Area $0 1992/02 IRP1983/12 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- NY257282589700 / SCHENECTADY AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,236


DP003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $546 2008/09 IRP2009/03 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/04 IRP1997/04 Response Complete


SD005 Oil/Water Separator $0 1992/05 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


SS002 Storage Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 202 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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SS004 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1992/09 IRP1993/07 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $690 2008/09 IRP2009/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


North Carolina
AIR FORCE --- NC457282589400 / CHARLOTTE DOUGLAS INTERNATIONAL AIRPOR Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $707


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SD002 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $707 2008/09 IRP2006/05 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


AIR FORCE --- NC457212447500 / POPE AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $14,706


CW691 Chemical Weapons  $1,243 2013/03 MMRP2012/03 Not Required


DP003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


ED140 EOD Range $1,543 2014/03 MMRP2011/03 Not Required


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2005/03 IRP2004/11 Not Required


LF005 Landfill $96 2008/10 IRP2007/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


LF006 Landfill $96 2008/10 IRP2007/06 Medium
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 203 of 288
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Sed_Fresh


Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF010 Landfill $1,430 2011/09 IRP2006/10 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF011 Landfill $411 2012/09 IRP2011/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF012 Landfill $446 2011/09 IRP2010/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF022 Landfill $1,770 2014/09 IRP2013/06 Not Evaluated


LF023 Landfill $332 2014/09 IRP2014/03 Not Evaluated


LF024 Landfill $332 2014/09 IRP2014/03 Not Evaluated


LF025 Landfill $331 2014/09 IRP2014/03 Not Evaluated


SS004 Spill Site Area $548 2011/09 IRP2008/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS007 Underground Storage Tanks $1,626 2006/08 IRP2002/07 High
Groundwater


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 204 of 288
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Soil


SS009 Spill Site Area $626 2011/09 IRP2010/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS014 Spill Site Area $60 2013/09 IRP2012/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS016 Spill Site Area $310 2011/09 IRP2010/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS017 Spill Site Area $345 2011/09 IRP2010/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS018 Contaminated Ground Water $633 2011/09 IRP2010/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS019 Underground Tank Farm $501 2006/08 IRP2004/03 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS020 Spill Site Area $357 2011/09 IRP2011/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS021 Spill Site Area $0 2004/12 IRP2004/12 Response Complete


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $34 2007/03 IRP2004/07 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 205 of 288
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ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $570 2004/04 IRP2002/09 Not Required


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/02 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $21 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


TS692 Trap and Skeet Range $1,045 2012/05 MMRP2012/03 Not Required


AIR FORCE --- NC457212447400 / SEYMOUR JOHNSON AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $13,515


AOC-32 Small Arms Range $0 2003/07 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


ED060 EOD Range $620 2009/11 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


ED080 EOD Range $0 2003/10 MMRP2003/10 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $596 2007/09 IRP2005/06 Low
Groundwater


FT019 Fire/Crash Training Area $338 2007/09 IRP1985/08 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT020 Fire/Crash Training Area $65 2007/09 IRP1991/06 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF006 Landfill $231 1996/11 IRP1991/05 Not Required


LF008 Landfill $228 1996/11 IRP1991/11 Not Required


LF015 Landfill $759 1996/11 IRP1982/07 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 206 of 288
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LF016 Landfill $647 1996/11 IRP1991/11 Not Required


LF023 Landfill $0 1996/11 IRP1982/09 Response Complete


OT011 Surface Disposal Area $26 2006/12 IRP2004/06 Low
Soil


OT017 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/08 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


OT018 Burn Area $0 1991/06 IRP1982/07 Response Complete


OT021 Spill Site Area $1,019 2007/09 IRP2002/12 High
Groundwater
Soil


OT026 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


OT029 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $843 2006/03 IRP1999/04 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD002 Surface Disposal Area $124 2006/05 IRP1992/03 High
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD003 Surface Disposal Area $71 2006/04 IRP1992/03 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 207 of 288
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SR077 Small Arms Range $0 2003/07 MMRP2003/07 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $1,335 2006/12 IRP1992/11 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS005 Sewage Treatment Plant $2,873 2006/09 IRP1992/11 High
Groundwater


SS009 Spill Site Area $49 2008/12 IRP2002/11 High
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 1998/05 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


SS012 Spill Site Area $2,467 2006/05 IRP1999/04 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 2002/11 IRP2002/11 Response Complete


SS022 Spill Site Area $0 2002/08 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SS024 Spill Site Area $0 2001/04 IRP1982/09 Response Complete


SS025 Spill Site Area $0 2001/07 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


SS031 Spill Site Area $0 2000/12 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SS033 Spill Site Area $24 2007/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Soil


SS034 Spill Site Area $66 2008/05 IRP2005/02 Low
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 208 of 288
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ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $945 2006/09 IRP1992/03 High
Groundwater


Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $189 2007/03 IRP2006/01 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP027 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2003/10 IRP2002/12 Response Complete


North Dakota
AIR FORCE --- ND857212475900 / GRAND FORKS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $7,556


ED178 EOD Range $0 2004/11 MMRP0000/01 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $2,122 1997/09 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


GR752 Grenade Range $0 2004/11 MMRP0000/01 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $1,751 1997/10 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


OT005 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1994/09 IRP1994/06 Response Complete


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/03 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


ST007 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $1,375 1995/09 IRP1995/06 Not Required


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $2,308 2003/05 IRP2002/03 Not Required


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 209 of 288
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AIR FORCE --- ND857282592400 / HECTOR FIELD INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,209


FT010 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/10 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


SR506 Small Arms Range $1,057 2014/11 MMRP2011/11 Not Required


SS001 Spill Site Area $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


SS002 Storage Area $0 1992/03 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


SS003 Spill Site Area $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1987/08 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SS005 Storage Area $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $0 2005/04 IRP2005/04 Response Complete


SS007 Maintenance Yard $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SS008 Spill Site Area $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1987/10 IRP1987/10 Response Complete


ST011 Underground Storage Tanks $3,152 2009/09 IRP2008/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


Ohio
AIR FORCE --- OH557282588100 / MANSFIELD LAHM Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,367


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 210 of 288
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FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SD008 Storm Drain $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SS004 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $789 2006/09 IRP2001/07 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS005 Surface Disposal Area $789 2004/01 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


SS006 Storage Area $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


SS007 Maintenance Yard $789 2006/09 IRP2001/07 Low
Groundwater
Soil


AIR FORCE --- OH557002465000 / NEWARK AFB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $277


FT010 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/08 IRP1985/04 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $0 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


OT008 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


OT009 Surface Disposal Area $0 1999/05 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


SD012 Waste Lines $0 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 211 of 288
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SS003 Spill Site Area $0 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS005 Spill Site Area $0 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $0 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


ST007 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1999/05 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


ST011 Storage Area $277 1996/01 IRP1995/01 Not Required


AIR FORCE --- OH557002454400 / RICKENBACKER ANGB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $2,370


FT023 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/08 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SD019 Storm Drain $0 1998/09 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SD020 Storm Drain $0 1998/08 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SD025 Storm Drain $0 2001/09 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 212 of 288
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SD027 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/09 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


SD045 Spill Site Area $0 1997/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SS001 Spill Site Area $1,080 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Not Required


SS002 Spill Site Area $277 2000/10 IRP1998/10 Not Required


SS003 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SS005 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $0 1997/12 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


SS007 Spill Site Area $0 1997/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS008 Spill Site Area $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


SS009 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1998/08 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SS010 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1997/08 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 213 of 288
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SS011 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


SS012 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 1997/08 IRP1987/03 Response Complete


SS014 Spill Site Area $0 1997/08 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


SS015 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SS016 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SS017 Spill Site Area $0 1998/08 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


SS018 Pesticide Shop $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS021 Underground Storage Tanks $256 2001/05 IRP1998/10 Not Required


SS022 Storage Area $0 1997/08 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SS026 Storage Area $0 1997/08 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


SS039 Spill Site Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS040 Spill Site Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS041 Spill Site Area $464 2000/07 IRP1998/10 Not Required
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SS042 Spill Site Area $293 2001/08 IRP1998/10 Not Required


SS043 Spill Site Area $0 2000/07 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


ST028 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2000/03 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


ST029 Underground Tank Farm $0 1998/12 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


ST030 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ST031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/12 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/12 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


ST033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/12 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ST034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 215 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


ST036 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ST037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ST038 Underground Tank Farm $0 1998/12 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


WP024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/08 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- OH557282587300 / SPRINGFIELD-BECKLEY MUNICIPAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $597


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/09 IRP1999/05 Response Complete


SD005 Drainage Ditch $0 2003/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


SS004 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $597 2007/09 IRP2006/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/09 IRP1988/10 Response Complete


WP003 Leach Field $0 2003/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- OH557282843600 / TOLEDO EXPRESS AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $297


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $48 2006/03 IRP2000/04 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 216 of 288
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FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $48 2006/03 IRP2000/04 Low
Groundwater


Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $48 2006/03 IRP2000/04 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/04 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/06 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SD006 Drainage Ditch $0 1992/04 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


SD007 Drainage Ditch $0 2004/02 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SS005 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $80 1997/10 IRP1994/04 Not Required


ST009 Underground Storage Tanks $73 1997/10 IRP1992/04 Not Required


AIR FORCE --- OH557172431200 / WRIGHT PATTERSON AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $33,762


AL100 Air-to-Land  $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


CD073 Contaminated Soil Piles $0 2006/12 IRP2003/09 Not Evaluated


DP045 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/09 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


DP046 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/09 IRP1997/08 Response Complete
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DP047 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1992/09 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


DP048 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/09 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


DP068 Contaminated Buildings $0 2003/09 IRP1999/09 Not Required


FT035 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/09 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


FT036 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FT037 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FT038 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


FT039 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $56 1998/09 IRP1995/12 Not Required


LF002 Landfill $189 1998/09 IRP1995/12 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $41 1998/09 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $89 1998/09 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $276 1998/09 IRP1995/08 Not Required


LF006 Landfill $124 1998/09 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $140 1998/09 IRP1995/04 Response Complete
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LF008 Landfill $2,291 1997/06 IRP1993/08 Not Required


LF009 Landfill $48 1998/09 IRP1996/11 Not Required


LF010 Landfill $2,260 1997/06 IRP1993/08 Not Required


LF011 Landfill $198 1998/09 IRP1995/07 Not Required


LF012 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $0 1996/09 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


LF014 Landfill $0 1992/09 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


LF015 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


LF016 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


LF017 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


LF018 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


LF019 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


LF020 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


LF021 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1992/08 Response Complete


LF022 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete
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LF023 Landfill $0 1998/09 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


LF024 Landfill $0 1992/09 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


LF025 Landfill $0 1992/09 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


LF062 Landfill $0 1994/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


OT040 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


OT041 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


OT042 Spill Site Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/12 Response Complete


OT043 Spill Site Area $0 1996/08 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


OT044 Spill Site Area $0 1998/10 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


OT054 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/09 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


OT055 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


OT056 Surface Disposal Area $0 1992/09 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


OT057 Spill Site Area $0 1992/09 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


OT059 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1992/06 IRP1992/06 Response Complete


OT069 Contaminated Ground Water $18,753 1999/11 IRP1989/07 Not Required
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OT070 Contaminated Ground Water $8,257 2002/02 IRP1992/08 Not Required


RW060 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1992/02 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


RW061 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/08 IRP1987/08 Response Complete


SD058 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


SS026 Spill Site Area $0 1994/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


SS027 Spill Site Area $233 1996/09 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS028 Spill Site Area $233 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SS029 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/01 Response Complete


SS030 Spill Site Area $0 1998/09 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SS031 Spill Site Area $0 1992/09 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SS032 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


SS033 Spill Site Area $0 1991/05 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


SS034 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1989/05 Response Complete


SS063 Spill Site Area $230 1997/09 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


SS065 Spill Site Area $251 1998/09 IRP1997/01 Not Required
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SS071 Spill Site Area $93 2007/06 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


ST049 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1997/08 Response Complete


ST050 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


ST051 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


ST052 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/09 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


ST053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/08 IRP1995/08 Response Complete


ST064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


Oklahoma
AIR FORCE --- OK657152404500 / ALTUS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $33,081


DP019 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


DP021 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $529 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $461 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
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Sed_Fresh


Sed_Human
Soil


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $40 2006/06 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $529 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF004 Landfill $9,759 2007/03 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF008 Landfill $82 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF009 Landfill $502 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF014 Landfill $54 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


RW020 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
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Soil


SR670 Trap and Skeet Range $1,170 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


SS010 Spill Site Area $488 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS013 Spill Site Area $461 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS016 Spill Site Area $420 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


SS017 Spill Site Area $12,737 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS018 Spill Site Area $2,185 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS022 Spill Site Area $1,240 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS023 Spill Site Area $1,253 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 224 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS024 Spill Site Area $420 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater


Soil


ST012 Underground Storage Tanks $114 2007/03 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


ST025 Sewage Treatment Plant $0 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP001 Washrack $27 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP002 Washrack $610 2007/03 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


WP015 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- OK657172439100 / TINKER AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $103,751


CG037 Contaminated Ground Water $8,067 2004/01 IRP2003/07 Not Required


CG038 Contaminated Ground Water $12,695 2005/09 IRP2004/04 Not Required


CG039 Contaminated Ground Water $7,545 2006/04 IRP2006/01 High
Groundwater
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CG040 Contaminated Ground Water $1,185 2006/04 IRP2006/02 High
Groundwater


FT021 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/09 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


FT022 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1992/06 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


FT024 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1990/08 IRP1987/12 Response Complete


LF011 Landfill $312 2001/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $1,716 2001/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $678 2001/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


LF014 Landfill $878 2001/10 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


LF015 Landfill $553 2001/09 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


LF016 Landfill $3,904 2001/06 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


OT001 Spill Site Area $40,359 1994/06 IRP1989/11 Not Required


OT002 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1993/02 Response Complete


OT004 Spill Site Area $0 1990/02 IRP1986/02 Response Complete


OT005 Waste Treatment Plant $10,909 2007/04 IRP2000/08 Low
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
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OT009 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


OT010 Spill Site Area $0 1993/09 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


OT020 Spill Site Area $0 1991/06 IRP1985/10 Response Complete


OT023 Storage Area $0 1991/06 IRP1985/10 Response Complete


OT031 Spill Site Area $0 1991/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


OT034 Waste Treatment Plant $503 2004/02 IRP2004/02 Not Required


RW025 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1999/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


RW026 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1999/07 IRP1998/07 Response Complete


RW027 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/09 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


RW028 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/06 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


RW029 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1991/04 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


ST003 Underground Storage Tanks $1,571 1991/05 IRP1989/11 Not Required


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $62 1997/03 IRP1996/12 Not Required


ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $3,914 2002/06 IRP1999/09 Not Required


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $1,610 2005/02 IRP2003/12 Not Required
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ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/07 IRP1994/10 Response Complete


ST033 Underground Storage Tanks $332 1998/05 IRP1995/11 Not Required


WP017 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/09 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


WP018 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $6,958 2008/07 IRP1998/09 Medium
Soil


WP019 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1985/10 IRP1985/10 Response Complete


WP030 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/06 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


WP035 Drainage Ditch $0 1992/09 IRP1992/09 Response Complete


WP036 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/10 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- OK657282588700 / TULSA INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SD001 Oil/Water Separator $0 2001/12 IRP2001/12 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- OK657152409500 / VANCE AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $12,857


AOC 10 Spill Site Area $71 2005/11 IRP2005/11 Not Evaluated


AOC 11 Surface Disposal Area $71 2005/11 IRP2005/11 Not Evaluated


AOC 12 Spill Site Area $71 2005/11 IRP2005/11 Not Evaluated


AOC 13 Spill Site Area $71 2005/11 IRP2005/11 Not Evaluated


AOC 14 Landfill $71 2005/11 IRP2005/11 Not Evaluated
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AOC 4 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


AOC 5 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


AOC 7 Pistol Range $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


AOC 9 Sewage Effluent Settling Ponds $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


AOC2 Spill Site Area $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


DP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $2,019 2006/08 IRP2005/02 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/09 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


FT010 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1997/07 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $1,463 2004/03 IRP2002/06 Not Required


LF004 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $0 1997/07 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


SS007 Spill Site Area $2,917 2004/03 IRP2002/06 Not Required


SS024 Spill Site Area $510 2002/08 IRP2000/05 Not Required
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SS025 Spill Site Area $612 2002/08 IRP2000/05 Not Required


SS026 Storage Area $1,635 2007/01 IRP2006/02 Medium
Groundwater


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $781 2004/03 IRP2002/06 Not Required


ST009 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/07 IRP1990/01 Response Complete


ST011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ST012 Underground Storage Tanks $1,001 2002/08 IRP2000/05 Not Required


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/01 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


ST016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


ST019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1988/04 Response Complete


ST020 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/07 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


ST022 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1992/05 Response Complete
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TS001 Trap and Skeet Range $122 2012/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


TS002 Trap and Skeet Range $911 2014/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


WP001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/10 IRP1992/10 Response Complete


WP021 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1997/07 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


WP023 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $531 2002/08 IRP2000/05 Not Required


Oregon
AIR FORCE --- OR057282426400 / PORTLAND INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,581


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/12 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


LF008 Landfill $0 2003/12 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SD004 Drainage Ditch $2,144 2007/09 IRP2002/06 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD010 Washrack $0 2003/12 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


SD011 Washrack $2,085 2007/09 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS001 Storage Area $88 2007/09 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater
Soil
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SS002 Storage Area $88 2007/12 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater


Soil


SS003 Oil/Water Separator $88 2006/09 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS005 Maintenance Yard $0 2003/12 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


ST009 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $88 2006/09 IRP2002/06 High
Groundwater
Soil


Pennsylvania
AIR FORCE --- PA357282846900 / PITTSBURGH INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


SS007 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


South Carolina
AIR FORCE --- SC457282516000 / MCENTIRE AIR GUARD BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $3,100


DP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $27 2007/09 IRP2004/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $47 2007/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Groundwater


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $27 2007/09 IRP2004/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $27 2007/09 IRP2004/10 Low
Groundwater


Soil


LF003 Landfill $11 2007/09 IRP1987/07 Low
Groundwater


LF007 Landfill $27 2007/09 IRP2004/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SD009 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $47 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Groundwater


SS004 Storage Area $1,419 2011/09 IRP1987/07 Medium
Groundwater


SS006 Spill Site Area $27 2007/09 IRP2004/10 Medium
Groundwater


SS010 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1992/11 IRP1984/01 Response Complete


SS011 Spill Site Area $807 2007/09 IRP2004/10 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS012 Spill Site Area $634 2007/09 IRP2004/10 Low
Groundwater
Soil


AIR FORCE --- SC457212446600 / SHAW AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $16,478


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $845 2002/10 IRP1998/07 Not Required


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete


FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/11 IRP1995/11 Response Complete
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LF003 Landfill $189 1997/04 IRP1995/10 Not Required


LF008 Landfill $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


LF009 Landfill $0 1995/05 IRP1995/05 Response Complete


OT005 Landfill $460 1997/07 IRP1995/01 Not Required


OT013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


OT016 Spill Site Area $5,469 2004/11 IRP2003/09 Not Required


OT021 Spill Site Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


OT022 Burn Area $0 1993/10 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


OT025 Burn Area $0 1994/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SD002 Surface Disposal Area $0 1986/09 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SD023 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


SD029 Oil/Water Separator $1,027 2000/10 IRP1999/02 Not Required


SD033 Oil/Water Separator $441 2001/03 IRP1998/02 Not Required


SL001 Strafing Run-in Lane $0 2001/11 MMRP2001/11 Response Complete


SL037 Strafing Run-in Lane $2,325 2012/08 IRP2009/03 Low
Soil
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SS004 Spill Site Area $2 1997/07 IRP1995/01 Not Required


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 1994/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 1990/03 IRP1990/03 Response Complete


SS015 Spill Site Area $586 1997/07 IRP1995/01 Not Required


SS031 Spill Site Area $0 1996/05 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


SS035 Spill Site Area $2,789 2006/12 IRP2004/02 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS036 Spill Site Area $1,553 2008/11 IRP2006/12 Low
Groundwater


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $564 1997/07 IRP1995/01 Not Required


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/06 IRP1995/06 Not Required


ST020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


ST024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


ST027 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/02 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


ST028 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/03 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


ST030 Underground Storage Tanks $228 2001/07 IRP1995/08 Not Required
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WP012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


South Dakota
AIR FORCE --- SD857282588800 / JOE FOSS FIELD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2004/04 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1986/07 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 2003/11 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SS005 Storage Area $0 2003/11 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SS006 Storage Area $0 2003/11 IRP1986/07 Response Complete


SS012 Spill Site Area $0 1997/09 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/06 IRP1996/02 Response Complete


ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


ST009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1985/10 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


ST011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1985/10 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


US013 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1986/07 IRP1996/01 Response Complete
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Tennessee
AIR FORCE --- TN457282419600 / MCGHEE-TYSON AIRPORT (KNOXVILLE) Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,206


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


FT010 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1988/06 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


FT011 Landfill $26 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $210 2008/09 IRP2004/12 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF009 Landfill $26 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


SD003 Oil/Water Separator $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SD004 Oil/Water Separator $0 2000/06 IRP2000/06 Response Complete


SD007 Oil/Water Separator $514 2008/09 IRP2004/12 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS006 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $210 2008/09 IRP2004/12 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
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SS008 Spill Site Area $210 2008/09 IRP2004/12 Medium
Groundwater


Soil


ST012 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $10 1993/05 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


ST014 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/12 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- TN457282430700 / MEMPHIS INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $3,831


DP003 Spill Site Area $15 2006/03 IRP2005/11 Low
Groundwater
Soil


DP004 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $910 2009/09 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater


SR520 Small Arms Range $543 2011/11 MMRP2011/11 Not Required


SR521 Small Arms Range $543 2011/11 MMRP2011/11 Not Required


SS001 Above Ground Storage Tank $910 2009/09 IRP2005/11 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS002 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $910 2009/09 IRP2005/11 High
Groundwater
Soil


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 238 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Texas
AIR FORCE --- TX657172430300 / BROOKS CITY BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $3,351


AOC-DS007 Storage Area $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


AOC-OW1108 Oil/Water Separator $0 2002/07 IRP2002/07 Response Complete


AOC-PL006 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


AOC-SA003 Storage Area $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


AOC-SA005 Storage Area $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


AOC-WT004 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2002/06 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $3,351 1999/02 IRP1998/09 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $0 1990/06 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 1990/06 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $0 1990/06 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $0 1990/06 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $0 1999/02 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


LF008 Landfill $0 1999/03 IRP1998/09 Response Complete


OT001 Storage Area $0 1994/10 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


OT009 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 1996/10 IRP1995/04 Response Complete


WP011 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/06 IRP1989/10 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- TX657212464300 / DYESS AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $4,868


DP014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


DP043 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/12 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/06 IRP1998/06 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $3,161 1998/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 1998/12 IRP1996/05 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $0 1998/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


OT008 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


OT011 Storage Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


OT012 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


OT030 Storage Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


OT031 Storage Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT034 Storage Area $0 1995/08 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


OT035 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


OT036 Contaminated Buildings $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


OT037 Storage Area $0 1995/06 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


OT039 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD006 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/08 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD007 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD015 Surface Disposal Area $68 1998/12 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SD016 Oil/Water Separator $0 1995/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


SD017 Surface Disposal Area $47 1998/12 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


SD018 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/09 IRP1995/06 Response Complete


SD019 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD020 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/12 IRP1997/01 Response Complete


SD021 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD022 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD023 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD024 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD025 Surface Disposal Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SD026 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD027 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD028 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD029 Surface Disposal Area $0 1996/07 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SD030 Oil/Water Separator $447 1998/12 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SS042 Spill Site Area $0 1996/10 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $447 1998/12 IRP1997/07 Response Complete


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


ST033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/10 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


ST040 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/12 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


ST041 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/12 IRP1991/11 Response Complete


WP005 Waste Treatment Plant $0 1998/12 IRP1998/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


WP009 Waste Treatment Plant $698 1998/12 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- TX657152412900 / LACKLAND AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $151,648


AL240 Air-to-Land  $4,664 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


AL241 Air-to-Land  $1,498 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


AL269 Air-to-Land  $1,997 2013/03 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


AL722 Air-to-Land  $4,620 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


AOC09 Landfill $0 2008/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


AOC11 Landfill $0 2008/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


AOC14 Landfill $0 2008/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


AOC21 Landfill $0 2008/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


AOC23 Landfill $0 2008/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


AOC24 Landfill $0 2008/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


AOC34 Landfill $737 2010/03 IRP2008/03 Not Evaluated


AOC48 Spill Site Area $737 2010/09 IRP2008/09 Not Evaluated


AT030 Fire/Crash Training Area $1,377 2013/01 IRP2012/05 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


CF027 Contaminated Fill $0 2003/07 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


DP669 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


FR242 Firing Range $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


FR274 Firing Range $363 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FR294 Firing Range $122 2010/09 MMRP2006/03 Not Required


FR720 Firing Range $122 2013/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FT022 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FT023 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


FT024 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1992/08 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


GR034 Multi-Use Range $0 2005/04 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $1,656 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF011 Landfill $109 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF012 Landfill $13,376 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Surface Water


SW_Fresh


LF013 Landfill $34 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF014 Landfill $13,685 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF015 Landfill $2,299 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF016 Landfill $34 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF017 Landfill $1,656 2007/09 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF018 Landfill $0 1992/09 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


LF021 Landfill $271 1993/06 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


LF028 Landfill $774 2005/05 IRP2002/06 Not Required


LF029 Landfill $1,725 2006/03 IRP2002/06 Medium
Groundwater
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Soil


LF031 Landfill $433 2008/09 IRP2008/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF036 Open Burn $12,716 2008/11 IRP2007/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF037 Landfill $10,256 2010/08 IRP2009/05 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF039 Landfill $9,077 2011/09 IRP2008/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF040 Landfill $4,170 2010/09 IRP2010/05 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF044 Landfill $3,486 2011/05 IRP2010/05 Medium
Soil


LF045 Landfill $6,366 2012/10 IRP2011/05 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF046 Landfill $2,035 2012/09 IRP2012/05 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF047 Landfill $2,679 2012/09 IRP2012/05 Low
Groundwater
Soil


LF048 Landfill $352 2013/05 IRP2012/05 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OB665 Open Burn $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


OB668 Open Burn $0 1996/09 MMRP1996/09 Response Complete


OT011 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 1996/09 IRP1996/09 Response Complete


OT012 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $1,620 2007/06 IRP1998/11 Medium
Soil


RW015 Radioactive Waste Area $1,578 2008/07 IRP2007/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


RW016 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/06 Low
Groundwater
Soil


RW017 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2008/07 IRP2006/07 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


RW018 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/06 Low
Groundwater
Soil


RW019 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


RW020 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2006/12 IRP2006/06 Low
Groundwater
Soil


RW026 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2002/06 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


RW027 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2000/07 IRP1992/05 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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Investigation
Completion
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RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


RW033 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2008/07 IRP2006/09 Medium
Soil


SA038 Storage Area $5,418 2009/02 IRP2008/07 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SA039 Storage Area $2,114 2014/05 IRP2013/05 Low
Soil


SA040 Storage Area $1,720 2014/05 IRP2013/07 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SA041 Storage Area $235 2014/06 IRP2013/06 Low
Soil


SA042 Storage Area $242 2014/06 IRP2013/06 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SR272 Small Arms Range $348 2012/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


SS032 Spill Site Area $83 2005/12 IRP2005/08 Not Evaluated


SS035 Spill Site Area $15,487 2007/09 IRP1996/03 High
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS041 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SS043 Spill Site Area $1,657 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS050 Spill Site Area $13,236 2007/09 IRP2003/08 Low
Groundwater


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/11 IRP1988/11 Response Complete


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


ST003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/11 IRP1988/11 Response Complete


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/11 IRP1988/11 Response Complete


ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


ST007 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/11 IRP1988/11 Response Complete


ST008 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/11 IRP1988/11 Response Complete


ST009 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/11 IRP1988/11 Response Complete


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/09 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


ST024 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/01 IRP1991/08 Response Complete


ST025 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


ST026 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/04 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


TG273 Target Area $912 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


TS270 Trap and Skeet Range $300 2012/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TS271 Trap and Skeet Range $352 2012/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TS667 Trap and Skeet Range $2,886 2014/09 MMRP2012/09 Not Required


TU042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/03 IRP2003/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP013 Spill Site Area $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


WP014 Spill Site Area $0 1990/12 IRP1990/12 Response Complete


WP020 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


WP029 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $34 2008/09 IRP2006/09 Low
Soil


AIR FORCE --- TX657152410500 / LAUGHLIN AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $6,361


AOC01 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Low
Soil


AOC-04 Contaminated Fill $0 2004/11 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


AOC11 Explosive Ordnance Disposal Area $0 2006/06 IRP2006/06 Not Evaluated


AOC12 Spill Site Area $0 2006/04 IRP0000/01 Not Evaluated


DP007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $181 2006/09 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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DP008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/07 IRP1985/03 Response Complete


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $668 2007/09 IRP2006/07 High
Groundwater
Soil


LF001 Landfill $0 1987/07 IRP1987/07 Response Complete


PS018 Pesticide Shop $827 2011/03 IRP2009/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 2010/06 IRP2008/06 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SS009 Spill Site Area $197 2006/09 IRP2006/03 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


SS014 Spill Site Area $808 2007/07 IRP2006/07 High
Groundwater
Soil


SS015 Storm Drain $0 2007/07 IRP2006/07 High
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human


SS016 Contaminated Ground Water $929 2007/12 IRP2006/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS017 Contaminated Ground Water $380 2007/12 IRP2007/01 Low
Groundwater
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Soil


SS019 Spill Site Area $1,052 2011/03 IRP2009/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


SS020 Spill Site Area $995 2011/03 IRP2009/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


ST003 Underground Storage Tanks $73 2006/09 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater


ST010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/11 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


ST011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/11 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


ST012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/11 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/11 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


TG257 Target Area $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


WP002 Contaminated Ground Water $189 2006/09 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


WP006 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $62 2006/09 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
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AIR FORCE --- TX657002404200 / NAS FORT WORTH, JRB CARSWELL FIELD Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $10,046


AOC Oil/Water Separator $0 1999/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


AOC20 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2003/06 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


DP001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/09 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/10 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


FT008 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1995/03 IRP1989/03 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $0 2004/10 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


LF003 Landfill $0 2001/12 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/09 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $0 2001/03 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $0 2002/09 IRP2002/06 Response Complete


LF008 Landfill $0 2000/04 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


LF009 Landfill $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete
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LF010 Landfill $0 2001/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


OT015 Mixed Waste Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


OW001 Oil/Water Separator $0 2003/04 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


PS019 Pesticide Shop $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


SD000 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/07 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SD002 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD003 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD004 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD005 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD006 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD007 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD008 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD009 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


SD010 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD011 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/07 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 254 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD012 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/08 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


SD013 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SD014 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/07 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SD015 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/03 IRP2001/01 Response Complete


SD016 Surface Disposal Area $0 2002/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SD017 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/01 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SD018 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/01 IRP2002/10 Response Complete


SD019 Surface Disposal Area $0 2001/07 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SD020 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SS001 Spill Site Area $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SS002 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SS003 Spill Site Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


SS005 Spill Site Area $0 1999/04 IRP1999/04 Response Complete


SS006 Spill Site Area $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete
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SS007 Spill Site Area $0 2002/06 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SS008 Spill Site Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SS011 Spill Site Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SS012 Spill Site Area $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SS013 Spill Site Area $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SS014 Spill Site Area $0 2001/06 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


SS015 Spill Site Area $0 2002/06 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


SS016 Spill Site Area $0 2000/11 IRP2000/10 Response Complete


SS017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/06 IRP2001/06 Response Complete


ST001 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2001/11 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


ST002 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/12 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


ST003 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/09 IRP1997/12 Response Complete


ST004 Underground Storage Tanks $9,361 2004/07 IRP2002/12 Not Required
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ST005 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/01 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


WP001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/10 IRP1998/10 Response Complete


WP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/07 IRP2000/11 Response Complete


WP007 Chemical Disposal $0 2001/09 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


WP011 Spill Site Area $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


XU400 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


ZZ001 Contaminated Ground Water $0 1997/06 IRP1996/12 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- TX657152411700 / RANDOLPH AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $1,322


AOC-1 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2006/10 IRP2006/05 Not Evaluated


FR253 Firing Range $965 2012/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


FT004 Fire/Crash Training Area $357 2009/08 IRP2009/08 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


FT005 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2004/12 IRP2003/09 Response Complete


FT006 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/10 IRP1991/03 Response Complete
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FT007 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1987/04 IRP1987/04 Response Complete


FT021 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1991/01 IRP1991/01 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $0 2000/11 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


OT008 Mixed Waste Area $0 2001/01 IRP1997/06 Response Complete


RW003 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1993/10 IRP1992/03 Response Complete


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 1987/04 IRP1987/04 Response Complete


SS010 Spill Site Area $0 1987/01 IRP1987/01 Response Complete


SS022 Spill Site Area $0 2002/01 IRP2002/01 Response Complete


SS023 Spill Site Area $0 2002/10 IRP2001/04 Response Complete


ST012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/10 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/10 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/09 IRP1990/09 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/07 IRP2003/05 Response Complete


ST016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/04 IRP1991/04 Response Complete
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ST017 Underground Tank Farm $0 1991/04 IRP1990/10 Response Complete


ST018 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1988/10 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


ST019 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/12 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


ST020 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/04 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


WP011 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2004/09 IRP1997/10 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- TX657152409100 / REESE AFB Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $27,604


FT009 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $11,819 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Not Required


LF004 Landfill $0 1999/08 IRP1999/08 Response Complete


LF005 Landfill $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


OT013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


SR400 Small Arms Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


SR401 Small Arms Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


SR402 Small Arms Range $0 2006/05 MMRP2006/05 Not Required


SS001 Spill Site Area $2,887 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS002 Spill Site Area $12,898 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Not Required


WP006 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


WP007 Contaminated Fill $0 1999/07 IRP1999/07 Response Complete


WP008 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


WP010 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/02 IRP1992/02 Response Complete


WP011 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/09 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


WP012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/04 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


AIR FORCE --- TX657152416100 / SHEPPARD AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $201


AOC 1 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2004/08 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/01 Medium
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


FT002 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/06 IRP1997/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 260 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2003/11 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $60 2006/06 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


LF005 Landfill $0 2001/09 IRP2000/12 Response Complete


LF006 Landfill $0 2006/06 IRP2006/09 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil


OT011 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/07 IRP2006/06 Low
Soil


RW007 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/01 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


RW008 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1996/06 IRP1984/02 Response Complete


ST012 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2006/06 IRP2006/06 Low
Soil


ST013 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/07 IRP1990/07 Response Complete


ST014 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


ST015 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


ST016 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1990/08 IRP1990/08 Response Complete


ST017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/10 IRP1991/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST018 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WP009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2006/08 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


WP010 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $141 2006/09 IRP2006/06 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


Utah
AIR FORCE --- UT857172435000 / HILL AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $316,547


AL500 Air-to-Land  $171 2010/09 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


AL501 Air-to-Land  $7,075 2014/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


BA 164 Burn Area $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


BA160 Burn Area $0 2004/09 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


BA162 Burn Area $0 2005/03 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


BA163 Burn Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/08 Not Evaluated


BA165 Burn Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 262 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


BA168 Burn Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


FT009 Fire/Crash Training Area $9,330 2007/09 IRP1997/09 Low
Groundwater
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


FT081 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 2000/09 IRP1997/09 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $2,882 2000/09 IRP1997/09 Not Required


LF003 Landfill $6,694 2000/09 IRP1997/09 Not Required


LF010 Landfill $0 1988/02 IRP1988/02 Response Complete


LF011 Landfill $9,242 2004/04 IRP1993/08 Not Required


LF012 Landfill $0 1994/06 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


LF024 Landfill $0 1988/07 IRP1988/06 Response Complete


LF058 Landfill $0 2003/07 IRP1999/02 Response Complete


OT013 Spill Site Area $0 1990/03 IRP1987/02 Response Complete


OT014 Spill Site Area $0 1991/05 IRP1988/07 Response Complete


OT019 EOD Range $0 2002/11 IRP2002/11 Response Complete


OT020 Spill Site Area $0 1994/06 IRP1993/03 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT026 Surface Disposal Area $11,323 1999/06 IRP1996/05 Not Required


OT029 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/02 IRP1998/02 Response Complete


OT033 Contaminated Ground Water $23,825 2005/08 IRP2003/07 Not Required


OT041 Landfill $0 1994/06 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


OT042 Surface Disposal Area $0 1994/06 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


OT093 Storage Area $0 1999/10 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


OT096 Oil/Water Separator $0 2000/01 IRP2000/01 Response Complete


OT097 Oil/Water Separator $6,664 2009/06 IRP2007/08 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


OT098 Spill Site Area $0 2001/08 IRP2001/08 Response Complete


OT099 Spill Site Area $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


OT100 Spill Site Area $124 2001/05 IRP2001/05 Response Complete


OT101 Spill Site Area $0 2001/09 IRP2001/09 Response Complete


OT102 Spill Site Area $974 2011/09 IRP2009/07 Low
Soil


OT103 Spill Site Area $2,306 2011/09 IRP2009/07 Low
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT104 Spill Site Area $975 2009/09 IRP2009/09 Low
Soil


OT105 Spill Site Area $1,721 2009/09 IRP2009/03 Low
Soil


OT106 Contaminated Sediments $2,226 2001/02 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


SD 148 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD016 Surface Disposal Area $0 2000/09 IRP2000/04 Response Complete


SD023 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/10 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD034 Surface Disposal Area $602 2004/10 IRP2002/04 Response Complete


SD040 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/02 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


SD046 Surface Disposal Area $0 1995/10 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SD107 Surface Disposal Area $28,950 2008/10 IRP2006/03 Medium
Groundwater


SD109 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


SD110 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD111 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD112 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD113 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD114 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD115 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD116 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD117 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD118 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD119 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SD120 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD121 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


SD122 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


SD123 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/07 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SD124 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD125 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/03 IRP2004/10 Response Complete


SD126 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/09 IRP2004/09 Response Complete


SD127 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD128 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/07 IRP2003/05 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD129 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


SD130 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


SD131 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD132 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD133 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD134 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD135 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD136 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD137 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/08 Not Evaluated


SD138 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD139 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD140 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD141 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD142 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD143 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD144 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD145 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD146 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


SD147 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/07 IRP2004/05 Response Complete


SD149 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD150 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/07 Response Complete


SD151 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD152 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/07 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SD153 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/07 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SD154 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD155 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD156 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD157 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/09 Response Complete


SD158 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/08 IRP2005/08 Response Complete


SD159 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD161 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/01 IRP2005/01 Response Complete


SD166 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/04 Response Complete


SD167 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SD169 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2004/08 Response Complete


SD170 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2004/03 Response Complete


SD171 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


SD172 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD173 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/08 IRP2003/06 Response Complete


SD174 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD175 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD176 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD177 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/10 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD178 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/06 Response Complete


SD179 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD180 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/04 IRP2003/10 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD181 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/08 Not Evaluated


SD182 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD183 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/03 IRP2005/02 Response Complete


SD184 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/07 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD185 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/02 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD186 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/07 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD187 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD188 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD189 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD190 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/04 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD191 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD192 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/03 IRP2006/03 Not Evaluated


SD193 Surface Disposal Area $0 2006/08 IRP2006/08 Not Evaluated


SD194 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD195 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2004/04 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SD196 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2004/04 Response Complete


SD197 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/04 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD198 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/04 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD199 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD200 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD201 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD202 Surface Disposal Area $0 2003/09 IRP2003/08 Response Complete


SD203 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/02 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD204 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/08 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD205 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/08 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD206 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/08 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SD207 Surface Disposal Area $0 2005/09 IRP2005/03 Response Complete


SD208 Surface Disposal Area $0 2004/06 IRP2003/10 Response Complete


SS017 Spill Site Area $24,756 2006/09 IRP2005/04 High
Groundwater
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS021 Spill Site Area $0 1996/09 IRP1994/04 Response Complete


SS027 Spill Site Area $3,123 1996/12 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


SS028 Spill Site Area $0 1991/02 IRP1991/02 Response Complete


SS030 Spill Site Area $0 1992/03 IRP1989/07 Response Complete


SS032 Spill Site Area $0 1996/12 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


SS089 Spill Site Area $3,699 2008/09 IRP2006/05 Medium
Groundwater


SS090 Spill Site Area $8,997 2008/09 IRP2006/05 Medium
Groundwater


SS091 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $11,473 2006/09 IRP2005/04 High
Groundwater


SS092 Pesticide Shop $0 2001/02 IRP2001/02 Response Complete


SS094 Spill Site Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


SS095 Spill Site Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


SS108 Spill Site Area $5,479 2008/09 IRP2006/05 Low
Groundwater


SS109 Spill Site Area $25,908 2010/12 IRP2009/03 High
Groundwater


ST004 Above Ground Storage Tank $1,930 1992/08 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


ST015 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/07 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST018 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1997/10 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


ST022 Spill Site Area $320 1999/06 IRP1996/05 Not Required


ST031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


ST035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/04 IRP1995/09 Response Complete


ST036 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1992/12 Response Complete


ST037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/03 IRP1993/03 Response Complete


ST038 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1991/10 IRP1991/10 Response Complete


ST039 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1992/04 Response Complete


ST043 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


ST044 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


ST045 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


ST047 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


ST048 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


ST049 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/03 Response Complete


ST050 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1993/05 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
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Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST051 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/12 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ST052 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


ST053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/09 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


ST054 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


ST055 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/10 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


ST056 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


ST057 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


ST059 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/05 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


ST061 Underground Storage Tanks $709 1991/12 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


ST062 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


ST063 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/08 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


ST064 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/07 IRP1992/11 Response Complete


ST065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/11 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


ST066 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/02 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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(yyyy/mm)
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST067 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/07 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


ST068 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/03 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


ST069 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/06 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


ST070 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/06 IRP1992/05 Response Complete


ST071 Underground Storage Tanks $327 1995/07 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


ST072 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/12 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


ST073 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/11 IRP1994/02 Response Complete


ST074 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/10 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


ST075 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


ST076 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


ST077 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1993/12 Response Complete


ST078 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST079 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1994/08 Response Complete


ST082 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/09 IRP1993/09 Response Complete


ST083 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/03 IRP1994/02 Response Complete
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ST084 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/07 IRP1993/10 Response Complete


ST085 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/09 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


ST086 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1995/10 IRP1995/02 Response Complete


ST087 Underground Tank Farm $0 1996/10 IRP1995/10 Response Complete


ST088 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1997/06 IRP1997/05 Response Complete


WP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $19,724 2007/09 IRP1997/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


WP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $6,202 1997/12 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WP006 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1995/10 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


WP007 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $36,835 2010/09 IRP1994/04 Medium
Groundwater
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


WP008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $40,317 2011/09 IRP2009/09 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


WP025 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $7,862 2011/04 IRP2009/03 Medium
Soil


WP080 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $3,802 2000/09 IRP1997/09 Not Required


WR110 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete
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WR111 Radioactive Waste Area $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


Vermont
AIR FORCE --- VT157282429400 / BURLINGTON INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $9,699


DP003 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2007/04 IRP2006/11 High
Groundwater


FT001 Fire/Crash Training Area $3,205 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water


LF002 Landfill $2,644 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SD004 Storm Drain $1,189 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


SS005 Spill Site Area $2,661 2007/09 IRP2006/09 High
Groundwater
Soil
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Virginia
AIR FORCE --- VA357212447700 / LANGLEY AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $11,110


CB069 Contaminated Buildings $0 2008/10 IRP2005/10 Medium
Soil


DP009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/10 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


DP066 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


DP067 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


DP068 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2004/06 IRP2004/06 Response Complete


ED147 EOD Range $330 2013/12 IRP2006/12 Not Evaluated


FT041 Fire/Crash Training Area $77 2001/06 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


LF001 Landfill $174 2006/10 IRP2001/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


LF005 Landfill $109 2003/01 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $92 2002/09 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


LF010 Landfill $205 2006/06 IRP2001/03 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil


LF011 Landfill $202 2006/07 IRP2001/03 Medium
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Surface Water


SW_Fresh


LF012 Landfill $114 2002/09 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


LF015 Landfill $0 2003/01 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


LF017 Landfill $2,437 2007/08 IRP2003/08 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF018 Landfill $47 2002/05 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


LF022 Landfill $87 2006/08 IRP2001/03 Low
Groundwater
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Soil
Surface Water
SW_Fresh


LF070 Landfill $567 2007/10 IRP2007/10 Not Evaluated


LF147 Landfill $0 2003/09 MMRP2003/09 Response Complete


ML149 Medium/Large Caliber $618 2012/09 MMRP2009/09 Not Required
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


OT006 Spill Site Area $0 2000/03 IRP2000/03 Response Complete


OT025 Spill Site Area $593 2007/03 IRP2001/06 Low
Groundwater
Soil


OT030 Spill Site Area $0 1989/11 IRP1991/04 Response Complete


OT038 Burn Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


OT040 Unexploded Munitions and Ordnan $0 1996/10 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


OT051 Spill Site Area $0 1999/01 IRP1999/01 Response Complete


OT055 Spill Site Area $0 2002/08 IRP2002/08 Response Complete


OT056 Waste Lines $0 2003/01 IRP2001/07 Response Complete


OT064 Contaminated Ground Water $2,988 2006/12 IRP1996/06 Low
Groundwater


SR148 Small Arms Range $88 2014/09 MMRP2006/09 Not Required


SS003 Spill Site Area $0 1997/12 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


SS004 Spill Site Area $0 1999/03 IRP1989/02 Response Complete


SS016 Spill Site Area $0 1996/04 IRP1996/06 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS019 Spill Site Area $0 1998/12 IRP1998/12 Response Complete


SS023 Spill Site Area $0 1996/10 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SS024 Spill Site Area $0 2000/10 IRP2000/09 Response Complete


SS052 Spill Site Area $0 1998/03 IRP1996/07 Response Complete


SS061 Spill Site Area $4 1999/09 IRP1998/01 Response Complete


SS062 Spill Site Area $0 2000/08 IRP2000/08 Response Complete


SS063 Contaminated Sediments $2,341 2007/07 IRP2003/06 Low
Sed_Fresh
Sed_Human
Sed_Marine
Surface Water


ST026 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


ST027 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


ST028 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/01 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


ST029 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/11 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


ST031 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1995/07 Response Complete


ST032 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1991/05 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST033 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1991/05 Response Complete


ST034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1992/03 IRP1991/07 Response Complete


ST035 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/08 IRP1996/08 Response Complete


ST048 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/09 IRP1998/08 Response Complete


ST049 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/07 IRP1996/06 Response Complete


ST050 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1998/10 IRP1996/04 Response Complete


WP002 Waste Treatment Plant $26 2006/08 IRP2001/03 Medium
Groundwater
Soil


WP008 Waste Treatment Plant $11 2008/09 IRP2006/03 Low
Groundwater
Soil


WP014 Waste Treatment Plant $0 2005/03 IRP2001/03 Response Complete


WP042 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1991/03 IRP1991/01 Response Complete


Washington
AIR FORCE --- WA057182420000 / MCCHORD AIR FORCE BASE Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $31,498


AB343 Burn Area $6,196 2011/10 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


DP008 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


DP009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


DP018 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


DP036 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/08 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


DP060 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,036 1994/09 IRP1992/07 Not Required


DP061 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT027 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT028 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT029 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


FT030 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT031 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT032 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1994/01 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


FT033 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


IN618 Incinerator $1,857 2011/10 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


LF001 Landfill $41 1993/08 IRP1993/04 Response Complete


LF002 Landfill $70 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


LF004 Landfill $0 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
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(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF005 Landfill $8,413 1994/02 IRP1991/03 Not Required


LF006 Landfill $69 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


LF007 Landfill $70 1994/01 IRP1991/12 Response Complete


LF010 Landfill $53 1994/01 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


LF011 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF012 Landfill $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


LF013 Landfill $104 1994/01 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


LF014 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF015 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF016 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF017 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF019 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF020 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF021 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF022 Landfill $0 1991/04 IRP1982/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


LF023 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF024 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


LF025 Landfill $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


ML630 Medium/Large Caliber $2,111 2011/10 MMRP2009/09 Not Required


OT026 Spill Site Area $0 1991/09 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


OT039 Burn Area $0 1991/09 IRP1991/03 Response Complete


RW003 Radioactive Waste Area $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


RW035 Radioactive Waste Area $106 1991/09 IRP1991/09 Response Complete


SD053 Surface Disposal Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SD054 Surface Disposal Area $106 1994/01 IRP1992/07 Response Complete


SR347 Small Arms Range $2,846 2011/10 MMRP2010/09 Not Required


SR348 Small Arms Range $1,266 2011/10 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


SS034 Spill Site Area $4,538 2006/12 IRP2003/09 High
Groundwater


SS037 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS038 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
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(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


SS040 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS042 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS043 Spill Site Area $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


SS045 Spill Site Area $0 1991/04 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


SS046 Storage Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS049 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS050 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS051 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS052 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


SS055 Spill Site Area $0 1993/08 IRP1994/01 Response Complete


SS059 Spill Site Area $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


SS063 Spill Site Area $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


ST041 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST047 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


ST048 Pesticide Shop $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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(yyyy/mm)
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(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


ST056 Underground Tank Farm $0 1990/07 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


ST065 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1993/08 IRP1982/08 Response Complete


TS616 Trap and Skeet Range $1,311 2011/09 MMRP2011/09 Not Required


WP044 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $1,166 1996/02 IRP1994/01 Not Required


WP057 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


WP058 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


WP062 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1993/08 IRP1993/08 Response Complete


WP064 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $139 1996/03 IRP1994/05 Response Complete


West Virginia
AIR FORCE --- WV357282589100 / YEAGER AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $0


DP001 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


DP002 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


DP005 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


FT003 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete


SS004 Chemical Disposal $0 1996/01 IRP1996/01 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
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Investigation
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RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


Wisconsin
AIR FORCE --- WI557282841100 / GENERAL MITCHELL INTERNATIONAL AIRPORT Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Major ClosureCTC ($K): $656


LF005 Landfill $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


SD004 Drainage Ditch $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


SS001 Spill Site Area $0 2005/05 IRP2005/05 Response Complete


SS002 Storage Area $0 2005/05 IRP2005/05 Response Complete


SS003 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


SS007 Storage Area $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


SS008 Surface Runoff $656 2009/09 IRP2007/09 Low
Groundwater
Soil


SS009 Spill Site Area $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


ST006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2003/04 IRP2003/04 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 288 of 288







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


California
DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY --- CA997152083200 / DD SAN JOAQUIN, SHARPE F Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $97,719


001 Contaminated Ground Water $12,089 1987/03 IRP1987/03 Not Required


002 Contaminated Ground Water $12,089 1994/01 IRP1991/11 Not Required


003 Contaminated Ground Water $12,089 1994/01 IRP1991/11 Not Required


004 Contaminated Ground Water $12,089 1995/06 IRP1991/11 Not Required


005 Contaminated Ground Water $12,405 1995/06 IRP1991/11 Not Required


006 Contaminated Ground Water $12,088 1995/06 IRP1991/11 Not Required


007 Contaminated Ground Water $12,405 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Not Required


008 Contaminated Ground Water $12,405 1990/10 IRP1990/10 Not Required


009 Pesticide Shop $0 1995/09 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


010 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


011 Contaminated Sediments $0 1999/12 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


012 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


013 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


014 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


015 Contaminated Buildings $0 1996/09 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 1 of 17
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Program
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Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


016 Contaminated Sediments $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


017 Contaminated Sediments $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


018 Contaminated Sediments $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


019 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


020 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1997/03 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


021 Fire/Crash Training Area $0 1998/07 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


022 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


023 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


024 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


025 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


026 Burn Area $0 1995/09 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


027 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


028 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


029 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


030 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 2 of 17
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Relative-Risk
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031 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


032 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


033 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


034 Contaminated Fill $60 2005/09 IRP1994/11 Not Required


035 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1992/01 Response Complete


036 Contaminated Fill $0 1998/08 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


037 Burn Area $0 1995/09 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


038 Burn Area $0 2000/08 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


039 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


040 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


041 Burn Area $0 2000/08 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


042 Contaminated Fill $0 2000/08 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


043 Contaminated Fill $0 2000/01 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


044 Contaminated Fill $0 2000/08 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


045 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 3 of 17
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046 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


047 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/09 IRP1989/01 Response Complete


048 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


049 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


050 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1997/03 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


051 Contaminated Fill $0 1995/09 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


052 Contaminated Buildings $0 1998/07 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


053 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


054 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


055 Waste Lines $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


056 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


057 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


058 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


059 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


060 Contaminated Fill $0 2000/08 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 4 of 17
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061 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


062 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


063 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


064 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


065 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


066 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


067 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


068 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


069 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


070 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


071 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


072 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


073 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


074 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


075 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 5 of 17
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076 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


077 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


078 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


079 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


080 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


081 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


082 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


083 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


084 Contaminated Fill $0 1997/03 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


085 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


086 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


087 Contaminated Buildings $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


088 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1988/12 Response Complete


089 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


090 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 6 of 17
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091 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


092 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


093 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


094 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


095 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


096 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


097 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


098 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


099 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


100 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


101 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


102 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


103 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


104 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


105 Storage Area $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 7 of 17
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106 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


107 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


108 Contaminated Buildings $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


109 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


110 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


111 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


112 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


113 Contaminated Sediments $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


114 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


115 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


116 Contaminated Fill $0 1990/02 IRP1990/02 Response Complete


117 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


118 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


119 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


120 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 8 of 17
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121 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


122 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


123 Contaminated Fill $0 1994/09 IRP1994/09 Response Complete


124 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


125 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


126 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


127 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


128 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


129 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


130 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


131 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


132 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


133 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


134 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


135 Contaminated Fill $0 1991/06 IRP1991/06 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 9 of 17
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136 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/10 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


137 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/09 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


138 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/09 IRP1993/11 Response Complete


139 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/10 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


140 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/10 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


141 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/10 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


142 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/10 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


143 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1999/01 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


144 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/09 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


145 Contaminated Buildings $0 2000/08 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


146 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


147 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2002/10 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


148 Spill Site Area $0 2002/09 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


149 Oil/Water Separator $0 1998/04 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


150 Oil/Water Separator $0 1997/09 IRP1994/12 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 10 of 17
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Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


151 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2002/03 IRP1994/11 Response Complete


152 Spill Site Area $0 2002/10 IRP1999/09 Response Complete


DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY --- CA997150682700 / DD SAN JOAQUIN, TRACY FA Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: RealignmentCTC ($K): $80,682


001 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $126 2005/12 IRP1996/11 Not Evaluated


002 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/06 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


003 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1998/06 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


004 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 2004/09 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


005 Surface Impoundment/Lagoon $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


006 Underground Storage Tanks $77 2002/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


007 Burn Area $77 1999/03 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


008 Burn Area $0 2004/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


009 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


010 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


011 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


012 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 11 of 17







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


013 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


014 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


015 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


016 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


017 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


018 Spill Site Area $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


019 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


020 Above Ground Storage Tank $77 2002/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


021 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


022 Storage Area $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


023 Spill Site Area $0 1999/08 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


024 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $77 2000/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


025 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


026 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1999/10 IRP1996/10 Response Complete


027 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 2002/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 12 of 17







Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


028 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


029 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1998/12 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


030 Contaminated Fill $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


031 Contaminated Ground Water $79,580 1998/04 IRP1993/08 Not Required


032 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


033 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


034 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


035 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


036 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


037 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


038 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


039 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 2001/12 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


040 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


041 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


042 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


043 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1999/06 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


044 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


045 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


046 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


047 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1997/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


048 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


049 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


050 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


051 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1997/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


052 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1999/06 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


053 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


054 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


055 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


056 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1997/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


057 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $72 2004/10 IRP1996/11 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


058 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


059 Soil Contamination After Tank Rem $0 1997/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


060 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


061 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


062 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


063 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2002/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


064 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1996/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


065 Waste Lines $59 1999/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


066 Spill Site Area $65 2000/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


067 Storage Area $330 2002/09 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


068 Storage Area $65 2000/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


069 Spill Site Area $77 1999/03 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


070 POL (Petroleum/Oil/Lubricants) Lin $0 2001/11 IRP1999/10 Response Complete


071 Contaminated Ground Water $0 2002/11 IRP1996/11 Response Complete


072 Spill Site Area $0 2002/03 IRP1996/11 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


073 Other $0 2002/06 IRP1999/06 Response Complete


Ohio
DEFENSE LOGISTICS AGENCY --- OH597153922500 / DSC COLUMBUS Acres Affected By Restoration Issues:  TBD BRAC Action: Minor ClosureCTC ($K): $0


001 Spill Site Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


002 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


003 Contaminated Sediments $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


004 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


005 Spill Site Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


006 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


007 Incinerator $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


008 Burn Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


009 Incinerator $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


010 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


011 Above Ground Storage Tank $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


012 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


013 Landfill $0 1994/04 IRP1993/12 Response Complete
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Site Status of BRAC Round 2005 Sites - Closures and
Realignments as of EOY FY05


3/29/06


Sitename Site Type
CTC
($K)


Investigation
Completion
(yyyy/mm)


RIP/RC
(yyyy/mm)


Program
Category


Relative-Risk
Site Evaluation Media / Restoration Issue


014 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


015 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


016 Storage Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


017 Underground Storage Tanks $0 1994/09 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


018 Burn Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


019 Storage Area $0 1988/08 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


020 Disposal Pit and Dry Well $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


021 Burn Area $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


022 Landfill $0 1989/12 IRP1988/08 Response Complete


023 Underground Storage Tanks $0 2004/09 IRP1993/05 Response Complete


024 Contaminated Sediments $0 1989/09 IRP1988/02 Response Complete


025 Landfill $0 1996/03 IRP1996/03 Response Complete


Source:  FY05 EOY KBCRS Database. Appendix 1 - Page 17 of 17







Appendix 2 
 
Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990, Public Law 101-510, as 
amended through January 6, 2006 
 
SEC. 2907. REPORTS 
 
As part of the budget request for fiscal year 2007 and for each fiscal year 
thereafter for the Department of Defense, the Secretary shall transmit to the 
congressional defense committees of Congress: 
(1) a schedule of the closure and realignment actions to be carried out under this 
part in the fiscal year for which the request is made and an estimate of the total 
expenditures required and cost savings to be achieved by each such closure and 
realignment and of the time period in which these savings are to be achieved in 
each case, together with the Secretary's assessment of the environmental effects 
of such actions;  
(2) a description of the military installations, including those under construction 
and those planned for construction, to which functions are to be transferred as a 
result of such closures and realignments, together with the Secretary's 
assessment of the environmental effects of such transfers;  
(3) a description of the closure or realignment actions already carried out at each 
military installation since the date of the installation’s approval for closure or 
realignment under this part and the current status of the closure or realignment of 
the installation, including whether — 


(A) a redevelopment authority has been recognized by the Secretary for 
the installation; 
(B) the screening of property at the installation for other Federal use has 
been completed; and 
(C) a redevelopment plan has been agreed to by the redevelopment 
authority for the installation; 


(4) a description of redevelopment plans for military installations approved for 
closure or realignment under this part, the quantity of property remaining to be 
disposed of at each installation as part of its closure or realignment, and the 
quantity of property already disposed of at each installation; 
(5) a list of the Federal agencies that have requested property during the 
screening process for each military installation approved for closure or 
realignment under this part, including the date of transfer or anticipated transfer 
of the property to such agencies, the acreage involved in such transfers, and an 
explanation for any delays in such transfers; 
(6) a list of known environmental remediation issues at each military installation 
approved for closure or realignment under this part, including the acreage 
affected by these issues, an estimate of the cost to complete such environmental 
remediation, and the plans (and timelines) to address such environmental 
remediation; and 
(7) an estimate of the date for the completion of all closure or realignment actions 
at each military installation approved for closure or realignment under this part. 


  





		  

		 

		 

		 

		  

		 

		 

		 

		Alabama 

		  Abbott USARC Tuskegee 

		AFRC Birmingham  

		 Anderson USARC Troy 

		 Anniston Depot 

		ARNG RC Northport Tuscaloosa 

		Faith Wing USARC Anniston 

		Finnel AFRC, Tuscaloosa 

		Flowers USARC Decatur 

		Ft Ganey ARNG RC Mobile 

		Ft Graham ARNG RC Birmingham 

		Ft Hanna ARNG RC Birmingham 

		Ft Hardeman ARNG RC Mobile 

		Ft Powell-Shamblin ARNG RC Tuscaloosa 

		Ft Rucker 

		Ft Terhune ARNG RC Birmingham 

		Gary USARC Enterprise 

		Redstone Arsenal 

		SCREWS USARC Montgomery 

		SMD Annex Bldg Montgomery 

		TAG Bldg ALARNG Montgomery 

		Wright USARC 

		 

		 

		Alaska 

		Ft Richardson 

		Ft Wainwright 



		Arizona 

		  Allen Hall AFRC, Tucson 

		ARNG RC Papago Park 

		 Deer Valley USAR #2, Phoenix 

		 Ft Huachuca 

		 Ft Huachuca, USAR AMS 



		 

		 

		 

		 

		  

		 

		 

		 

		Arkansas 

		 ARNG CSMS Ft Chaffee 

		 ARNG FMS, Jonesboro 

		ARNG RC, Arkadelphia 

		ARNG RC, Bentonville 

		ARNG RC, El Dorado  

		ARNG RC, Fayetteville  

		ARNG RC, Ft Smith 

		ARNG RC, Hot Springs  

		ARNG RC, Jonesboro  

		ARNG RC, Paragould  

		ARNG RC, Pine Bluff 

		ARNG RC, Rogers 

		ARNG RC, Springdale 

		ARNG RC, Van Buren 

		BG Darby USARC 

		Camp Pike, Little Rock 

		Charleston Armory 

		Stone USARC, Pine Bluff 

		USAR Equipment Concentration Site-15, Barling 

		USARC AMSA, Malvern 

		USARC Arkadelphia 

		USARC Camden 

		USARC El Dorado 

		USARC Hot Springs 

		USARC Jonesboro 

		USARC Pond 



		  

		 

		 

		 

		California 

		  ARNG OMS, San Jose 

		ARNG RC Bell 

		ARNG RC Montebello  

		ARNG RC Redwood City  

		ARNG RC San Lorenzo  

		ARNG RC Sunnyvale  

		Camp Parks Reserve Forces Training Area 

		Desiderio USARC, Pasadena  

		Hall USARC Mountain View  

		Hazard Park USARC, Los Angeles 

		Joint Force Training Base Los Alamitos  

		Richey USARC, San Jose  

		Riverbank Army Ammunition Plant 

		Schroeder Hall USARC, Long Beach 

		Sierra Army Depot 

		USARC Moffett Field 



		Colorado 

		  Ft Carson 



		Connecticut 

		  ARNG RC Manchester 

		ARNG RC Naugatuck 

		ARNG RC New Britain  

		ARNG RC New Haven 

		ARNG RC Newington 

		ARNG RC Norwalk  

		ARNG RC Putnam   

		SGT Libby USARC, New Haven 

		Sutcovoy USARC, Waterbury 

		Turner USARC, Fairfield  

		USARC AMSA Windsor Locks 

		USARC AMSA #69, Milford 

		USARC AMSA Middletown 

		USARC Danbury   

		USARC Middletown 



		Delaware 

		  ARNG RC Middletown 

		Kirkwood USARC, Newark 

		USARC / OMS Newark 



		 

		 

		District of Columbia 

		  Walter Reed Army Medical Center 



		Georgia 

		Ft Benning 

		Ft Benning, Bldg 15, 4960 ARNG RC 

		Ft Gillem 

		Ft McPherson  

		Peachtree Atlanta (leased) 

		USARC Columbus 



		Hawaii 

		ARNG RC Honokaa 

		ARNG RC Keaau 

		Kunieda USARC, Hilo 



		Illinois 

		AFRC Waukegan 

		ARNG RC B73 Mt Vernon  

		ARNG RC B75 Mt Vernon  

		ARNG RC Cairo  

		ARNG RC Carbondale   

		ARNG RC Salem  

		ARNG RC Waukegan  

		Ft Sheridan  

		Rock Island Arsenal 

		USARC Centralia  

		USARC Fairfield 

		USARC Marion 



		Indiana 

		  ARNG RC Remington 

		ARNG Monticello 

		ARNG RC Attica 

		ARNG RC Boswell 

		ARNG RC Camp Atterbury Bldg #4, Bldg  #500 

		ARNG RC Darlington 

		ARNG RC Delphi 

		EREC Indianapolis 

		Newport  Depot 

		USARC Lafeyette 



		Iowa 

		  AFRC Cedar Rapids  

		ARNG RC Burlington 

		ARNG RC Camp Dodge  

		ARNG RC Cedar Rapids  

		ARNG RC Muscaline 

		BN HQ Recruiting BN  (Leased) 

		MEPS Des Moines   (Leased) 

		USARC / AMSA Middletown  

		USARC Muscaline 



		Kansas 

		  Ft Leavenworth 

		Ft Riley 

		Kansas Army Ammunition Plant 

		USARC Wichita  



		Kentucky 

		  ARNG Blue Grass Army Depot 

		ARNG OMS, Paducah 

		ARNG RC Paducah 

		Ft Campbell 

		Ft Knox 

		USARC Louisville 

		USARC Maysville 

		USARC #2 Paducah 

		USARC #2 Paducah 

		USARC Richmond 



		Louisiana 

		  ARNG  RC Jackson Barracks, New Orleans 

		ARNG OMS #8, Baton Rouge 

		ARNG RC Baton Rouge 

		Roberts USARC, Baton Rouge 

		USARC Bossier City 

		USARC Shreveport 



		Maryland 

		  Aberdeen Proving Ground 

		Army Research Laboratory 

		DNA Repository UPS Warehouse Gaithersburg 

		Ft Detrick 

		Ft Meade 

		Gillette Scientific Center Rockville 

		Metro Plaza Silver Springs 

		PFC Flair USARC / OMS Frederick 

		12300 Washington Ave Rockville 

		13 Taft Court  Rockville 

		1600 East Gude Drive Rockville 

		White Flint Warehouse Rockville 



		Massachusetts 

		  ARNG CSMS Ayers 

		ARNG RC Agawam 

		ARNG RC  Ayers 

		MacArthur USARC, Springfield 

		Malony USARC DRFTA 

		Soldier System Center  Natick 

		USAR Ayer Area 3713 

		USAR ECS 65 Ayers 

		USAR Training Area  Devens 

		Westover AFRC, Chicopee 



		Michigan 

		  Detroit Arsenal 

		Parisan USARC, Lansing 

		Selfridge Army Activity, Selfridge ANGB 

		USARC AMSA #135  Battle Creek 



		Minnesota 

		  ARNG Cambridge 

		ARNG Faribault 

		Ft Snelling 

		USARC Cambridge 

		USARC Faribault 



		Mississippi 

		  Mississippi Army Ammunition Plant 

		USARC Vicksburg 



		Missouri 

		  ARNG RC Jefferson Barracks 

		ARPERCEN ST LOUIS 

		Ft Leonard Wood 

		USARC Greentop 

		USARC Jefferson Barracks 



		Montana 

		  AMSA # 75 Missoula, MT 

		 Missoula National Guard Armory 

		ARNG RC Missoula 

		Galt Hall USARC, Great Falls 

		Vueve Hall  USARC Missoula 



		Nebraska 

		  ARNG RC Beatrice 

		ARNG RC Columbus 

		ARNG RC Crete 

		ARNG RC Fairbury 

		ARNG RC Falls City 

		ARNG RC Grand Island 

		ARNG RC Hastings 

		ARNG RC Kearny 

		ARNG RC McCook 

		USARC Columbus 

		USARC Hastings 

		USARC Kearney 

		USARC McCook 

		USARC Wymore 



		New Hampshire 

		  ARNG RC Dover 

		ARNG RC Portsmouth 

		ARNG RC Rochester 

		ARNG RC Somersworth 

		Doble USARC Portsmouth 



		New Jersey 

		  ARNG RC Burlington 

		Brittin USARC Camden 

		Camp  Kilmer 

		Ft Dix 

		Ft Monmouth 

		Picatinny Arsenal 



		New Mexico 

		  Jenkins AFRC Albuquerque 



		New York 

		  AFRC Amityville 

		ARNG NC Riverhead 

		ARNG OMS 21 Bayshore 

		ARNG RC  Niagara Falls 

		ARNG RC / OMS 12(Bedford) Brooklyn 

		ARNG RC Bayshore 

		ARNG RC Freeport 

		ARNG RC Huntington Station 

		ARNG RC Newburgh 

		ARNG RC Patchogue 

		Carpenter USARC, Poughkeepsie 

		Ft Tilden USARC Far Rockaway 

		Ft Totten 

		Marcy ARNG RC Brooklyn 

		McDonald USARC, Jamaica 

		Muller USARC Bronx 

		Roosevelt USARC Uniondale 

		USARC / AMSA Niagara Falls 

		USARC Ft Hamilton 

		USARC Stewart-Newburgh 

		Watervliet Arsenal 

		West Point 



		North Carolina 

		  Ft Bragg 

		Niven USARC, Albermarle 

		Rhodes AFRC, Wilmington 

		Rock Hill USARC 



		North Dakota 

		  Johnson USARC, Fargo 



		Ohio 

		  Army Research Laboratory, Glenn 

		 ARNG RC Oxford 

		ARNG RC Springfield 

		ARNG RC Ashland 

		ARNG RC Mansfield 

		ARNG RC Newark 

		ARNG RC Westerville 

		Ft Hayes USARC Columbus 

		Howey ARNG Columbus 

		Parrott USARC Kenton 

		Rickenbacker ARNG Bldg 943 Columbus 

		Scouten USARC Mansfield 

		Sullivant ARNG Columbus 

		USARC Springfield 

		USARC Whitehall 



		Oklahoma 

		  23d St ARNG OMS Oklahoma City 

		23d St ARNG RC Oklahoma City 

		44th St ARNG RC Oklahoma City 

		ARNG CSMS Norman 

		ARNG FMS #5 Durant 

		ARNG FMS 14 Okmulgee 

		ARNG FMS Edmond 

		ARNG FMS Enid 

		ARNG RC Cherokee 

		ARNG RC Allen 

		ARNG RC Alva 

		ARNG RC Anadarko 

		ARNG RC Atoka 

		ARNG RC Blackwell 

		ARNG RC Broken Arrow RC 

		ARNG RC Chickasha 

		ARNG RC Cushing 

		ARNG RC Duncan 

		ARNG RC Edmond 

		ARNG RC El Reno 

		 

		ARNG RC Enid 

		ARNG RC Eufaula 

		ARNG RC Frederick 

		ARNG RC Hartshorne 

		ARNG RC Haskell 

		ARNG RC Healdton 

		ARNG RC Henryetta 

		ARNG RC Konowa 

		ARNG RC Lawton 

		ARNG RC Madill 

		ARNG RC Marlow 

		ARNG RC McAlester 

		ARNG RC Midwest City 

		ARNG RC Minco 

		ARNG RC Muskogee 

		ARNG RC Okemah 

		ARNG RC Okmulgee 

		ARNG RC Pawnee 

		ARNG RC Pryor 

		ARNG RC Stilwell 

		ARNG RC Tahlequah 

		ARNG RC Tishomingo 

		ARNG RC Tonkawa 

		ARNG RC Wagoner 

		ARNG RC Walters 

		ARNG RC Watonga 

		ARNG RC Wewoka 

		ARNG RC Woodward 

		Ashworth USARC Muskogee 

		ARNG RC Tahlequah 

		Farr USARC, Antlers 

		Floyd Parker USARC, McAlester 

		Ft Sill 

		Ft Sill 1st USARC 

		Ft Sill 3rd USARC 

		Ft Sill 5th USARC 

		Ft Sill 6th USARC 

		Ft Sill, ECS 

		Keathley USARC Lawton 

		Krowse USARC Oklahoma City 

		Perez USARC Oklahoma City 

		Robbins USARC, Enid 

		Roush USARC, Clinton 

		Smalley USARC, Norman 

		Twaddle USAR Oklahoma City 

		USARC Broken Arrow 



		Oregon 

		  ARNG RC Camp Withycombe 

		ARNG RC Jackson Band 

		ARNG RC Lake Oswego 

		ARNG RC Maison 

		Sears USARC, Portland 

		Sharff USARC, Portland 

		Umatilla Depot 



		Pennsylvania 

		  AFRC, Philadelphia 

		ARNG RC Scranton 

		ARNG RC Berwick 

		ARNG RC Lewisburg 

		ARNG RC Sunbury 

		ARNG RC Williamsport 

		Charles Kelly Support Center 

		Germantown USARC Philadelphia 

		Letterkenny Army Depot 

		Musselman USARC, Norristown 

		North Penn USARC, Norristown 

		Pitt USARC, Corapolis 

		Serrenti USARC, Scranton 

		Tobyhanna Army Depot 

		USAR OMS Williamsport 

		USAR OMS Bloomsburg 

		USAR OMS Chester 

		USAR OMS Scranton 

		USAR OMS Wilkes-Barre 

		USAR OMS, Bethlehem 

		USAR OMS, Philadelphia 

		USARC Bloomsburg 

		USARC Horsham 

		USARC Lewisburg 

		USARC Wilkes Barre 

		USARC Williamsport 

		W. Reese USARC / OMS, Chester 

		Wilson-Kramer USARC, Bethlehem 



		Puerto Rico 

		  ARNG RC Ceiba 

		ARNG RC Humacao 

		ARNG RC Juncos 

		ARNG RC Mayaguez 

		Ft Buchanan 

		 Lavergne USARC Bayamon 

		Ramey USARC Aguadilla 

		Rubio USARC Pt Nuevo 



		Rhode Island 

		  Harwood USARC, Providence 

		USAR OMS Warwick 

		USARC Warwick 

		USARC Bristol 



		South Carolina 

		  Ft Jackson 

		Rock Hill USARC 



		Tennessee 

		  ARNG RC Clarksville 

		Bonney Oaks USARC, Chattanooga 

		Guery USARC, Chattanooga 

		USAR AMSA Kingsport 

		USAR OMS Kingsport 

		USARC Charksville 

		USARC Kingsport 



		Texas 

		  51st Street ARNG FMS, Austin 

		ARNG FMS Port Neches 

		ARNG FMS, Abilene 

		ARNG FMS, Ellington Field 

		ARNG FMS, Marshall 

		ARNG FMS, Terrell 

		ARNG RC # 2 Dallas 

		ARNG RC # 4 Austin 

		ARNG RC (Hondo Pass) El Paso 

		ARNG RC Abilene 

		ARNG RC Alice 

		ARNG RC Amarillo 

		ARNG RC Arlington 

		ARNG RC Athens 

		ARNG RC Atlanta 

		ARNG RC Baytown 

		ARNG RC Beaumont 

		ARNG RC Brownsville 

		ARNG RC California Crossing 

		ARNG RC Coleman 

		ARNG RC Corsicana 

		ARNG RC Denison 

		ARNG RC Denton 

		ARNG RC Ellington Field 

		ARNG RC Ft Bliss 

		ARNG RC Hale County 

		ARNG RC Henderson 

		ARNG RC Hondo 

		ARNG RC Huntsville 

		ARNG RC Irving 

		ARNG RC Kaufman 

		ARNG RC Kilgore 

		ARNG RC Kingsville 

		ARNG RC Lufkin 

		ARNG RC Marshall 

		ARNG RC Nacogdoches 

		ARNG RC New Braunfels 

		ARNG RC Orange 

		ARNG RC Pampa 

		ARNG RC Pasadena 

		ARNG RC Port Arthur 

		ARNG RC Port Neches 

		ARNG RC San Marcos 

		ARNG RC Seguin 

		ARNG RC Snyder 

		ARNG RC Taylor 

		ARNG RC Terrell 

		ARNG RC Texarkana 

		ARNG RC Tyler 

		Benavidez USARC, El Paso 

		Corpus Christi Army Depot 

		Ft Bliss 

		Ft Hood 

		Ft Sam Houston 

		Grimes USARC, Abilene 

		Hanby-Hayden USARC, Mesquite 

		Herzog USAR, Dallas 

		Lone Star Army Ammunition Plant 

		Miller USARC, Huntsville 

		Muchert USARC Dallas 

		Rathjen USARC, Brownsville 

		Red River Army Depot 

		Red River Army Depot Hooks USARC 

		Segura USARC, El Paso 

		Tharp USARC 

		USAR ECS McGregor Range 

		USARC # 2 Perimeter Park 

		USARC # 3 Houston 

		USARC Alice 

		USARC Boswell 

		USARC Callaghan 

		USARC Ft Bliss 

		USARC Lufkin 

		USARC Marshall 

		USARC NAS Kingsville 

		USARC Pasadena 

		USARC Round Rock  (leased) 

		USARC San Marcos 

		USARC Tyler 

		USARC Wichita Falls 

		Walts-Guillot USARC, Texarkana 



		Utah 

		  Deseret Depot 

		Ft Douglas 



		Vermont 

		  ARNG RC Ludlow 

		ARNG RC North Springfield 

		ARNG RC Rutland 

		ARNG RC Windsor 

		Courcelle Brothers USARC, Rutland 

		USAR OMS Chester 

		USAR AMSA #160, Rutland 

		USARC Berlin 

		USARC Chester 



		Virginia 

		  4700 King Street Alexandria 

		Army Research Laboratory, Langley 

		Ft Belvoir 

		Ft Eustis 

		Ft Lee 

		Ft Monroe 

		Ft Myer 

		Ft Story 

		Jefferson Plaza 2 Arlington 

		Park Center 1 Alexandria 

		Park Center 4 Falls Church 

		Park Center 4 Alexandria 

		Rosslyn Center Arlington 

		Seven Corners Corporate Center Falls Church 

		USADDC Transportation Eng Agency Newport News 

		Zachary Taylor Bldg Arlington 

		2320 Mill Road Alexandria 

		2511 Jefferson Davis Highway Arlington 



		Washington 

		  ARNG RC Geiger Field 

		ARNG RC Ellensburg 

		ARNG RC Everett 

		ARNG RC Snohomish 

		Ft Lawton 

		Ft Lewis 

		Mann Hall USARC, Spokane 

		USARC Oswald, Everett 

		Pendleton USARC Yakima Training Center 

		USARC AMSA #80, Spokane 

		Vancouver Barracks 

		Wagenaar USARC Pasco 

		Walker USARC, Spokane 



		West Virginia 

		  ARNG RC  Elkins 

		ARNG RC Spencer 

		ARNG RC Fairmont 

		Bias USARC, Huntington 

		Colburn USARC / OMS,  Fairmont 

		Elkins USARC / OMS,  Beverly 

		Kuhl USARC / OMS,  Ripley 



		Wisconsin 

		  ARNG / OMS 9,  Madison 

		ARNG RC Bowman St, Madison 

		ARNG RC Wright St, Madison 

		Ft McCoy 

		O'Connell USARC, Madison 

		Truman Olson USARC, Madison 



		Wyoming 

		  AASF Cheyenne (leased) 

		ARNG RC Thermopolis 

		Joint Forces HQ Complex, Cheyenne 





		3. All USN Final Report_CR.pdf

		Naval Weapons Station (NWS) Seal Beach Detachment, Concord

		Recommendation title(s):  Marine Corps Support Activity Kansas City, MO 





		5. All Defense Agencies Final Report_CR.pdf

		 

		Defense Commissary Agency (DeCA)

		  DeCA, 300 AFCOMS Way, San Antonio, TX

		 DeCA, 2521 Jefferson Davis Highway, James Polk Bldg, Arlington, VA

		 DeCA, 5151 Bonney Road, Virginia Beach, VA

		 DeCA, 5258 Oaklawn, Blvd., Hopewell, VA

		Metro Park 4, 6359 Walker Lane, Alexandria, VA

		 Defense Finance and Accounting Service (DFAS)   DFAS, San Bernardino, CA

		DFAS, San Diego, CA

		DFAS, Seaside, CA

		DFAS, Oakland, CA

		DFAS, Denver, CO

		DFAS, Orlando, FL

		DFAS, Pensacola, FL

		DFAS, Saufley Field, FL

		DFAS, Ford Island, HI

		DFAS, Rock Island, IL

		DFAS, Lexington, KY

		DFAS, Patuxent River, MD

		DFAS, Kansas City, MO

		DFAS, St. Louis, MO

		DFAS, Omaha, NE

		DFAS, Dayton, OH

		DFAS, Lawton, OK

		DFAS, Charleston, SC

		DFAS, San Antonio, TX

		DFAS, Arlington, VA

		DFAS, Norfolk, VA



		 

		Defense Intelligence Agency (DIA)

		 DIA, Crystal Park 5, Arlington, Virginia



		 Defense Information Systems Agency (DISA)

		  1010 Gause Boulevard, Slidell, LA

		5600 Columbia Pike, Falls Church, VA

		Arlington Service Center, 701 S. Courthouse Road, Arlington, VA

		GSA Franconia Warehouse Depot, Springfield, VA

		Logicon Building, Arlington, VA

		Roslyn Plaza North, Arlington, VA

		Skyline Place (Skyline 7), Falls Church, VA



		Defense Logistics Agency (DLA)

		  DDD, San Jouquin, CA (DDJC Sharpe)

		DDD, San Jouquin, CA (DDJC Tracy)

		Defense Supply Center, Columbus, OH

		DDD Susquehanna, PA

		Defense Supply Center, Richmond, VA



		Missile Defense Agency (MDA)

		  MDA, SMDC Building, 106 Wynn Drive, Huntsville, AL

		MDA, Crystal Square 2, 1725 Jefferson Davis Highway, Arlington, VA

		MDA, Suffolk Building, 5611 Columbia Pike, Falls Church, VA

		MDA, USA Space Command, Crystal Mall 4, 2345 Crystal Drive, Arlington, VA



		 

		National Security Agency (NSA)

		  NSA, 800 Elkridge Landing Rd., Linthicum, MD  



		 

		Washington Headquarters Services 

		  1010 North Glebe Road Arlington, VA

		 1340 Braddock Place Alexandria, VA

		 1400-1450 South Eads Street Arlington, VA

		 1401 Wilson Boulevard, Arlington, VA

		 1500 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA

		 1501 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA

		 1515 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA

		 1555 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA

		 1560 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA

		 1600 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA

		 1777 North Kent Street Arlington, VA

		 1801 South Bell Street Arlington, VA

		 1815 North Ft Meyer Drive Arlington, VA

		 1901 North Beauregard Arlington, VA

		 1919 Eads Street Arlington, VA

		 2001 North Beauregard St Arlington, VA

		 251 18th Street South Arlington, VA

		 2521 Jefferson Davis Hwy (James Polk Bldg) Arlington, VA

		 400 Army Navy Drive Arlington, VA

		 4015 Wilson Boulevard Arlington, VA

		 4040 North Fairfax Drive, VA

		 4850 Mark Center Drive Arlington, VA

		 601 North Fairfax St Alexandria, VA

		 621 North Payne St Arlington, VA

		 875 North Randolph Street Arlington, VA

		 Alexandria Tech Center Alexandria, VA

		 Arlington Plaza Arlington, VA

		 Ballston Metro Center  Arlington, VA

		Crown Ridge Bldg 4035 Ridgetop Arlington, VA

		 Crystal Gateway 1 Arlington, VA

		Crystal Park 5 Arlington, VA

		Crystal Plaza 5 Arlington

		Crystal Square 2 Arlington, VA

		Crystal Gateway 2 Arlington, VA

		Crystal Gateway 3 Arlington, VA

		Crystal Gateway North Arlington, VA

		Crystal Mall 2-3-4 Arlington, VA

		Crystal Plaza 6 Arlington, VA

		Crystal Square 4 Arlington, VA

		Crystal Square 5 Arlington, VA

		Federal Office Building 2 Arlington, VA

		Hoffman Building 1, Alexandria, VA

		Hoffman 2 Building, Alexandria

		Jefferson Plaza-1 Arlington, VA

		Nash Street Building Arlington, VA

		North Tower 2800 Crystal Drive Arlington, VA

		Presidential Towers Arlington, VA

		Roslyn Plaza North Arlington, VA

		Skyline 2 Falls Church, VA

		Skyline 3 Falls Church, VA

		Skyline 4 Falls Church, VA

		Skyline 5 Falls Church, VA

		Skyline 6 Falls Church, VA

		Skyline One, Falls Church, VA

		Webb Building Arlington, VA
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‘‘While it was projected that the area would suffer tremendously  


as a result of the base closure, just the opposite occurred.  


In the last two to three years, the Charleston area had  


one of the greatest economic growth increases  


in this region of the country.”


Jack Sprott


Charleston Naval Complex Redevelopment Authority 
Charleston, South Carolina
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The closing of a military base can mark a new beginning for a community.  Local leaders are given the task of reinventing the base’s useful-


ness, realigning existing structures, building new ones, and replacing hundreds of jobs. It can seem overwhelming, but with leadership, 


cooperation, and creativity, it’s possible to rapidly recover and even prosper in such fields as transportation, education, commerce, industry, 


new neighborhoods, community support services, recreation, and conservation.


No matter what its geographical or economic features, a closed base can find new life and new productivity with the imagination and dedica-


tion of community leaders. It’s the people behind the scenes who have made the Base Realignment and Closure program such a national 


success. Each success story pinpoints similar actions — actions that can help the next generation of Base Closure communities take charge 


of change.


For example, since 1996, more than $100 million has been invested to build and modernize structures at the former Alameda Naval Air 


Station, several of which received national awards for environmental compatibility. In less than a year, the former Mather Air Force Base was 


handling one third of the booming air cargo business in the Sacramento area.


Across the country, communities that once relied on active military bases are now relying on themselves. Everywhere you look there’s a 


renaissance at work. Here’s how they’re doing it.


The Keys to Success


Proper Organization 
A single representative organization is paramount. Bring the stakeholders together throughout the process, from the conceptual visioning 


stage through short- and long-term planning, job creation, and economic stabilization.


Leadership Commitment
Public and private sector leaders must work together to provide continuing, priority support to adjustment efforts.


Comprehensive Strategy
The closure of a base enables a community to make significant changes in its fabric and direction. This challenge requires a  


strategy that broadly addresses change and encompasses community needs.


Consensus
Stakeholder acceptance of the redevelopment  


plan helps avoid the contentious issues that  


delay recovery progress.


Realistic Marketing
Every community has opportunities.  


The trick is to use sound business analysis  


to find those that have the most potential.


Patience
Positive change cannot occur overnight.  


Often it takes up to 20 years to fully  


realize a redevelopment plan.


Government Support
Marshal the guidance, technical assistance,  


and financial resources that are available  


from all levels of government to help plan  


and implement a recovery strategy.


a k i n g  C h a r g e  o f  C h a n g e







FF r o m  C o a s t  t o  C o a s t ,   
     B R A C  I s  M a k i n g  a  D i f f e r e n c e


Look at the Numbers!
Taken together, more than half of the civilian jobs lost have been replaced. In many locations, the change is  


even more dramatic.


 Base  Civilian  New  
 Closure  Positions  Civilian  
Military Base Date Lost Jobs* Change


Pease AFB, NH 1991 400 5,124 1,181%


George AFB, CA 1992 506 1,631 222%


England AFB, LA 1992 682 1,963 188%


Bergstrom AFB, TX 1993 927 4,359 370%


Chanute AFB, IL 1993 1,035 1,869 81%


Grissom AFB, IN 1994 792 1,036 32%


Lowry AFB, CO 1994 2,275 5,666 149%


K.I. Sawyer AFB, MI 1995 788 1,202 53%


Castle AFB, CA 1995 1,149 2,326 102%


Glenview NAS, IL 1995 389 4,098 953%


Ogden, DDD, UT 1997 1,105 2,468 123%


Cecil Field NAS, FL 1999 995 1,615 62%


Seneca Army Depot, NY 2000 273 1,205 341%


*Fall 2004
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A renaissance can take many paths: transportation, education, commerce, industry, 


new neighborhoods, community support services, recreation, and conservation.  


See what’s possible …


n t r e p r e n e u r i a l   
     S p i r i t  A t  W o r k


Commerce & Industry
To bring in new jobs and revenues 


quickly, successful BRAC sites have at-


tracted corporate and industrial tenants 


from the high-tech, biomedical sciences, 


shipbuilding, and manufac- 


turing sectors to name a few. Many  


of these tenants have paid for facility 


upgrades and community rebuilding.


New Neighborhoods
Communities often find that the  


closing of a military base can be  


used to spark a “new urbanism,” with 


residential and economy-boosting  


retail sites to accompany healthy busi-


ness development.    


Transportation
Using existing facilities, some bases  


have transitioned quite smoothly to 


civilian use by focusing on aviation, 


port, trucking, and other transpor- 


tation needs.  


Education
In every region of the country,  


there’s a shortage of space for  


classroom instruction, elemen- 


tary through collegiate. Some  


former military bases have  


helped solve this problem  


for their communities.


Community Support  
Services
All BRAC sites have successfully  
used buildings for much-needed com-


munity support services, including job 


training and work force housing.  Some 


communities have benefited from youth 


and senior citizen programs,  


and new correctional facilities.


Recreation &  
Conservation
With help from all levels of  


government and support from  


the community, former bases  


have designated portions of  


their land for active and passive  


recreation and conservation  


activities, including parks,  


recreation, and open space,  


wildlife refuges, and other  


natural attractions.
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Williams Air Force Base
Mesa, Arizona


The Williams Gateway Airport Authority 


has been running a portion of Williams 


Air Force Base since it closed in 1993. 


Thanks to an Airport Master Layout 


Plan, funded by a Federal Aviation Ad-


ministration grant, the base is currently 


being used for Boeing’s T-38 Avionics 


Upgrade Program, a major air ambu-


lance service headquarters, a helicopter 


parts company, an aircraft painting 


service, restaurant, pilot shop, and more.


Mather Air Force Base
Sacramento, California


Since its closure in 1993, Mather Air 


Force Base has become Mather Field, 


“Where California Business Really Takes 


Off.” Its prime location and one of the 


country’s largest runways have made it 


an active air cargo hub for the Western 


United States and home to Airborne 


Express, Emery Worldwide, BAX Global, 


and the FAA Terminal Radar Approach 


Control Center (TRACON). Due in part 


to California’s LAMBRA tax incentives, 


the former base now employs nearly 


4,500 with its private companies, gov-


ernment agencies, nonprofits,  


and recreational facilities.


Oakland Military Complex
Oakland, California


Port of Oakland, the major seaport of 


Northern California, now occupies 528 


acres of the Oakland Military Complex, 


which closed in 1999. A 100-metric-ton 


whirly crane, together with a warehouse 


and 35-foot draft pier, comprise a 29-


acre break-bulk facility now held and 


operated by the Port in what is widely 


considered a model for the accelerated 


transfer of property.


Griffiss Air Force Base
Rome, New York


Griffiss Air Force Base has successfully 


attracted railroad, bus, and trucking 


companies since it closed in 1998.  


For example, Orion Bus Industries,  


a subsidiary of Daimler Chrysler, 


occupies nearly 24,000 square feet of 


space in order to modify new buses to 


comply with environmental emissions 


regulations.  In addition, 


a first-of-its-kind chrome 


powder coating facility, 


with 35 new employees, is 


slated to begin operations 


in 2006. 


Long Beach Naval Complex
Long Beach, California


The Long Beach Naval Complex, closed by 


1991 and 1995 base closure actions, has 


been redeveloped into the Port of Long 


Beach and Boeing Sea Launch facility.  


The reuse plan includes a marine cargo 


container facility and an intermodal rail 


yard.  The former naval shipyard includes a 


ship repair facility, a liquid bulk 


terminal, an expanded break-


bulk and neo-bulk terminal, 


and a police headquarters and 


training academy.


r a n s p o r t a t i o n


‘‘Griffiss Business and Technology Park is now home to more than  


40 private sector employers, with more than 3,300 people working here  


in the public and private sectors. In five years, we have replaced  


the civilian job loss caused by the base closure, and our regional  


economy continues to grow stronger every day.”


Steven J. DiMeo, President


Mohawk Valley EDGE 


Rome, New York







EE d u c a t i o n


Williams Air Force Base
Mesa, Arizona


Since the base’s closure in 1993, nearly 


4,000 students now use the Williams 


Campus in the non-airfield portion of 


the base with a projected growth of be-


tween 15,000 - 20,000 students by 2020! 


The students take part in educational 


and research activities at Arizona State 


University (ASU), Mesa Community Col-


lege, Chandler-Gilbert College,  


and several smaller schools. Major 


programs include aerospace technol- 


ogy, agribusiness, fire services, chip 


manufacturing, and professional golf.


Lowry Air Force Base
Denver, Colorado


Since 2002, the Colorado Community 


College System (CCCS) headquarters has 


occupied 153 acres and 1 million square 


feet of building space at the former 


Lowry AFB.  Academic programs at the 


Lowry Campus include Mechanical and 


Diesel programs; a Police Academy; 


Computer and Science; and the CCD 


Dental Clinic, serving over 600 patients 


annually.  CCCS also maintains a Profes-


sional Development and Conference 


Center.


 


Long Beach Naval Complex
Long Beach, California


Since the Naval Station and its Family Hous-


ing and Hospital complex closed  


in 1994, one 135-acre site has been trans-


formed into an education complex.  


In addition to a transitional housing facility 


for the homeless, the complex features 


facilities for 4,000 high school students, a 


$20 million Department of Labor Job  


Corps Center, and a $30 million technol-


ogy research facility for California State 


University.


‘‘The Lowry project has been considered a model of military base  


redevelopment nationwide . . . (it) has received numerous accolades, including 


Real Estate Project of the Year by the University of Denver Burns School of  


Real Estate and Construction Management, the Governor’s Smart Growth  


and Development Award, and Community of the Year by the Home  


Builders Association of Metropolitan Denver.”


Kristi Arellano


Denver Post 


Denver, Colorado
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Fitzsimons Army  
Medical Center
Aurora, Colorado


The Fitzsimons Redevelopment 


Authority was hard at work even  


before the 1999 closure of the  


Fitzsimons Army Medical Center.  


The first building of the Colorado 


Bioscience Park Aurora was com- 


pleted in 2000. It will offer start-up 


bioscience research firms close col- 


legial affiliation with the University’s 


Health Sciences Center (UCHSC).   


The UCHSC completed the 600,000 


square foot Anschutz Center for 


Advanced Medicine and the Rocky 


Mountain Lions Eye Institute and Eye 


Bank. In 2002, the Nighthorse Camp-


bell Native American Health Building 


and the Basic Science Research Com-


plex were also completed.  Though 


more than 1,600 jobs were lost when 


the Army Medical Center closed, the 


development program already has 


replaced 1,400 jobs, paving the way 


for a new “Health Sciences City” to 


replace the former military presence 


at Fitzsimons. 


Cecil Field Naval  
Air Station
Jacksonville, Florida


Cecil Field NAS, cleared of military 


personnel since 1999, now functions as a 


public airport  and provides facilities for 


aircraft maintenance and overall opera-


tions.  At the Cecil Commerce Center, 


over 1,400 people are now employed.  A 


key employer is the Florida Community 


College of Jacksonville’s Aviation Center 


of Excellence, consisting of 17,000 


square feet of classrooms and computer 


labs.


Charleston Naval  
Base Complex
Charleston, South Carolina


Closed in 1996, the Charleston  


Naval Base Complex benefited from  


its location on the Cooper River, acces-


sible via a 42-foot deep channel.  


It is now a major maritime industrial 


facility with five drydocks, 23 piers, and  


a marina. Additional facilities include an 


industrial park, office district, recreational 


facilities, and a community support district 


that provides space for Charleston-area 


social service agencies.


K.I. Sawyer Air Force Base
Marquette, Michigan


Even though its rural, far northern  


location presented significant obstacles,  


the K.I. Sawyer Air Force Base quickly cre-


ated more new jobs than the 788  


civilian positions lost when the base  


closed in 1995. Major tenants include 


American Eagle Airlines’ 250-employee 


regional aircraft maintenance center, Louisi-


ana-Pacific’s $30 million state- 


of-the-art lumber mill, and American 


Communication Network’s 165-employee 


customer service call center.


‘‘


o m m e r c e  &  I n d u s t r y


Fitzsimons’ closure has probrably been the best thing that has ever happended to the 


City of Aurora.  We’ve more than replaced the military employment and that’s just going to 


continue to increase.  Future employment at the former Army installation is projected to 


reach 30,000 jobs by 2020 .


Jill Sikora-Farnham


Acting Executive Director


Fitzsimons Redevelopment Authority 
Aurora, Colorado







Pease Air Force Base
Portsmouth, New Hampshire


Pease Air Force Base, the first to  


close under the 1988 Base Closure  


and Realignment Act, became the pio-


neer that others would follow.  


Since 1990, the former base has  


been transformed into a world- 


class industrial park, featuring over  


190 companies from biotechnology  


to telecommunication to a brewery,  


and six on-site educational institu- 


tions. It also boasts an international 


airport, with general aviation, cargo, 


aircraft maintenance, and a domestic/in-


ternational passenger terminal. 


Alameda Naval Air Station 
and Aviation Depot
Alameda, California


Since it closed in 1997, the Alameda Naval 


Air Station and Aviation Depot has been 


renamed Alameda Point and is home to a 


variety of uses including public recreation 


facilities, residential neighborhoods and 


mixed-use commercial/industrial develop-


ment.  Entertainment, movie production 


and related companies have also utilized 


the former hanager space to film box office 


motion pictures.


‘‘The Pease International Tradeport has far exceeded the number of jobs lost  


by the closure of Pease Air Force Base and will contribute to providing  


New Hampshire with economic stability for years to come.”


George Meyer


Former Executive Director


Pease Development Authority 
Portsmouth, New Hampshire
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Fort Benjamin Harrison
Indianapolis, Indiana


“Historic Fort Harrison, Creating  


a New Tradition” read the signs at  


the former Fort Benjamin Harrison.  


The City of Lawrence grew up around  


Fort Harrison, so its 1996 closure pre-


sented a unique opportunity to redefine 


the city’s identity, establish  


a new city center, and create balanced, 


interconnected, quality neighborhoods 


serving all city residents. The city suc-


cessfully brought together the  


best of the fort’s rich architectural heri-


tage with new, architecturally compat-


ible construction. This blend- 


ing of styles enabled the city to retain 


the fort’s historic identity and build- 


ings that date back to 1908. Also,  


the city will have a true downtown  


for the first time. To date, more  


than 1 million square feet of new  


residential and commercial con- 


struction has been completed  


or is under contract. 


Lowry Air Force Base
Denver, Colorado


Closed in 1994, Lowry Air Force Base 


now offers diverse neighborhoods  


and technical training facilities for  


the Denver area. Under the guidance  


of the Lowry Redevelopment Author- 


ity, the best aspects of traditional,  


balanced, city neighborhoods 


have been created at the former 


AFB.  Distinctive in their design, 


the neighborhoods include more  


than 800 acres of local parks 


and open space with small shops,  


business centers, and educational  


opportunities. Lowry offers a  


full-range of housing choices 


and opportunities.  They have 


successfully transformed a 


hangar to an ice arena and 


converted the former head-


quarters building to 261 


loft-style apartments.


Orlando Naval Training Center
Orlando, Florida


When the Orlando Naval Training Center 


closed in 1996, Central Florida business, 


education, and political leaders coordi- 


nated a ten-year development plan featuring 


several balanced neighborhoods totaling 


3,200 housing units, 350,000 square feet of 


commercial property, 1.5 million square feet 


of office space, and 240 acres of parkland. 


Though attention has been focused on new 


urbanism plans, some of the property is set 


aside for aviation multi-modal services and 


the VA, U.S. Customs Service, Florida Air 


National Guard, and Army Reserve.


Glenview Naval Air Station
Glenview, Illinois


As part of a $1.25 billion redevelopment 


project, developers are creating a 1.1 million 


square foot Town Center on the site of the 


former Glenview NAS, closed in 1995.  The 


mixed-use, pedestrian friendly Town Center 


will include 3,600 dwelling units, a 140-acre 


park, a 31 acre preserve, a 45-acre lake, two 


golf courses, a children’s museum, six miles of 


bike paths, and an additional 1 million square 


foot office park.‘‘


e w  N e i g h b o r h o o d s


First, build community consensus early in the project.  


When there are many stakeholders, you can have trouble reaching  


common ground. Secondly, build a reliable partnership with  


your agencies — in our case the Navy and environmental  


regulators. Thanks to careful organization, our area is  


almost 100% cleaned up to residential standards.”


Donald Owen
Director of Capital Projects and Planning 
Glenview, Illinois


N







and numerous small businesses and 


industries. 


Treasure Island  
Naval Station
San Francisco, California


Closed in 1997, the Treasure Island 


NAS currently leases 943 residential 


housing units with 218 of these 


designated for low-income families.  


A total of 2,800 dwelling units are ex-


pected as part of the redevelopment 


project to be built by 2015 with 30% 


set aside for low-income families.  


The 840 affordable housing units will 


‘‘Our greatest challenge was being able to take on the amount of  


property available and become self-sufficient in total operation.  


We accomplished this project through outstanding planning, superb  


execution, and the cooperation and support of the Air Force Reserve  


and the Air Force Base Conversion Agency, as well as  


local, state, and federal elected officials.”


Daniel Goddard


Grissom Redevelopment Authority 
Peru, Indiana


help alleviate the Bay Area’s severe 


shortage of affordable housing.


Seneca Army Depot
Romulus, New York


Even before the Seneca Army 


Depot officially closed, county of-


ficials undertook major initiatives:  


The renovation of 200 homes 


for affordable housing; and the 


creation of KidsPeace, a center for 


kids in crisis, featuring dormito-


ries, classrooms, a dining facility, 


recreation center and gymnasium.  


Already more than 1,200 jobs have 


been created through these and 


C o m m u n i t y  S u p p o r t  S e r v i c e sC
Many communities face a unique 


challenge to provide resources 


and support services for staff  


and residents. Former military 


base facilities can be adapted  


for specialized community ser- 


vices such as fire and police 


training, day care, police and  


fire stations, hurricane shelters, 


affordable housing, senior ser- 


vices, supplementary education 


for Head Start, and community 


health centers.


Chanute Air Force Base
Rantoul, Illinois


Since Chanute Air Force Base closed  


in 1993, the history of its military pres-


ence has been kept alive through  


the Octave Chanute Aerospace Museum. 


More than 40,000 people visit the 


160,000 square foot facility annually. 


Former military properties contribute 


significantly to the citizens’ quality  


of life through a fitness center, an arts 


and crafts center,  new soccer fields,  


a new aquatic center, a recreational  


lake and two public golf courses. Private 


holdings that increase the tax base 


and create jobs include Prairie Village 


Retirement Center, family housing 


developments, the Fanmarker Hotel 







‘‘We worked very, very strongly to try to keep the base (Fort Ord)  


here, but when that all changed, we were actually announced as a closure,  


the first thing we did was try to reorganize everybody into a different  


configuration, to deal with the closure.  We were realists.  We decided we had  


lost that particular battle, but we weren’t going to lose the war.


 Edith Johnsen


Supervisor  
Monterey County, California


RR
Fort Benjamin Harrison
Indianapolis, Indiana


Today, residents of greater  


Indianapolis and the city of  


Lawrence enjoy more than 1,500  


acres of the rolling scenic country- 


side that is now the only urban  


state park in Indiana. Adjacent  


to the park is a state-operated  


18-hole championship golf course. 


Fort Ord
Marina, California


Since the base’s closure in 1994,  


plans for mixed reuse of the facility  


have been guided by the Fort Ord  


Reuse Authority. Primary interest  


has been on eco-tourism, com- 


bining environmental attractions  


with economic development. To this  


end, the new education center and 


municipal airport are adjacent to  


golf courses and the 1,000-acre  


Fort Ord Dunes State Park, where  


endangered species and habitats  


are left undisturbed.


e c r e a t i o n  &  C o n s e r v a t i o n  


Pease Air Force Base
Portsmouth, New Hampshire


The last military personnel left  


Pease Air Force Base in 1991, and  


the state-created Pease Development 


Authority went right to work build- 


ing a world-class industrial park and 


international airport.  Additionally,  


the U.S. Fish & Wildlife Service designat-


ed 1,054-acres as the Great Bay National 


Wildlife Refuge so that the shoreline 


would only be populated  


by the federally protected bald eagle, 


peregrine falcon, and other wildlife.







TTh e  R e s u l t s  A r e  I n


Though the closing of a military base can seem like an ending, it can  


also be the start of something new and more successful. Communities  


across the country are finding out that, indeed, anything is possible!


Renewed Confidence
Strong leadership, consensus planning, and job creation breed success  


and help a community regain confidence in its future.


A More Diversified and Stable Economy
The influx of new business, industry, space, and services to  


a community can stimulate economic growth. Communities  


often find that, when a base closes, more is gained than lost!


Tax Base Expansion
As a community offers more jobs and opportunities, the  


growing tax base enables a broadening of community facili- 


ties and services – along with an improved quality of life.


High-Quality, High-Paying Jobs
Successful BRAC projects mean that civilian employees often  


gain more upward mobility than was previously afforded, as  


well as higher salaries and new places to turn for retraining  


and education. 


Public and Private Reinvestment
When community leaders find creative ways to use closed military  


bases, everyone wins. New initiatives inspire both the township and  


its corporations to invest in their future.







‘‘The Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) has been ‘helping communities 


help themselves’ in response to BRAC for more than 45 years.  It is clear from our 


experiences that economic recovery process is more difficult without a genuine 


partnership between the Military Departments and the affected communities 


during the base closure and property disposal phases.  Likewise, it is important 


to recognize that this necessary Military-community partnership needs to be 


flexible and adapt to the specific market forces found at each location.  No two 


communities are alike; local economic adjustment is never routine.


The successful base redevelopment and economic adjustment activity 


presented in this publication is a testament to what local leadership, assisted by 


OEA’s adaptive program of financial and technical assistance, can achieve when 


confronting the tasks of determining and implementing civilian use of a former 


military base, often one of the greatest challenges a community will face.”


Patrick J. O’Brien


Director 
Office of Economic Adjustment


HH e l p i n g  C o m m u n i t i e s  
     H e l p  T h e m s e l v e s







The impact of a military base closure is felt most dramatically at the local  


level. Since 1988, more than 110 communities across the country have had to  


marshal scarce community resources to replace lost jobs with new economic  


activity and turn military dependency into civilian self-reliance. 


But such communities are not alone. Since 1970s, the 22 Federal departments  


and agencies of the President’s Economic Adjustment Committee have provided  


support to state and local governments.  Since 1988, more than $1.96 billion  


in financial aid and countless hours of technical assistance were made available. 


The Department of Defense’s Office of Economic Adjustment (OEA) was estab- 


lished in 1961 to manage the Defense Economic Adjustment Program. It has helped  


more than 300 communities adjust to military base closings and force structure  


realignments. In the most recent rounds of base realignments and closures, OEA  


provided the means to: (a) organize in response to the challenge, (b) plan  


creative solutions for the adaptive reuse or redevelopment of surplus Federal  


property and assets, and (c) implement the community’s redevelopment plan.  


This three-stage economic adjustment has proven to be a successful model.


Here are eight steps to stay on track …


1) Organize to suit the task.


2) Assess strengths, weaknesses, opportunities, and threats.


3) Determine a competitive advantage.


4) Develop a comprehensive adjustment strategy.


5) Prepare a property redevelopment plan.


6) Build necessary linkages, networks, and systems.


7) Secure public and private resources.


8) Implement strategies and plans.


Today, results are apparent everywhere as communities proudly boast of their successful transition to centers of commerce and industry, 


higher education, research, and technology. Most important, the former bases have been reabsorbed into the fabric of the community, 


forming livable neighborhoods and creating new opportunities for stronger, more diversified, and healthier communities.


WW h e r e  t o  B e g i n ?







The closure of a base creates the opportunity for a local community to reuse large parcels of land, surplus personal property, and military 


buildings in ways not previously envisioned. To assist communities with their adjustment period, the Office of Economic Adjustment  


periodically publishes community guidance manuals. For more on information contained herein, please contact:


       Office of Economic Adjustment


       400 Army Navy Drive, Suite 200


       Arlington, Virginia 22202


           703.604.6020


www.oea.gov
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As of September 30, 2004, DOD had transferred about 72 percent of 504,000 
acres of unneeded BRAC property to other entities. This amount represents 
an increase over the 42 percent that GAO previously reported in April 2002 
and is primarily attributable to two large property transfers. When leased 
acreage is added to the transferred property, the amount of unneeded BRAC 
property in reuse rises to 90 percent. Transfer of the remaining acreage has 
been delayed primarily because of environmental cleanup requirements. 
 
Disposition of Unneeded BRAC Acreage 


10% Untransferred   49,000


18%
Untransferred (but leased)   91,000


20%
Transferred to federal
entities   100,000


52%


Transferred to nonfederal
entities   264,000


Source: GAO's analysis of DOD data.


Total acreage = 504,000


•


•


• •


 
DOD data show that the department had generated an estimated $28.9 billion 
in net savings or cost avoidances from the prior BRAC rounds through fiscal 
year 2003 and expects to save about $7 billion each year thereafter. These 
savings reflect money that DOD would likely have spent to operate military 
bases had they remained open. Although the savings are substantial, GAO 
found that the estimates are imprecise because the military services have not 
updated them regularly despite GAO’s prior reported concerns on this issue. 
This issue needs to be addressed in the 2005 round. Further, the estimates do 
not reflect all BRAC-related costs, such as $1.9 billion incurred by DOD and 
other federal agencies for redevelopment assistance. 
 
While estimated costs for environmental cleanup at BRAC sites remain 
within the range of prior estimates, these costs may increase if unknown or 
undetermined future cleanup liabilities, such as additional unexploded 
ordnance or other harmful contaminants, emerge. Through fiscal year 2003, 
DOD had spent about $8.3 billion on BRAC environmental cleanup. It 
expects to spend another $3.6 billion to complete the cleanup work.  
 
While most nearby communities have recovered or continue to recover from 
base closures, they, as well as other communities, have felt some impact 
from the recent economic downturn where the strength of the national, 
regional, or local economy can affect recovery efforts. Yet, key economic 
indicators—unemployment rates and average annual real per capita income 
growth rates—show that BRAC communities are generally faring well when 
compared with average U.S. rates. Of 62 communities that GAO studied, 
69 percent had unemployment rates equal to or lower than the U.S. average 
and 48 percent had income growth rates higher than the national average. 


As the Department of Defense 
(DOD) prepares for the 2005 base 
realignment and closure (BRAC) 
round, questions continue to be 
raised about the transfer and 
environmental cleanup of 
unneeded property arising from the 
prior four BRAC rounds and their 
impact on cost and savings and on 
local economies.  
 
This report, which is being issued 
to the defense authorization 
committees that have oversight 
responsibility over defense 
infrastructure, describes DOD’s 
progress in implementing prior 
BRAC postclosure actions. It 
addresses (1) the transfer of 
unneeded base property to other 
users, (2) the magnitude of the net 
savings accruing from the prior 
rounds, (3) estimated costs for 
environmental cleanup of BRAC 
property, and (4) the economic 
recovery of communities affected 
by base closures. 


What GAO Recommends  


Although GAO is making no 
recommendations in this report, it 
believes its prior recommendation 
on the need for a DOD-wide 
systematic approach for updating 
savings estimates for the 2005 
round, along with an oversight 
mechanism to ensure that updates 
are accomplished, remains valid.  
 
DOD provided technical comments 
on a draft of this report and 
concurred with the need to 
improve accounting for savings 
from the 2005 BRAC round. 



http://www.gao.gov/cgi-bin/getrpt?GAO-05-138

http://www.gao.gov/cgi-bin/getrpt?GAO-05-138





 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Page i GAO-05-138  Military Base Closures 


Letter  1 


Results in Brief 3 
Background 5 
Most Unneeded BRAC Property Had Been Transferred 10 
BRAC Net Savings Are Substantial but Imprecise 20 
Environmental Cleanup Cost Estimates Have Remained Near Prior 


Projected Estimates but May Change 25 
Most Communities Have Recovered or Are Recovering from the 


Economic Impact of BRAC 29 
Concluding Observations 31 
Agency Comments 32 


Appendix I Scope and Methodology 33 


 


Appendix II Civilian Jobs Lost and Created at Major BRAC 


Locations during the Prior Four BRAC Rounds 35 


 


Appendix III Average Unemployment Rates of BRAC-Affected 


Areas Compared with the U.S. Average Rate 38 


 


Appendix IV Average Annual Real Per Capita Income Growth 


Rates of BRAC-Affected Areas Compared with the 


U.S. Average Rate 42 


 


Appendix V Comments from the Department of Defense 45 


 


Appendix VI Key Prior GAO Reports on DOD’s Base 


Realignments and Closures 46 


 


Contents 







 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Page ii GAO-05-138  Military Base Closures 


Appendix VII GAO Contact and Staff Acknowledgments 48 


 


Tables 


Table 1: Projected Future Environmental Cleanup Costs for 
Selected BRAC Installations (Fiscal Year 2004 
and Beyond) 14 


Table 2: Major Transfers of BRAC Property by Service (as of 
September 30, 2004) 18 


Table 3: Civilian Jobs Lost and Created at Major BRAC Locations 
(as of October 31, 2003) 35 


 


Figures 


Figure 1: DOD’s Usual Procedures for Transferring Property 6 
Figure 2: BRAC Property Transfers as Reported in 2002 and 2004 11 
Figure 3: Disposition of Unneeded BRAC Acreage 12 
Figure 4: Methods Used to Transfer Unneeded BRAC Acreage to 


Nonfederal Entities 17 
Figure 5: Cumulative BRAC Cost and Savings Estimates for the 


Prior Rounds through Fiscal Year 2003 21 
Figure 6: Costs Incurred for Prior BRAC Rounds through 


Fiscal Year 2003 22 
Figure 7: Estimated Savings Breakout for Prior BRAC Rounds 


through Fiscal Year 2003 23 
Figure 8: Comparison of the Percentage of BRAC-Affected 


Communities at or below the Average National 
Unemployment Rate over Time 30 


Figure 9: Comparison of 2004 Unemployment Rates of 
24 BRAC-Affected Locations West of the Mississippi River 
with the U.S. Rate 39 


Figure 10: Comparison of 2004 Unemployment Rates of 
38 BRAC-Affected Locations East of the Mississippi River 
with the U.S. Rate 41 


Figure 11: Comparison of Average Annual Real Per Capita Income 
Growth Rates of 24 BRAC-Affected Locations West of the 
Mississippi River with the U.S. Rate (1999-2001) 43 


Figure 12: Comparison of Average Annual Real Per Capita Income 
Growth Rates of 38 BRAC-Affected Locations East of the 
Mississippi River with the U.S. Rate (1999-2001) 44 







 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


 


Page iii GAO-05-138  Military Base Closures 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Abbreviations 


BRAC  base realignment and closure  
CERCLA Comprehensive Environmental Response, Compensation,  


  and Liability Act 
DERP  Defense Environmental Restoration Program 
DOD  Department of Defense 
MEC  munitions and explosives of concern 
USARSO U.S. Army South 
USFWS U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service 
UXO  unexploded ordnance 
 


This is a work of the U.S. government and is not subject to copyright protection in the 
United States. It may be reproduced and distributed in its entirety without further 
permission from GAO. However, because this work may contain copyrighted images or 
other material, permission from the copyright holder may be necessary if you wish to 
reproduce this material separately. 







 


Page 1 GAO-05-138  Military Base Closures 


January 13, 2005 


The Honorable John W. Warner 
Chairman 
The Honorable Carl Levin 
Ranking Minority Member 
Committee on Armed Services 
United States Senate 


The Honorable Duncan L. Hunter 
Chairman 
The Honorable Ike Skelton 
Ranking Minority Member 
Committee on Armed Services 
House of Representatives 


While the Department of Defense (DOD) is currently preparing for the 
2005 base realignment and closure (BRAC) round, it continues its work on 
completing actions, such as the environmental cleanup and transfer of 
unneeded property, arising from the base realignments and closures from 
the 1988, 1991, 1993, and 1995 rounds. By the end of the 6-year 
implementation period1 of the last round in fiscal year 2001, the 
department had significantly reduced its domestic infrastructure through 
the realignment and closure of hundreds of bases in these rounds and had 
reportedly generated billions in net savings or cost avoidances during the 
process. Although these closure and realignment actions have been 
completed, DOD continues the process of cleaning up environmentally 
contaminated former base sites and transferring unneeded property to 
other users; questions continue to be raised concerning progress with 
these actions as well as cost and savings estimates for these rounds. At the 
same time, the communities surrounding the former defense bases have 
often faced long-term challenges in the economic recovery process arising 
out of these prior closure rounds. 


                                                                                                                                    
1 The implementation period is the time allotted (6 years for the 1991, 1993, and 1995 
rounds) for actual base realignments or closures following approval of such recommended 
actions. Actions related to disposing of BRAC properties, such as environmental cleanup 
and transfer of properties determined to be surplus to DOD needs, can extend beyond 
that time. 
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This report is the third in a series of reports that details the progress DOD 
has made in implementing the closures and realignments in the prior 
BRAC rounds. We performed our work on the basis of the authority of the 
Comptroller General to evaluate U.S. governmental programs2 and are 
reporting the results to you because of your oversight role of DOD’s 
infrastructure and the BRAC initiative. In our last update in 2002,3 we 
concluded that most former unneeded base properties had not yet been 
transferred to other users, the closure process was generating substantial 
savings (although the savings estimates were imprecise), the total 
expected environmental cleanup costs were still within range of the cost 
estimates made in 1996, and most communities surrounding closed bases 
were faring well economically in relation to key national economic 
indicators. In this report we updated those findings by addressing 
(1) DOD’s progress in transferring unneeded base property to other users, 
(2) the magnitude of the estimated net savings accruing from the prior 
four BRAC rounds, (3) DOD’s costs to date and estimated future costs for 
environmental cleanup on former base property, and (4) the economic 
recovery of communities affected by base closures. 


To update this information, we compared recent data on overall property 
transfers, BRAC costs and savings, environmental cleanup costs, and key 
economic indicators for BRAC-affected communities with previously 
reported data. In performing our work, we also interviewed DOD and 
military service officials to clarify issues and obtain additional 
documentation. We determined that the data we received from DOD and 
other government agencies were sufficiently reliable for meeting our 
reporting objectives. We conducted our work between November 2003 and 
October 2004 in accordance with generally accepted government auditing 
standards. Further details on the scope and methodology are described in 
appendix I. 


 


                                                                                                                                    
2 31 U.S.C. § 7.17. 


3 GAO, Military Base Closures: Progress in Completing Actions from Prior Realignments 


and Closures, GAO-02-433 (Washington, D.C.: Apr. 5, 2002). 



http://www.gao.gov/cgi-bin/getrpt?GAO-02-433
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As of September 30, 2004, DOD data show that about 72 percent (about 
364,000 acres) of the approximately 504,000 acres of unneeded BRAC 
property from the prior four rounds had been transferred to other federal 
and nonfederal entities,4 representing an increase over the 42 percent 
transfer rate that we reported in April 2002. The increase is primarily 
attributable to large property transfers at two bases. When leased acreage 
is added to property that has already been transferred, the amount of 
unneeded BRAC property that is in reuse rises to 90 percent. However, 
leased property is not permanently transferred, and many parcels have 
pending cleanup actions or other issues to resolve before permanent 
transfer can take place. About 140,000 acres have not yet been transferred, 
primarily because of delays resulting from environmental cleanup 
requirements, which DOD is obligated to address to assure that former 
base property is cleaned up to a level safe for its intended reuse. The 
military is working closely with communities impacted by BRAC to 
expedite the transfer and reuse of the remaining unneeded former base 
property. 


Based on our analysis of DOD data, the department had generated 
substantial net estimated savings (estimated total savings minus costs) of 
about $28.9 billion through fiscal year 2003 from the prior four closure 
rounds, and it expects to save about $7 billion annually thereafter. Our 
work has shown that these savings actually reflect cost avoidances, that is, 
money that DOD would likely have needed to operate BRAC bases had 
they remained open. At the same time, our reviews have found that the 
savings estimates are imprecise and are rough approximations of the likely 
savings, in part because the military services have not regularly updated 
their estimates over time and because DOD’s accounting systems are not 
oriented toward identifying and tracking savings. Because the 
implementation of BRAC actions may vary from the original plans, we 
expressed concern in prior reports regarding the need for periodically 
updating savings estimates to provide more accurate reports for DOD and 
congressional decision makers. In addition, imprecision exists because 
some costs associated with BRAC, including about $1.9 billion incurred by 
DOD and other federal agencies for redevelopment assistance, are not 
reflected in the savings estimates while some other costs attributed to 
BRAC, such as environmental cleanup, may have occurred had the bases 
remained open. 


                                                                                                                                    
4 In this report, “transferred property” refers to property that has been deeded to another 
user; it does not include leased property. 


Results in Brief 
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While estimated environmental cleanup costs at BRAC sites have not 
changed significantly from prior reported estimates, they are still subject 
to some fluctuations because of unknown or undetermined future cleanup 
liabilities or improved cleanup techniques. According to DOD data, the 
department had spent about $8.3 billion on environmental cleanup at 
BRAC sites through fiscal year 2003, and it estimates spending an 
additional $3.6 billion to complete its cleanup work in future years, for an 
overall estimated total of $11.9 billion. The estimated liability for fiscal 
year 2004 and beyond is about $1 billion less than DOD previously 
projected for fiscal year 2003 and beyond. The decrease is attributable 
primarily to DOD spending about $761 million in fiscal year 2003 for 
environmental cleanup and further refinement of estimates at various 
BRAC locations. 


While some communities surrounding closed bases are faring better than 
others, most have recovered or are continuing to recover from the impact 
of BRAC, with more mixed results recently, allowing for some negative 
impact from the economic downturn nationwide in recent years. DOD data 
show that almost 72 percent of local DOD civilian jobs that were lost on 
bases as a result of realignments and closures have been replaced. Two 
key economic indicators—the unemployment rate and the average annual 
real per capita income growth rate—show that BRAC communities are 
generally doing well when compared with average U.S. rates. 
Unemployment rates for BRAC-affected communities have consistently 
compared favorably with the national average since the first round in 1988. 
Since 2002, given the economic downturn nationwide, almost all of the 
62 communities we reviewed experienced increased unemployment, 
although 69 percent had average unemployment rates equal to or lower 
than the U.S. rate, as compared to 71 percent in 2002. Just under half 
(48 percent) of these communities had average real per capita income 
growth rates higher than the U.S. rate for the reporting period 1999-2001. 
For the reporting period 1996-1999 discussed in our last report, just over 
half (53 percent) had growth rates higher than the national average. Still, 
as compared to 2002, the per capita income growth rates decreased for 
almost 75 percent of all BRAC-affected communities. As we have reported 
in the past, the recovery process has not necessarily been easy with the 
strength of the national, regional, and local economies having a significant 
bearing on the recovery of any particular community facing a BRAC 
closure. 


Although we are making no recommendations in this report, we believe 
that our prior recommendation in April 2002 regarding the need for a 
DOD-wide systematic approach for the periodic updating of savings 
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estimates for the 2005 round, along with an oversight mechanism to ensure 
these updates are accomplished, remains valid. While DOD has stated its 
intent to do so, it has not developed such an approach to date. In 
commenting on a draft of this report, DOD concurred with the need to 
improve the department’s procedures for accounting for savings from the 
2005 BRAC round. 


 
To enable DOD to close unneeded bases and realign others, Congress 
enacted legislation that instituted BRAC rounds in 1988, 1991, 1993, and 
1995.5 A special commission established for the 1988 round made 
realignment and closure recommendations to the Senate and House 
Committees on Armed Services. For the 1991, 1993, and 1995 rounds, 
special BRAC Commissions were set up, as required by legislation, to 
make specific recommendations to the President, who in turn sent the 
commissions’ recommendations and his approval to Congress. The four 
commissions generated 499 recommendations—97 major closures and 
hundreds of smaller base realignments, closures, and other actions.6 Of the 
499 recommendations, 451 required action; the other 48 were modified in 
some way by a later commission. DOD was required to complete BRAC 
realignment and closure actions for the 1988 round by September 30, 1995, 
and for the 1991, 1993, and 1995 rounds within 6 years from the date the 
President forwarded the recommended actions to Congress. DOD reported 
that as of September 30, 2001, it had taken all necessary actions to 
implement the recommendations of the BRAC Commissions for the 


                                                                                                                                    
5 The 1988 round was completed under the Defense Authorization Amendments and Base 
Closure and Realignment Act (P.L. 100-526, Title II, Oct. 24, 1988, as amended). The last 
three rounds were completed under the Defense Base Closure and Realignment Act of 1990 
(P.L. 101-510, Title XXIX, Nov. 5, 1990, as amended). 


6 The number of recommendations may vary depending on how they are categorized. In 
this report, the recommendations include closures, realignments, disestablishments, 
relocations, and redirections. In a closure, all missions that are carried out at a base either 
cease or relocate, while in a realignment, a base remains open but loses and sometimes 
gains missions. “Disestablishments” and “relocations” refer to missions; those 
disestablished cease operations, while those relocated are moved to another base. 
“Redirections” refer to cases in which a BRAC Commission changes the recommendation 
of a previous commission. 


Background 
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four rounds.7 As a result, DOD estimated that it had reduced its domestic 
infrastructure by about 20 percent. 


While DOD has closed or realigned bases as recommended by the various 
BRAC Commissions, other actions, such as the cleanup of environmentally 
contaminated property and the subsequent transfer of unneeded property 
to other users, were allowed to continue beyond the 6-year 
implementation period for each round. Once DOD no longer needs BRAC 
property, the property is considered excess and is offered to other federal 
agencies. As shown in figure 1, any property that is not taken by other 
federal agencies is then considered surplus and is disposed of through a 
variety of means to state and local governments, local redevelopment 
authorities,8 or private parties. 


Figure 1: DOD’s Usual Procedures for Transferring Property 


 
The various methods as noted in figure 1 to convey unneeded property to 
parties external to the U.S. government are targeted, in many cases, to a 
particular end-use for the property. For example, under a public benefit 
conveyance, state and local governments and local redevelopment 
authorities acquire surplus DOD property for such purposes as schools, 


                                                                                                                                    
7 The 1995 BRAC round recommendation to close family housing units on Fort Buchanan, 
Puerto Rico, was not implemented because DOD’s Appropriations Act for Fiscal Year 1999 
(P.L. 105-262) authorized the Secretary of Defense to retain all or a portion of the units in 
support of the U.S. Army South’s (USARSO) relocation from Panama to Fort Buchanan. On 
September 30, 2003, USARSO officially completed a further restationing from Puerto Rico 
to Texas. 


8 A local redevelopment authority is any authority or instrumentality established by a state 
or local government and recognized by the Secretary of Defense, through the Office of 
Economic Adjustment, as the entity responsible for developing the redevelopment plan 
with respect to an installation or for directing implementation of the (land reuse) plan.  


Excess Surplus


Other
defense
activities


Other
federal
agencies


Public benefit conveyance
 Economic development conveyance
  Conservation conveyance
   Lease termination/expiration
    Negotiated and public sale
         Reversion
      Special legislation


Source: GAO.
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parks, and airports for little or no cost. Under an economic development 
conveyance, property is transferred for uses that promote economic 
recovery and job creation. Conservation conveyances, which were 
recently introduced in the Bob Stump National Defense Authorization Act 
for Fiscal Year 2003,9 provide for the transfer of property to qualified not-
for-profit groups for natural resource and conservation purposes. Property 
can, in other cases, also be conveyed to nonfederal parties through the 
other cited methods as shown in figure 1 without regard, in many cases, to 
a particular end-use. Property can, for example, be sold or special 
congressional legislation can dictate transfer to a particular entity. 


In the early years of BRAC, DOD was projecting higher revenue from 
land sales than it subsequently experienced. DOD had originally projected 
about $4.7 billion in revenue from such sales for the four closure rounds; 
however, according to the fiscal year 2005 budget, total land sales and 
related revenue were about $595 million for those rounds. The decrease in 
expected sales is attributable primarily to national policy changes and 
legislation that emphasize assisting communities that are losing bases. 
Nonetheless, in recent years the Navy has expressed a renewed interest in 
the sale of BRAC property with the sale of some unneeded property at the 
former Tustin Marine Corps Air Station in California for $208.5 million. 
Moreover, the Navy has also indicated that it intends to sell portions of the 
former Naval Station Roosevelt Roads10 in Puerto Rico. To what extent 
sales will play more of a role in disposing of unneeded property arising 
from the 2005 BRAC round remains to be seen. 


Reducing excess infrastructure and generating savings for the department 
were the key reasons for conducting the prior BRAC rounds. The net 
savings for implementing BRAC actions are arrived at by deducting the 
costs necessary to implement those actions from the estimated savings 
generated by the resulting reduction in excess infrastructure. 
These savings are most often cost avoidances—costs that DOD might have 
incurred if BRAC actions had not taken place. Some of the savings are 
one-time (e.g., canceled military construction projects), but most often 
represent an avoidance of recurring spending (e.g., personnel reductions). 
In this respect, eliminating or reducing recurring base support 


                                                                                                                                    
9 P.L. 107-314, § 2811, 2812 (Dec. 2, 2002). 


10 While Naval Station Roosevelt Roads was closed under special legislation (P.L. 108-87 
§ 8132 (Sept. 30, 2003)) rather than under the prior BRAC rounds, the legislation directed 
that the disposal of the property follow the BRAC property disposal process.  
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(e.g., physical security, fire protection, utilities, property maintenance, 
accounting, payroll, and a variety of other services) costs at closed and 
realigned bases is a major component of BRAC savings. The value of these 
recurring savings has become the largest and most important portion of 
BRAC’s overall estimated savings. 


DOD must comply with cleanup standards and processes under applicable 
laws, regulations, and executive orders in conducting assessments and 
cleanup of its unneeded base property. The time needed to accomplish 
cleanup activities can extend many years beyond the 6 years allowed 
under BRAC legislation for ceasing military operations and closing bases. 
The status of cleanup efforts can also affect the transfer of title from DOD 
to other users. The Comprehensive Environmental Response, 
Compensation, and Liability Act (CERCLA11) provides the framework for 
responding to most contamination problems resulting from hazardous 
waste disposal practices, leaks, spills, or other activity that has created a 
public health or environmental risk. DOD performs its cleanups in 
coordination with regulatory agencies and, as appropriate, with other 
potentially responsible parties, including current property owners. While 
CERCLA had originally authorized property transfers only after cleanup 
actions had been taken, the act was amended in 199612 to expedite transfer 
of contaminated property under certain conditions under a so-called early 
transfer authority. While use of this authority does allow for the possible 
concurrent cleanup and reuse of the property, the requirement remains 
that contaminated sites must be cleaned up to ensure that transferred 
BRAC property is not harmful to human health or the environment and 
that it can support new use. 


 
We have reported on base closure issues from the prior BRAC rounds on 
several occasions (see app. VI). Although some of our reports have 
focused on concerns about implementation actions at a specific location, 
in December 1998 and April 2002 we issued two broader BRAC status 
reports addressing DOD-wide closure issues.13 These reports discussed the 
magnitude and precision of cost and savings estimates, the progress of 


                                                                                                                                    
11 42 U.S.C. § 9601 et. seq. 


12 42 U.S.C. § 9620(h)(3)(c). 


13 GAO-02-433 and GAO, Military Bases: Status of Prior Base Realignment and Closure 


Rounds, GAO/NSIAD-99-36 (Washington, D.C.: Dec. 11, 1998). 


Prior GAO Reports Have 
Addressed BRAC Issues 



http://www.gao.gov/cgi-bin/getrpt?GAO-02-433

http://www.gao.gov/cgi-bin/getrpt?GAO/NSIAD-99-36
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environmental cleanup and property transfer, and the impact on 
communities and their recovery. We also issued reports in July and 
August 2001 that updated closure-related implementation data and 
reaffirmed the primary results of our prior work.14 A brief summary of 
these reports is as follows: 


• In our December 1998 report, we concluded that BRAC actions were on 
track. Cost and savings estimates were substantial but not precise because 
the services had not routinely updated their savings estimates, as they had 
their cost estimates. Environmental cleanup was progressing, but it was 
costly and time consuming. Property disposal was progressing slowly 
because of factors that were not completely under DOD’s control and that 
were difficult to manage, such as identifying recipients for the property 
and associated transfer planning and addressing environmental concerns. 
Most communities where bases had closed were recovering, and a 
majority was faring well economically relative to key national economic 
indicators. 


• In our July 2001 report, we concluded that estimated BRAC net savings 
had reportedly increased to $15.5 billion from the $14 billion we reported 
in our December 1998 report. Accumulated savings began to surpass 
accumulated costs in fiscal year 1998. We observed that BRAC savings 
were real and substantial, but limitations existed in DOD’s effort to track 
costs and savings that affect the precision of its estimates. 


• In our August 2001 report, we concluded that BRAC closing and 
realignment actions were essentially completed, but the subsequent 
transfer of unneeded base property was only partially completed. 
Environmental cleanup was progressing but would require many years to 
fully complete. Most communities were recovering from the economic 
impacts of base closures because of several factors, such as a strong 
national or regional economy and federal assistance programs. 


• In our April 2002 report, we concluded that most (about 58 percent) 
former unneeded base property had not yet been transferred to other 
users, the closure process was generating substantial savings (about 
$16.7 billion, although the savings estimates were imprecise), the total 
expected environmental cleanup costs were still within range of the cost 
estimates made in 1996, and most communities surrounding closed bases 
were faring well economically in relation to key national economic 
indicators. 


                                                                                                                                    
14 GAO, Military Base Closures: Overview of Economic Recovery, Property Transfer, 


and Environmental Cleanup, GAO-01-1054T (Washington, D.C.: Aug. 28, 2001) and 
GAO, Military Base Closures: DOD’s Updated Net Savings Estimate Remains 


Substantial, GAO-01-971 (Washington, D.C.: July 31, 2001). 



http://www.gao.gov/cgi-bin/getrpt?GAO-01-1054T

http://www.gao.gov/cgi-bin/getrpt?GAO-01-971
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As of September 30, 2004, nearly 72 percent (364,000 acres) of the 
approximately 504,000 acres15 of unneeded BRAC property from the prior 
rounds had been transferred to other federal or nonfederal entities. When 
leased land is added to this acreage, the amount of unneeded BRAC 
property that is in reuse increases to 90 percent. The remaining 
untransferred property (140,000 acres) has not been transferred primarily 
because of environmental cleanup issues. DOD has used and continues to 
use several methods to transfer property and expedite its reuse. 


 
Of the approximately 504,000 unneeded acres available for disposal 
external to DOD, 72 percent had been transferred to either federal or 
nonfederal entities, while 28 percent, including leased acreage, remains in 
DOD’s inventory. DOD has made progress in transferring property in the 
aggregate since our 2002 report, having increased the transfer rate from 
42 percent to 72 percent (see fig. 2). The transfers of property at the Naval 
Air Facility in Adak, Alaska, and the Sierra Army Depot, California, are the 
largest transfers since our April 2002 report, accounting for a combined 
total of nearly 129,000 acres. A breakdown of the current status of 
unneeded BRAC property shows that (1) 52 percent had been transferred 
to nonfederal entities, (2) 20 percent had been transferred to other federal 
agencies, (3) 18 percent had been leased but not transferred, and 
(4) 10 percent was untransferred and is awaiting future disposition 
(see fig. 3). 


                                                                                                                                    
15 The unneeded acreage does not include property at the Pueblo Chemical Depot, 
Colorado, and the Umatilla Chemical Depot, Oregon, which, although designated as 
unneeded, will not be available for further disposition until the chemical demilitarization 
mission at these bases is completed. 


Most Unneeded BRAC 
Property Had Been 
Transferred 


Transfer of Unneeded 
BRAC Property Is More 
Than Two-Thirds Complete 







 


 


 


Page 11 GAO-05-138  Military Base Closures 


Figure 2: BRAC Property Transfers as Reported in 2002 and 2004 


Note: Acreage shown may vary slightly from our previous reports. As property is transferred, more 
accurate surveys are being completed, which changes the amount of available acres from one year to 
another. Further, some acreage initially declared excess has been retained by DOD, thus decreasing 
the acreage available for transfer. 
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Figure 3: Disposition of Unneeded BRAC Acreage 


Note: As part of the BRAC process, DOD retained an additional 343,000 acres at closing and 
realigning bases as needed for reserve component use. Most of this property was converted from 
active component management to the reserve component and is located at several Army bases, 
including Fort Hunter Liggett, California; Fort Chaffee, Arkansas; Fort Pickett, Virginia; Fort Dix, New 
Jersey; and Fort McClellan, Alabama. 


 
Even though DOD has 140,000 acres of its BRAC property remaining to be 
transferred, much of this land is in long-term lease with other users. 
Altogether, the services have nearly 91,000 acres (65 percent) of their 
untransferred property under lease, leaving 49,000 acres (35 percent) that 
has not been transferred and not in reuse. The department expects that 
this property will eventually be transferred to nonfederal users. Leased 
property, while not transferred to the user, can afford the user and DOD 
some benefits. Communities, for example, can opt for leasing, while 
awaiting final environmental cleanup, as an interim measure to promote 
property reuse and job creation. And, DOD can often gain an advantage, in 
some cases, as the communities assume responsibility and pay for 
protecting and maintaining the property. By adding leased acres to the 
number of transferred acres, the amount of unneeded BRAC property in 
reuse rises to 90 percent. 
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As we have reported in the past, environmental cleanup constraints have 
and continue to delay the services from rapidly transferring unneeded 
BRAC property. Army data show that about 82 percent of its approximate 
101,000 untransferred acres has some kind of environmental impediment, 
such as unexploded ordnance (UXO)16 or some level of chemical 
contamination that requires cleanup before transfer can take place. Navy 
data show that about 65 percent of the Navy’s almost 13,000 untransferred 
acres could not be transferred because of environmental reasons. 
Likewise, about 98 percent of the Air Force’s approximately 24,000 
untransferred acres is due to environmental cleanup issues. Table 1 shows 
those BRAC installations with untransferred acreage that had substantial 
estimated costs for fiscal year 2004 and beyond for completing 
environmental cleanup actions. The estimated completion costs for these 
BRAC installations account for nearly 60 percent of DOD’s future BRAC 
environmental cleanup estimates for the previous rounds. Further detail 
on environmental costs for BRAC property is included in the next section 
of this report. 


                                                                                                                                    
16 Ordnance that remains unexploded either through malfunction or design and can injure 
personnel or damage material. Types of UXO include bombs, missiles, rockets, artillery 
rounds, ammunition, or mines. DOD, Defense Environmental Restoration Program 


Annual Report to Congress—Fiscal Year 2003 (Washington, D.C., April 2004), Appendix F, 
page F-21. In this report UXO also refers to munitions and explosives of concern (MEC). 
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Table 1: Projected Future Environmental Cleanup Costs for Selected BRAC Installations (Fiscal Year 2004 and Beyond)  


Dollars in millions    


Service Base 
Affected  


acres 
Estimated future 


costs for cleanup


Air Force McClellan Air Force Base, Calif. 1,739 $772.7


Army Ft. Ord, Calif. 14,088 321.7


Air Force Kelly Air Force Base, Tex. 1,333 208.7


Air Force Castle Air Force Base, Calif. 2,010 150.4


Navy Alameda Naval Air Station, Naval Aviation Depot, Calif. 2,599 138.2


Air Force Mather Air Force Base, Calif. 1,747 107.5


Air Force Loring Air Force Base, Maine 1,050 106.7


Navy Hunters Point, Calif. 792 71.9


Army Seneca Army Depot, N.Y. 1,789 71.6


Army Savanna Depot Activity, Ill. 2,616 55.4


Navy Naval Ship Yard, Mare Island, Calif. 1,132 51.6


Navy El Toro Marine Corps Air Station, Calif. 840  49.3


Navy Naval Air Station, South Weymouth, Mass. 808 38.6


Source: GAO’s analysis of DOD data. 


Note: Does not include acreage that has been transferred and which still has ongoing environmental 
cleanup activities. 


 
 
As previously discussed, DOD has several options available to expedite the 
transfer of its unneeded property for further reuse by other entities. The 
following provides a brief summary of the various methods that have been 
used to transfer BRAC property to nonfederal users: 


• Public benefit conveyances: As noted earlier, this method is used to 
transfer property primarily to state and local governments specifically for 
an exclusive and protected public use, usually at little or no cost. This type 
of conveyance is sponsored by a federal agency that is closely aligned with 
its intended use. For example, the Federal Aviation Administration 
handles public benefit conveyances of BRAC airfields and facilities, and 
the National Park Service sponsors public benefit conveyances for new 
public parks and recreation facilities. Nearly 18 percent of the BRAC 
acreage transferred to nonfederal users in the prior rounds was 
accomplished through this method. 


• Economic development conveyances: As noted earlier, this method is used 
to transfer property to local redevelopment authorities for the purpose of 
creating jobs and promoting economic activity within the local 
community. Under this transfer method, many communities could receive 
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property at fair market value or below, and at no cost to those in rural 
areas. The National Defense Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2000 
required all future economic development conveyances to be no cost and 
permitted those currently in-force to be converted to no-cost conveyances 
if certain conditions were met.17 According to DOD and community 
officials, this method had gained in popularity with the adoption of the no-
cost provision, which, in addition to saving money for the new user, 
virtually eliminated the delays resulting from prolonged negotiations over 
the fair market value of the property and accelerated economic 
development and job creation. We note, however, the National Defense 
Authorization Act for Fiscal Year 2002 included a provision stipulating that 
DOD is to seek to obtain fair market value for BRAC-related transfers of 
property in the upcoming 2005 round.18 Although the BRAC law still allows 
DOD to transfer properties for economic development at no cost under 
certain circumstances, the general requirement for the 2005 round to seek 
fair market value may impact the use of this method of conveyance. Nearly 
32 percent of the BRAC acreage transferred to nonfederal users in the 
prior rounds was accomplished through economic development 
conveyances. 


• Conservation conveyances: This method was used by DOD for the first 
time in September 2003 to transfer property for natural resource and 
conservation purposes. Under this method, the Army transferred almost 
58,000 acres from the Sierra Army Depot, California, to the Honey Lake 
Conservation Team, which is made up of two nonprofit organizations—the 
Center for Urban Watershed Renewal and the Trust for Public Lands—and 
two private-sector companies. This is the largest single transfer of surplus 
BRAC property that the Army has undertaken. Nearly 22 percent of the 
BRAC acreage transferred to nonfederal users in the prior rounds was 
accomplished through this method. 


                                                                                                                                    
17 P.L. 106-65, § 2821 (Oct. 5, 1999). 


18 P.L. 107-107, § 3006 (Dec. 28, 2001). 
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• Other conveyances: Unneeded BRAC property can also be transferred 
through special legislation, reversion, lease termination/expiration, or 
sales. Congress can, through special legislation, determine the terms and 
conditions for transferring specific BRAC properties. For example, 
through special congressional legislation,19 the Navy transferred over 
47,000 acres of its 71,000-acre Adak, Alaska, Naval Air Facility to a local 
redevelopment authority in March 2004 through the Department of the 
Interior in exchange for other land that the Navy needed.20 Almost 
19 percent of BRAC acreage was transferred to nonfederal users through 
special legislation. DOD data show that only 3 percent of the nonfederal 
conveyances were reversions. Additionally, the termination or expiration 
of a lease on BRAC property for nonfederal users accounted for about 
4 percent of the transfers, while negotiated and public sales accounted for 
only 4 percent of the property transfers. 
 
Figure 4 summarizes the acreage transfers by the various conveyance 
methods. 


                                                                                                                                    
19 See P.L. 107-239 (Oct. 11, 2002). 


20 The Navy occupied the property comprising the former Naval Air Facility, Adak, Alaska, 
under a public land withdrawal within a national wildlife refuge. Special legislation ratified 
a land transfer agreement among the Navy, the U.S. Fish and Wildlife Service (USFWS), 
and The Aleut Corporation (an Alaska Native regional corporation) under which the Navy 
relinquished 47,000 acres of the public land withdrawal to the Department of the Interior, 
which in turn conveyed the property to The Aleut Corporation in exchange for other lands 
within the national wildlife refuge boundaries. The Navy relinquished an additional 
24,000 acres to USFWS, which resumed full custody as part of the wildlife refuge. 
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Figure 4: Methods Used to Transfer Unneeded BRAC Acreage to Nonfederal 
Entities 


Notes: Acreage is rounded to the nearest 100 acres. 
Percentages may not add due to rounding. 


 
In most cases, unneeded property on a BRAC base is divided into parcels 
and transferred in this manner according to intended reuse plans. Thus, 
most of the individual actual transfers are for less than 2,000 acres. 
However, in some cases, the amounts can be larger. For example, the 
transfers of Naval Air Facility Adak, Alaska (about 71,000 acres), and 
Sierra Army Depot, California (about 58,000 acres), are two large transfers 
that have occurred since our April 2002 report. Table 2 shows the transfer 
methods used to convey the 5 largest tracts of BRAC property for each 
service across the prior rounds to date. 


Source: GAO's analysis of DOD data.
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Table 2: Major Transfers of BRAC Property by Service (as of September 30, 2004) 


Service BRAC installation Acres  Major transfer methods 


Army Sierra Army Depot, Calif. 57,633  Conservation conveyance 


 Ft. McClellan, Ala. 9,909  Economic development conveyance 


 Ft. Meade, Md. 8,102  Federal-to-federal transfer 


 Ft. McClellan, Ala. 7,843  Federal-to-federal transfer 


 Ft. Ord, Calif. 7,229  Federal-to-federal transfer 


Navy Adak, Alaska 71,176  Special legislation/reversion 


 Cecil Field, Fla. 16,481  Public benefit conveyance 
Economic development conveyance 


 Salton Sea, Calif. 13,553  Reversion 
Lease expiration 


 Chase Field, Tex. 3,333  Economic development conveyance 
Negotiated sale 


 Barbers Point, Hawaii 2,037  Public benefit conveyance 


Air Force Loring Air Force Base, Maine 8,262  Federal-to-federal transfer 
Economic development conveyance 


 Williams Air Force Base, Ariz. 3,840  Public benefit conveyance 


 March Air Force Base, Calif. 3,792  Public benefit conveyance 
Economic development conveyance 


 Pease Air Force Base, N.H. 3,770  Federal-to-federal transfer 
Public benefit conveyance 


 Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich. 3,733  Public benefit conveyance 
Economic development conveyance 
Lease expiration 


Source: GAO’s analysis of DOD data. 


 
DOD has the authority to transfer unneeded BRAC property, even if all 
environmental cleanup actions have not been completed, through a special 
authority granted by Congress called early transfer authority.21 The 
authority must be used in conjunction with one of the conveyance 
methods, such as an economic development conveyance, authorized to 
transfer BRAC property. The department credits early transfer authority 
for allowing it to put BRAC property into reuse much faster by conveying 
the property through one of its transfer authorities while concurrently 
meeting cleanup obligations. 


                                                                                                                                    
21 42 U.S.C. § 9620 (h) (3) (c). 
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We initially reported in 2002 that several factors were working against the 
widespread application of this authority, to include community adversity 
to taking risks, absence of ready to implement reuse plans, and lack of 
support from local and state regulators. Furthermore, we cited that 
exercising the authority might require DOD to commit more funds, in the 
short term, than what is available to meet environmental cleanup 
requirements. Regardless of when or how BRAC property is transferred, 
liability for cleanup in compliance with applicable federal and state 
regulatory requirements remains with DOD. Cleanup of property subject to 
the early transfer authority does not necessarily have to be conducted 
exclusively by DOD. DOD can share cleanup actions with the transferee, 
or the transferee can conduct and pay for cleanup actions. DOD can also 
enter into agreements with a transferee, usually a local redevelopment 
authority, for the privatization of cleanup efforts. In either case, the 
department funds the cleanup and generally retains liability for future 
costs associated with the discovery of additional environmental 
contamination associated with prior DOD activities. 


As the early transfer process has evolved over its short history, the use of 
the authority has increased.22 The Army has transferred almost 8,300 acres; 
the Navy has transferred over 9,500 acres; and the Air Force has 
transferred over 700 acres using early transfer authority. These figures 
represent more than twice the combined acreage (about 8,225 acres) that 
we reported in 2002 as being transferred under this authority. 


 


                                                                                                                                    
22 For more information, see DOD’s Early Transfer Guide 
(http://www.dtic.mil/envirodod/Policies/BRAC/ETA_Guide.pdf). 
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According to DOD financial data, the four prior BRAC rounds generated 
an estimated $28.9 billion in net savings through fiscal year 2003.23 
Moreover, DOD expects to accrue additional annual recurring savings or 
cost avoidances of about $7 billion in fiscal year 2004 and thereafter. As 
we have previously reported, however, the cost and savings projections 
that DOD uses to estimate net savings are imprecise because the military 
services have not regularly updated their savings projections and DOD’s 
accounting systems do not track estimated savings. Moreover, DOD has 
not incorporated all base closure-related costs in its estimates, thus 
tending to overestimate savings. On the other hand, the estimated net 
savings could be greater than DOD has reported because some costs 
attributed to the closures, such as environmental cleanup, may have 
occurred even if the bases remained open. DOD has a legal obligation to 
conduct environmental cleanup irrespective of closing or realigning an 
installation. 


 
Our analysis of DOD data shows that the department had accrued an 
estimated $28.9 billion in net savings or cost avoidances through fiscal 
year 2003 for the four prior BRAC rounds. This amount, which includes 
costs and estimated recurring savings from fiscal years 2002 and 2003, 
represents an increase over the $16.7 billion in net savings accrued as of 
fiscal year 2001 that we cited in our 2002 report. In calculating net savings, 
DOD deducts the costs of implementing BRAC actions for the four closure 
rounds from the estimated savings. As figure 5 shows, the cumulative 
estimated savings surpassed the cumulative costs to implement BRAC 
actions in 1998, and the net savings have grown and will continue to grow 
from that point, even though some costs (e.g., environmental cleanup) 
have been incurred after that time and some costs will continue well 
beyond 2003. 


                                                                                                                                    
23 At the time of our review, the latest available budget execution data were through 
fiscal year 2003. 
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Figure 5: Cumulative BRAC Cost and Savings Estimates for the Prior Rounds through Fiscal Year 2003 


Note: The cost figures do not include about $1.9 billion expended by several federal agencies to 
provide redevelopment assistance to BRAC-affected communities. 
 


Our analysis shows that the rate of net savings accumulation increased 
because the cumulative BRAC costs flattened out just before the 6-year 
implementation period for the last round ending in fiscal year 2001. Most 
expenses associated with closures and realignments were incurred 
through fiscal year 2001; most of the expenses beyond fiscal year 2001 
were primarily for environmental cleanup. Through fiscal year 2003, the 
cumulative costs to implement the four prior round actions amounted to 
about $23.3 billion (see fig. 5). As shown in figure 6, approximately 
one-third ($7.8 billion) of this amount was spent for operations and 
maintenance, such as the maintenance and repair to keep facilities and 
equipment in good working order, as well as civilian severance and 
relocation costs. A little more than one-third ($8.3 billion) was spent on 
environmental cleanup and compliance activities, for example, to reduce, 
remove, and recycle hazardous wastes and remove unsafe buildings and 
debris from closed bases. Finally, a little less than one-third ($6.7 billion) 
was used for military construction, including renovating existing facilities 
and constructing new buildings at military bases that were not closed to 
accommodate relocating military units and various functions. 
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Figure 6: Costs Incurred for Prior BRAC Rounds through Fiscal Year 2003 


 
According to DOD data, BRAC cumulative savings or cost avoidances will 
rise steadily for an indefinite period as BRAC actions are completed. As 
figure 7 shows, DOD estimates that it accrued BRAC savings of 
$52.2 billion through fiscal year 2003 as a result of eliminating or reducing 
operation and maintenance costs, including base support costs, and 
eliminating or reducing military and civilian personnel costs. Of this 
amount, about half ($26.8 billion) can be attributed to savings from 
operation and maintenance activities, such as terminating or reducing 
physical security, fire protection, utilities, property maintenance, 
accounting, civilian payroll, and a variety of other services that have 
associated costs. An additional $14.7 billion in estimated savings resulted 
from military personnel reductions. 
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Figure 7: Estimated Savings Breakout for Prior BRAC Rounds through 
Fiscal Year 2003 


 
Moreover, DOD expects to accrue an estimated $7 billion in annual 
recurring savings in fiscal year 2004 and beyond for the four BRAC rounds. 
This amount represents an increase of approximately $486 million from 
our prior reporting in 2002 and is attributable to inflation over that time 
period. 


 
The savings and cost estimates used by DOD to calculate the net savings at 
its BRAC-affected bases are imprecise, primarily because the military 
services have not periodically updated their savings estimates and DOD 
does not include all costs associated with BRAC closures in its estimates. 
Further, net savings may be larger than DOD estimates because some 
environmental and construction costs associated with ongoing 
environmental and facility recapitalization programs at BRAC-affected 
bases would have at least partially offset future costs at those locations if 
they were not closed or realigned. 
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The results of our prior work showed that the military services, despite 
DOD guidance that directs them to update savings estimates in their 
annual budget submissions, had not periodically updated these estimates, 
thereby contributing to imprecision in overall BRAC estimated net savings 
figures. Moreover, a fundamental limitation exists in DOD’s accounting 
systems, which, like other accounting systems, are not oriented toward 
identifying and tracking savings. Other reasons cited by service officials 
are that updating savings has not been a high priority and that it is a labor-
intensive process that could be costly. Nonetheless, the periodic updating 
of estimates is important, especially in view of the upcoming 2005 BRAC 
round, in order to increase their accuracy for DOD and congressional 
decision makers. 


As early as 1998, DOD reported24 it had plans to improve its savings 
estimates for the implementation of future BRAC rounds. In addition, in 
our April 2002 report, we recommended that DOD develop a DOD-wide 
systematic approach for the periodic updating of initial closure savings 
estimates, along with an oversight mechanism to ensure these updates are 
accomplished for the upcoming 2005 BRAC round. We continue to believe 
this recommendation remains valid. DOD has not yet acted on our 
recommendation, but DOD officials told us that they intend to implement a 
system to better track savings for implementing the upcoming round 
actions. 


Prior BRAC round costs are not comprehensive because they do not 
include certain costs related to BRAC activities that are incurred either by 
DOD or by other governmental agencies. For example, DOD’s calculation 
of one-time estimated net savings does not include BRAC-related 
economic assistance costs, most of which are incurred by federal agencies 
other than DOD. As of September 30, 2004, federal agencies reported that 
they had spent about $1.9 billion (an increase from the $1.5 billion in our 
2002 report) to assist BRAC-affected communities and individuals for such 
purposes as base reuse planning, airport planning, job training, 
infrastructure improvements, and community economic development. 
These activities include the following: 


• About $611 million was provided by the Department of Commerce’s 
Economic Development Administration to assist communities with 


                                                                                                                                    
24 See DOD, Report of the Department of Defense on Base Realignment and Closure 
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infrastructure improvements, building demolition, and revolving fund 
loans. 


• About $760 million was provided by the Federal Aviation Administration 
to assist with converting former military airfields to civilian use. 


• About $223 million was provided by the Department of Labor to help 
communities retrain workers who lost their jobs. The Department of Labor 
has not provided additional funding since we last reported in 2002. 


• About $280 million was provided by DOD’s Office of Economic 
Adjustment to help communities plan and implement the reuse of BRAC 
bases. 
 
While these costs represent a relatively small percentage (about 7 percent) 
of the overall net savings estimate through 2003, it does demonstrate the 
imprecision of the overall BRAC savings estimate. However, our analysis 
of DOD and other federal agencies’ data shows that this percentage will 
most likely diminish over time as the net savings continue to grow. 


While the noninclusion of certain costs, as noted above, has the tendency 
of overstating savings or cost avoidances, DOD’s difficulty in providing 
precise estimates is further complicated by the fact that some BRAC 
actions could produce savings that are not captured in its net savings 
estimates. For example, the inclusion of BRAC environmental cleanup 
costs in calculating net savings has the effect of overstating costs and 
understating net savings for DOD because the department has a legal 
obligation to conduct environmental cleanup irrespective of closing or 
realigning an installation. A similar case can be made for military 
construction projects in the BRAC program. While DOD had expended 
significant BRAC funds (about $6.7 billion through fiscal year 2003) on 
military construction at its receiving bases, it would have likely incurred 
many of these costs over time under its facilities capital improvement 
initiatives if the closing bases had remained open. 


 
Our analyses of DOD data show that although environmental cleanup cost 
estimates at BRAC sites are within the range of prior projections, they may 
fluctuate because of unknown or undetermined future environmental 
cleanup responsibilities or improved cleanup techniques. DOD expected to 
spend an estimated $3.6 billion in fiscal year 2004 and beyond to complete 
environmental cleanup on BRAC properties, bringing the total BRAC 
environmental costs to $11.9 billion, which is still within prior estimates. 
The estimates of future projected liabilities have decreased since last year 
as a result of reported focused management oversight and review of 
restoration costs and schedules, completion of more cleanup actions, and 
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reevaluation of some sites. However, the estimated liabilities may change 
due to unforeseen or undetermined environmental liabilities, such as the 
discovery of additional UXO or contaminants, which may exist on BRAC 
properties. Moreover, revisions to cleanup standards or the intended reuse 
of the land not yet transferred could prompt the need to change cleanup 
requirements, which would in turn affect costs. 


 
Our analysis shows that the total estimated environmental cleanup cost of 
about $11.9 billion for the prior BRAC rounds is within the range of prior 
program estimates. The cost estimate is slightly higher than DOD’s 
previous estimate of $10.5 billion in 2002 and $11.3 billion in 1996.25 DOD 
had obligated approximately $8.3 billion in BRAC environmental cleanup 
and compliance costs through fiscal year 2003, and it estimates that future 
costs for fiscal year 2004 and beyond will now amount to $3.6 billion. 


The $3.6 billion estimate for future BRAC environmental liabilities is about 
$1 billion less than DOD had previously projected for fiscal year 2003 and 
beyond. The decrease is attributable primarily to about $761 million that 
DOD spent on environmental cleanup and compliance in fiscal year 2003 
and to a number of actions taken by the services. For example, the Air 
Force reportedly applied more focused management oversight and review 
of estimated restoration costs and schedules to the Air Force Restoration 
Information Management System, accounting for a $174.7 million 
decrease; the Navy reduced its estimates based largely on conservative 
project execution rates, accounting for a $137.4 million decrease; and the 
Army recharacterized some of its cleanup sites, accounting for a 
$56.5 million reduction. 


However, DOD acknowledged in its 2003 Performance and Accountability 
Report that the total future environmental liability estimates for remaining 
BRAC sites may need to be adjusted because the DOD Inspector General 
questioned the reliability of DOD environmental cost estimates, primarily 


                                                                                                                                    
25 GAO, Military Base Closures: Reducing High Costs of Environmental Cleanup 


Requires Difficult Choices, GAO/NSIAD-96-172 (Washington, D.C.: Sept. 5, 1996). 


Environmental Cleanup 
Costs Have Remained Near 
Prior Projected Estimates 



http://www.gao.gov/cgi-bin/getrpt?GAO/NSIAD-96-172





 


 


 


Page 27 GAO-05-138  Military Base Closures 


citing incidents of a lack of supporting documentation for the estimates 
and incomplete audit trails.26 


 
Estimating the costs of future environmental cleanup on BRAC properties 
is complicated by the possibility that these properties might contain 
unknown or emerging environmental hazards, which could change 
cleanup costs. For example, costs could change as the result of the 
discovery of additional UXO or of previously unregulated chemical 
contaminants or waste in the ground or groundwater. Estimates of future 
liabilities may also change if certain federal environmental standards 
change, the intended use of yet-to-be-transferred BRAC property is 
revised, or cleanup techniques are improved. 


As of the end of fiscal year 2003, DOD stated that about 78 percent of 
cleanup activities on BRAC sites with identified hazardous waste were 
reportedly complete and met the CERCLA standards. However, there are 
questions about the extent of additional potential cleanup costs associated 
with UXO and perchlorate contamination on various DOD sites, including 
BRAC installations. The following provides an update on DOD’s activities 
concerning these particular hazards: 


• UXO: While clearing BRAC property of UXO for further reuse has 
presented a difficult and costly challenge for the department, DOD is 
making progress through its Military Munitions Response Program.27 This 
program is designed to address UXO hazards not only on BRAC property 
but all DOD property, with the exception of operational ranges. Through 
fiscal year 2003, the department had addressed UXO problems on 148 of 
the 196 BRAC sites (76 percent) on 32 BRAC installations where UXO was 
identified. It completed UXO cleanup on 126 of the total sites (64 percent), 
and it is currently working on the other 22 sites that were addressed. 
While all sites were identified prior to fiscal year 2001, DOD had not yet 
completed establishing program goals or developing metrics to track 


                                                                                                                                    
26 DOD Inspector General, Independent Auditor’s Report on the Department of Defense 


Fiscal Year 2003 Agency-Wide Principal Financial Statements, D-2004-036 (Arlington, 
Va.: Dec. 10, 2003) and Financial Management: Environmental Liabilities Required To 


Be Reported on Annual Financial Statements, D-2004-080 (Arlington, Va.: May 5, 2004). 


27 DOD established the Military Munitions Response Program under the Defense 
Environmental Restoration Program (DERP) in September 2001. Initial program 
requirements and management structure are set out in “Management Guidance for the 
Defense Environmental Restoration Program, September 2001.” 
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projects, assess risks, and prioritize the remaining cleanup sites. The Navy 
estimates that its BRAC UXO cleanup costs for fiscal year 2004 and 
beyond will be about $32.3 million and will involve 2,353 acres. Similarly, 
the Army estimates that its remaining UXO cleanup costs will approach 
$496 million on 21,000 acres, with the largest costs (about $266 million on 
4,500 acres) forecasted at the former Fort Ord base in California. The Air 
Force estimates that it will spend nearly $2.3 million on UXO cleanup 
costs affecting 180 BRAC acres, of which $2 million will likely be spent on 
the cleanup of the former Carswell Air Force Base, Texas. 


• Perchlorate: Perchlorate is a chemical munitions constituent that is 
present on some BRAC bases and which may cause adverse health effects 
by contaminating drinking water. Health experts have not conclusively 
determined what amount of perchlorate poses a health risk for humans, 
and no federal standard exists for allowable levels of perchlorate in 
drinking water. Nonetheless, the existence of perchlorate does pose a 
potential future liability for DOD, but that liability would depend on the 
standard that may be set in the future as well as the extent of its presence 
on BRAC installations and the intended reuse of the property. However, it 
should be noted that this issue could affect open as well as closing bases. 
In September 2003, DOD required the military components to assess the 
extent of perchlorate occurrence at active and closed installations and at 
its formerly used defense sites.28 In addition, DOD invested $27 million to 
conduct research on the potential health effects, environmental impacts, 
and treatment processes for perchlorate. In a report directed by Congress, 
DOD was required to identify the sources of perchlorate on BRAC 
properties and describe its plans to clean up perchlorate contamination on 
these sites.29 DOD officials stated that they assessed 14 sites, which did not 
include any BRAC property already transferred or deeded to other entities. 
The department issued its assessment in July 2004 and concluded that 
while it had adopted a perchlorate sampling policy that includes 
untransferred BRAC properties, DOD stated it will commit to integrating 
perchlorate remediation into its cleanup program once a regulatory 
standard is established.30 


                                                                                                                                    
28 Improving DOD Infrastructure and Facilities: Hearing on Defense Budget Before 
the Readiness Subcommittee of the House Armed Services Committee, 108th Cong. 
(Feb. 26, 2004) (statement of Raymond F. Dubois, Deputy Undersecretary of Defense, 
Installations and Environment). 


29 H.R. Conf. Rpt. No. 108-342 at 17 (2003). 


30 DOD letter to Congress dated July 7th, 2004, on plans to address perchlorate at BRAC 
properties as directed by H.R. Conf. Rpt. No. 108-342 at 17 (2003). 
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Most communities have recovered or are recovering from the impact of 
base closures, with more mixed results recently, allowing for some 
negative impact from the national economic downturn of recent years. 
DOD data indicate that the percentage of local DOD civilian jobs that were 
lost at the bases and have been replaced by reuse has increased since our 
2002 report. Moreover, recent economic data show that affected BRAC 
communities are faring well when compared to national economic 
indicators. Although the average unemployment rate increased for most of 
the 62 BRAC communities we reviewed in 2002, nearly 70 percent had 
unemployment rates lower than the national average. In addition, 
48 percent of communities had annual real per capital income growth 
rates above the U.S. average, as compared with the 53 percent stated in 
our last report. The growth rate declined for 74 percent of all BRAC 
communities as compared to our 2002 report. As we have reported in the 
past, the recovery process has not necessarily been easy with the strength 
of the national, regional, and local economies having a significant bearing 
on the recovery of any particular community facing a BRAC closure. 


 
The redevelopment of base property is widely viewed as an important 
component of economic recovery for BRAC-affected communities. While 
not the only determinant31 of economic recovery for surrounding 
communities, it can, nevertheless, be an important catalyst for recovery 
efforts. The closure or realignment of military bases creates job losses at 
these facilities, but subsequent redevelopment of the former bases’ 
property provides opportunities for creating new jobs. 


As DOD last reported, as of October 31, 2003, almost 72 percent (92,921)32 
of the 129,649 DOD civilian jobs lost on military bases as a result of 
realignments or closures in the prior BRAC rounds had been replaced at 
these locations. This is 10 percent higher than the 62 percent (79,740) we 
reported in 2002 and over time, the number of jobs created will likely 
increase as additional redevelopment occurs. See appendix II for a 
detailed listing of jobs lost and created at major BRAC locations during the 
prior four rounds. 


                                                                                                                                    
31 Our prior work has shown that a number of factors, including national, regional, and 
local economic trends; leadership and teamwork; public confidence; and government 
assistance may also play important roles in the economic recovery process.  


32 The figures do not include jobs lost or created in the civilian communities surrounding 
the realigned or closed bases. 


Most Communities 
Have Recovered or 
Are Recovering from 
the Economic Impact 
of BRAC 


Percentage of Local Jobs 
Replaced Has Increased 







 


 


 


Page 30 GAO-05-138  Military Base Closures 


Unemployment rates in BRAC-affected communities continue to compare 
favorably with the national average. Since 1997 (after completion of the 
implementation periods for the first two rounds in 1988 and 1991) and 
through the implementation periods of the last two rounds (1993 and 
1995), about 70 percent of the 62 BRAC-affected communities have 
consistently been at or below the national unemployment rate (see fig. 8). 


Figure 8: Comparison of the Percentage of BRAC-Affected Communities at or below 
the Average National Unemployment Rate over Time 


 
According to our analysis of the annual unemployment rates for the 
7-month period ending July 31, 2004, most of the 62 BRAC-affected 
communities compared favorably with the national average and were 
consistent with the results we reported in 2002. During this period, 43 of 
the 62 communities (69 percent) affected by base closures had 
unemployment rates at or below the average 7-month national rate of 
5.8 percent. This is one less community than in our 2002 report when 
44 communities (71 percent) had average unemployment rates lower than 
the (then) average 9-month national rate of 4.6 percent. For all BRAC 
communities with higher-than-average calendar year 2004 unemployment 
rates through July 2004, four had double-digit rates: Merced County, 
California (Castle Air Force Base), 15.8 percent; Mississippi County, 
Arkansas (Eaker Air Force Base), 13.0 percent; Salinas, California 
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(Fort Ord Army Base), 11.1 percent; and Iosco County, Michigan 
(Wurtsmith Air Force Base), 10.2 percent. Salinas, California, is the one 
addition to the other three communities that we also cited in our 2002 
report for having double-digit unemployment rates. Appendix III provides 
additional detail on the average unemployment rates for the 62 
communities. 


 
Annual real per capita income growth rates for BRAC-affected 
communities exhibit mixed results. The latest available data (1999-2001 
time frame) show that 30 (48 percent) of the 62 communities we studied 
had an estimated average real per capita income growth rate that was 
above the national average of 2.2 percent.33 This is a decline from our 2002 
report in which 33 communities (53 percent) matched or exceeded the 
national rate of 3.03 percent during the 1996-1999 time frame. Additionally, 
our current analysis shows that of the 32 communities below the national 
average, 6 communities (10 percent) had average annual per capita income 
growth rates that were close to the national average (defined as within 
10 percent), while the remaining 26 communities (42 percent) were 
below the national average growth rate. Forty-six (74 percent) of the 
62 communities had lower per capita income growth rates than when we 
last reported on them in 2002. Three communities—Merced, California 
(Castle Air Force Base); Austin-San Marcos, Texas (Bergstrom Air Force 
Base); and Carroll County, Illinois (Savanna Army Depot)—had negative 
growth rates. By comparison, our 2002 report showed that no 
communities experienced a negative growth rate. Appendix IV provides 
additional detail on the average annual real per capita income growth rates 
for the 62 communities. 


 
As DOD prepares to undertake another round of base realignments and 
closures in 2005, we note that the department has made progress in 
completing postrealignment and closure actions from the prior four 
rounds since our last update in 2002. Seventy-two percent of former base 
property has been transferred and about 90 percent is in reuse if leased 
property is considered. And, as reported in the past, environmental 
cleanup requirements present the primary challenge to transferring the 


                                                                                                                                    
33 Average annual real per capita income rates for 2002-2003 or later incorporate new Office 
of Management and Budget metropolitan area definitions that are not consistent with those 
for the communities we have assessed in this and previous BRAC update reports. 
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remaining property. Although we are making no recommendations in this 
report, we believe that our April 2002 report recommendation 
underscoring the need for a DOD-wide systematic approach for the 
periodic updating of savings estimates, along with an oversight mechanism 
to ensure these updates are accomplished for the 2005 BRAC round 
recommendations, remains valid. More specifically, we recommended that 
the Under Secretary of Defense for Acquisition, Technology, and Logistics, 
in consultation with the Under Secretary of Defense (Comptroller and 
Chief Financial Officer), develop (1) a DOD-wide systematic approach for 
the periodic updating of initial closure savings estimates and (2) an 
oversight mechanism to ensure that the military services and components 
update such estimates in accordance with the prescribed approach. While 
DOD has stated its intent to do so, it has not acted on this 
recommendation. 


 
The Deputy Under Secretary of Defense (Installations and Environment) 
provided technical comments on a draft of this report that were 
incorporated as appropriate. DOD concurred with the need to improve the 
department’s procedures for accounting for savings from the 2005 BRAC 
round, as we had previously recommended in our April 2002 report. DOD’s 
comments are included in this report as appendix V. 


 
We are sending copies of this report to interested congressional 
committees; the Secretaries of Defense, Army, Navy, and Air Force; and 
the Director, Office of Management and Budget. We will also make copies 
available to others upon request. In addition, the report will be available at 
no charge on GAO’s Web site at http://www.gao.gov. 


Please contact me at (202) 512-8412, or my Assistant Director, James 
Reifsnyder, at (202) 512-4166 if you or your staff have any questions 
concerning this report. Key reports related to base closure implementation 
issues are listed in appendix VI. Staff acknowledgements are provided in 
appendix VII.  


Barry W. Holman, Director 
Defense Capabilities and Management 


Agency Comments  
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To assess the reliability of data received from the Department of Defense 
(DOD), Department of Commerce, Department of Labor, and other federal 
agencies and used in this report, we reviewed available Inspector General 
and internal audit reports, internal reviews and studies, and contractor 
and consultant studies related to these databases. We also reviewed 
available reports of congressional hearings or copies of congressional 
testimony related to the data and summaries of ongoing or planned audits, 
reviews, and studies of the systems or the data and requested 
documentation related to quality practices inherent in the data systems, 
such as edit checks, data entry verification, and exception reports. Finally, 
we interviewed department and agency officials knowledgeable about 
their information systems to assess the reliability of those systems and the 
data they provide. Based on these steps and the steps discussed in the 
following paragraphs, we determined the data to be sufficiently reliable for 
the purposes of this report. 


To determine DOD’s progress in transferring unneeded base property to 
other users, we reviewed base realignment and closure (BRAC) property 
disposition plans and actual property transfers as of September 30, 2004, 
and compared them with similar data presented in our April 2002 report. 
We discussed property transfer reporting systems with each service to 
validate the reliability of the data reported to DOD. We also categorized 
the property disposition data into the various transfer methods (e.g., 
economic development conveyances) used to gain a sense of the 
predominant method being used. With regard to the untransferred acreage, 
we determined the primary impediments to property transfers by 
examining data for those former bases where unneeded BRAC property 
had not yet been transferred as of September 30, 2004. We also collected 
data and obtained the military services’ views on the use of the so-called 
early transfer authority in which property can be transferred under certain 
conditions before an environmental cleanup remedy is in place. 
Furthermore, we collected and analyzed data on the use of no-cost 
economic development conveyances to transfer property and stimulate its 
reuse. Finally, because leasing is often used as an interim measure to make 
property available to users while awaiting property transfer, we collected 
and analyzed data related to leased property. 


To determine the magnitude of the net savings from the four prior BRAC 
rounds, we reviewed DOD’s annual BRAC budget submissions and 
interviewed BRAC and financial officials from the services and the Office 
of the Secretary of Defense. To ascertain the extent to which cost and 
savings estimates have changed over time, we compared the data 
contained in DOD’s fiscal year 2005 BRAC budget submission and related 
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documentation with similar data in DOD’s fiscal year 2002 submission, 
which was the latest budget documentation available when we produced 
our last update report in April 2002. Through this comparison, we 
identified where major changes had occurred in the various cost and 
savings categories within the BRAC account and interviewed DOD 
officials regarding the rationale for the changes. To gain a sense of the 
accuracy of the cost and savings estimates, we relied primarily on our 
prior BRAC reports and reviewed reports issued by the Congressional 
Budget Office, DOD, DOD Inspector General, and service audit agencies. 
We also reviewed the annual military service budget submissions for fiscal 
years 2002 through 2005 to determine how frequently changes were made 
to the cost and savings estimates. In assessing the completeness of the 
cost and savings data, we reviewed the component elements considered 
by DOD in formulating overall BRAC cost and savings estimates. Because 
DOD did not include in its estimates federal expenditures to provide 
economic assistance for communities and individuals affected by BRAC, 
we collected these data from the Department of Labor, the Federal 
Aviation Administration, the Department of Commerce (Economic 
Development Administration), and DOD’s Office of Economic Adjustment. 
Also, we reviewed the cost estimates for environmental cleanup activities 
beyond fiscal year 2003 because they had the effect of reducing the 
expected annual recurring savings for the four rounds. 


To assess the economic recovery of communities affected by the BRAC 
process, we assessed the same communities that we analyzed in our April 
2002 report where more than 300 civilian jobs on military bases were 
eliminated during the prior rounds. We used unemployment and real per 
capital income growth rates as measures to analyze changes in the 
economic condition of communities over time and in relation to national 
averages. We used unemployment and real per capita income as key 
performance indicators because (1) DOD used these measures in its 
community economic impact analysis during the BRAC location selection 
process and (2) economists commonly use these measures in assessing the 
economic health of an area over time. While our assessment provides an 
overall picture of how these communities compare with the national 
averages, it does not necessarily isolate the condition, or the changes in 
that condition, that may be attributed to a specific BRAC action. 


We performed our review from November 2003 through October 2004 in 
accordance with generally accepted government auditing standards. 
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The closure or realignment of military bases creates job losses at these 
facilities, but subsequent redevelopment of the former bases’ property 
provides opportunities for creating new jobs. The data presented in table 3 
include civilian jobs lost and created at major base realignments and 
closures during the prior four BRAC rounds, as of October 31, 2003. The 
data do not include the job losses that may have occurred elsewhere in a 
community, nor do they capture jobs created from other economic activity 
in the area. 


Table 3: Civilian Jobs Lost and Created at Major BRAC Locations (as of October 31, 2003) 


Major base BRAC round
Estimated jobs 


lost
Estimated jobs 


created 
Recovery 
(percent)


Alameda Naval Air Station and Naval Aviation 
Depot, Calif.  1993 3,228 2,228 69


Barbers Point Naval Air Station, Hawaii 1993 618 33 5


Bayonne Military Ocean Terminal, N.J.  1995 2,015 477 24


Bergstrom Air Force Base, Tex.  1991 927 2,820 304


Carswell Air Force Base, Tex.  1991 869 630 72


Castle Air Force Base, Calif.  1991 1,149 2,183 190


Cecil Field Naval Air Station, Fla.  1993 995 1,125 113


Chanute Air Force Base, Ill.  1988 1,035 1,782 172


Charleston Naval Complex, S.C.  1993 6,272 3,339 53


Chase Field Naval Air Station, Tex.  1991 956 1,153 121


Eaker Air Force Base, Ark.  1991 777 493 63


El Toro Marine Corps Air Station, Calif.  1993 979 252 26


England Air Force Base, La.  1991 682 1,530 224


Fitzsimmons Army Medical Center, Colo.  1995 1,612 2,714 168


Ft. Benjamin Harrison, Ind.  1991 1,050 1,171 112


Ft. Devens, Mass.  1991 2,178 2,288 105


Ft. McClellan, Ala. 1995 2,156 1,058 49


Ft. Ord, Calif. 1991 2,835 2,020 71


Ft. Pickett, Va. 1995 245 309 126


Ft. Ritchie, Md. 1995 1,373 52 4


Ft. Sheridan, Ill. 1988 1,681 0 0


Gentile Air Force Station, Ohio 1993 2,804 1,515 54


George Air Force Base, Calif. 1988 506 1,383 273


Glenview Naval Air Station, Ill. 1993 389 3,262 839


Griffiss Air Force Base, N.Y. 1993 1,341 1,086 81


Grissom Air Force Base, Ind. 1991 792 1,003 127
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Major base BRAC round
Estimated jobs 


lost
Estimated jobs 


created 
Recovery 
(percent)


Guam Naval Complex  1993 2,193 549 25


Homestead Air Force Base, Fla. 1993 136 622 457


Hunters Point Annex Naval Shipyard, Calif. 1991 93 1,495 1608


Indianapolis Naval Air Warfare Center, Ind. 1995 2,196 1,574 72


Jefferson Proving Ground, Ind. 1988 387 179 46


Kelly Air Force Base, Tex. 1995 10,912 5,108 47


K.I. Sawyer Air Force Base, Mich. 1993 788 1,088 138


Letterkenny Army Depot, Pa. 1995 2,512 704 28


Lexington Army Depot, Ky. 1988 1,131 1,072 95


Long Beach Naval Complex, Calif. 1991 4,487 200 4


Loring Air Force Base, Maine 1991 1,311 1,048 80


Louisville Naval Ordnance Station, Ky. 1995 1,435 737 51


Lowry Air Force Base, Colo. 1991 2,275 3,106 137


March Air Force Base, Calif. 1993 997 572 57


Mare Island Naval Shipyard, Calif. 1993 7,567 1,363 18


Mather Air Force Base, Calif. 1988 1,012 4,498 444


McClellan Air Force Base, Calif. 1995 8,828 3,823 43


Memphis Defense Distribution Depot, Tenn. 1995 1,289 1,036 80


Memphis Naval Air Station, Tenn. 1993 250 116 46


Myrtle Beach Air Force Base, S.C. 1991 784 838 107


New York (Staten Island) Naval Station, N.Y. 1993 1,001 0 0


Newark Air Force Base, Ohio 1993 1,760 944 54


Norton Air Force Base, Calif. 1988 2,133 2,022 95


Oakland Military Complex, Calif. 1993 2,834 659 23


Ogden Defense Distribution Depot, Utah 1995 1,105 611 55


Orlando Naval Training Center, Fla. 1993 1,105 1,631 148


Pease Air Force Base, N.H. 1988 400 5,124 1,281


Philadelphia Defense Distribution 
Supply Center, Pa. 1993 1,485


 
500 34


Philadelphia Naval Complex, Pa. 1988 8,119 2,732 34


Plattsburgh Air Force Base, N.Y. 1993 352 1,001 284


Presidio of San Francisco, Calif. 1988 3,150 1,087 35


Red River Army Depot, Tex. 1995 386 186 48


Reese Air Force Base, Tex. 1995 1,238 588 47


Sacramento Army Depot, Calif. 1991 3,164 1,700 54


San Diego Naval Training Center, Calif. 1993 402 71 18


Savanna Army Depot, Ill. 1995 436 126 29
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Major base BRAC round
Estimated jobs 


lost
Estimated jobs 


created 
Recovery 
(percent)


Seneca Army Depot, N.Y. 1995 273 1,256 460


Sierra Army Depot, Calif. 1995 374 5 1


Stratford Army Engineering Plant, Conn. 1995 1,400 66 5


Tooele Army Depot, Utah 1993 1,942 844 43


Treasure Island Naval Station, Calif. 1993 454 382 84


Tustin Marine Corps Air Station, Calif. 1991 348 2 1


Vint Hill Farms Station, Va. 1993 1,472 800 54


Warminster Naval Air Warfare Center, Pa. 1991 2,311 767 33


Watertown AMTL, Mass. 1988 540 1,061 196


Williams Air Force Base, Ariz. 1991 728 2,519 346


Wurtsmith Air Force Base, Mich. 1991 690 603 87


Total: 73 bases 129,649 92,921 72


Source: DOD Office of Economic Adjustment. 
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As figure 9 shows, 18 (75 percent) of the 24 BRAC-affected localities 
situated west of the Mississippi River had unemployment rates equal to 
or less than the U.S. average rate of 5.8 percent during January through 
July 2004. The other 6 locations had unemployment rates greater than the 
U.S. rate. 
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Figure 9: Comparison of 2004 Unemployment Rates of 24 BRAC-Affected Locations West of the Mississippi River with the 
U.S. Rate 
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As figure 10 shows, 26 (66 percent) of the 38 BRAC-affected localities 
situated east of the Mississippi River had unemployment rates that were 
less than or equal to the U.S. rate of 5.8 percent during January through 
July 2004. The other 12 locations had unemployment rates that were 
greater than the U.S. rate. 
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Figure 10: Comparison of 2004 Unemployment Rates of 38 BRAC-Affected Locations East of the Mississippi River with the 
U.S. Rate 
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As figure 11 shows, 11 (46 percent) of the 24 BRAC-affected localities 
situated west of the Mississippi River had average annual real per capita 
income growth rates that were greater than the U.S. average growth rate of 
2.2 percent during 1999 through 2001. The other 13 locations had rates that 
were below the U.S. average rate, of which 2 locations experienced a 
negative growth rate. 


Appendix IV: Average Annual Real Per Capita 
Income Growth Rates of BRAC-Affected 
Areas Compared with the U.S. Average Rate 
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Figure 11: Comparison of Average Annual Real Per Capita Income Growth Rates of 24 BRAC-Affected Locations West of the 
Mississippi River with the U.S. Rate (1999-2001) 
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As figure 12 shows, 19 (50 percent) of the 38 BRAC-affected localities 
situated east of the Mississippi River had average annual real per capita 
income growth rates that were greater than the U.S. average growth rate 
during 1999-2001. The other 19 locations had rates that were below the 
U.S. average rate, of which 1 had a negative growth rate. 


Figure 12: Comparison of Average Annual Real Per Capita Income Growth Rates of 38 BRAC-Affected Locations East of the 
Mississippi River with the U.S. Rate (1999-2001) 
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CLASSIFICATION 
WORKFORCE INFORMATION  
CORRESPONDENCE SYMBOL 
DWSS/WORKFORCE INFORMATION 


 
 


Employment and Training Administration 
Advisory System 


U.S. Department of Labor   
Washington, D.C. 20210 


 
DATE 


August 4, 2006 


 
 
TRAINING AND EMPLOYMENT GUIDANCE LETTER NO.  3-06 
 
TO: ALL STATE WORKFORCE AGENCIES 
 ALL STATE WORKFORCE LIAISONS 
 ALL STATE WORKFORCE INVESTMENT BOARD CHAIRS 
                                       
FROM: EMILY STOVER DeROCCO    /s/ 
 Assistant Secretary  
 
SUBJECT: Application Instructions for Program Year (PY) 2006 Workforce 


Information Core Products and Services Grants:  Workforce Information 
Formula Allocations to States 


     
1. Purpose.  To announce the grant application process and to transmit guidance for 


the development and management of the PY 2006 Workforce Information Core 
Products and Services Grant. 


        
2. References.  The Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995; Wagner-Peyser Act, Sections 


7(a)(3)(D), 7(d), and 15; Sections 111(d)(8) and 309 of the Workforce Investment Act 
(WIA); Parts I and II, Section IV of the WIA/Wagner-Peyser Two-Year Planning  
Guidance (69 Federal Register 9402 (April 12, 2005)); 29 CFR Parts 93, 96, 97, and 
98; and OMB Circular A-87. 


  
3. OMB Approval.   In conformance with the Paperwork Reduction Act of 1995 (44   


U.S.C. 3501-3520), OMB reviewed and approved the information collection (OMB 
Control Number 1205-0417) required by the PY 2005 Core Products and Services 
planning guidance.  That approval expires May 31, 2008.  Under 5 CFR 1320.5(b) an 
agency cannot conduct, sponsor, or require a response to a collection of information 
unless the collection displays a valid OMB Control Number.  The reason for the 
collection of information is for planning and management of Workforce 
Information Core Products and Services Grants to states.   


 
 


 
 
 
 
 


 
RESCISSIONS 
None  


 
EXPIRATION DATE 
Continuing 







 
4. Background.  America’s workplaces and economic landscape are changing rapidly 


as global competition and technological innovation cause the restructuring and 
transformation of industries and jobs.  These dynamics have profound implications 
for workforce and economic development policies and strategies.  Broad-based 
strategic partnerships are required to drive growth in state and regional economies. 
Because talent development is a key pillar of economic competitiveness, the 
workforce investment system must be a significant partner in formulating 
economic development strategies and a catalyst for forming the necessary talent 
development strategies. 


 
 There is widespread agreement that a 21st century workforce information system 


must grow in scope and utility if it is to meet the information needs of customers.   
Continuous analysis of economic indicators is essential.  Systems for collecting, 
analyzing, and communicating relevant workforce information must have a 
sharper focus on state, local, and regional economic dynamics, the locus of 
employment growth, and job skills requirements in order to drive talent 
development strategies in support of economic development.  To succeed in this 
challenge, leaders and staff must be knowledgeable about the economy, current 
and projected local labor markets, high-growth and high-demand industries, and 
the skills needs of employers and the workforce. 


 
 To respond to these challenges, ETA has articulated its vision for a 21st century 


workforce information system that drives economic competitiveness in state and 
regional economies in a Workforce3 One Webinar.  Recorded on March 23, 2006, the 
”Workforce Information for the 21st Century Economy” Webinar can be viewed at 
http://www.workforce3one.org.  Section five (5) below provides highlights of the 
vision and ETA’s goals, strategies, and expectations for the workforce information 
system.   


 
5. Workforce Information Goals and Strategies.  ETA’s goal is to continue the 


transformation to workforce information and services that support regional 
economies.   To achieve this goal, ETA expects states to: 


 
• Participate in economic and workforce activities that are designed to identify and 


exploit regional strengths and opportunities and address weaknesses; 
 
• Develop workforce information and economic analyses for Workforce 


Innovation in Regional Economic Development (WIRED) and other regional 
economic development initiatives; 


 







• Integrate workforce information and economic data into user friendly and 
accessible tools, information, and products for use by workforce professionals in 
providing career guidance and by students, adults, and workers of all ages to use 
in making career decisions; 


 
• Lead efforts to assure that economic development strategies are aligned with 


economic and workforce assessments; 
 
• Help economic development project teams address gaps identified in their  


assessments and participate as catalysts in the development of implementation 
strategies; and  


 
• Help develop integrated economic development strategies, unifying workforce 


and economic development systems, and connecting to other public and private 
entities. 


 
 In addition to the workforce information routinely produced by the state 


workforce agencies (SWAs), ETA expects that other relevant data sources will be 
leveraged by grantees to expand the scope and enhance the utility of information 
products and services.  Examples of possible data sources are:  


 
• Data collected by economic development agencies, trade and industry 


associations, and Chambers of Commerce; 
 
• Government sources:  Department of Commerce, Census Bureau, the Bureau of 


Economic Analysis, the Federal Reserve, etc.; 
 
• Site selection subscription services; 
 
• Private sector job boards, Manpower, Inc., Economy.com, Global Insights; 
 
• Industry cluster data; 
 
• Transportation infrastructure; 
 
• Education assets; 
 
• Patent data; and 
 
• Federal and state research investments. 
 
        
 







  The requirements for the PY 2006 core products and services grants include 
consultation between the grantees’ SWAs, state workforce investment boards 
(SWIBs), local workforce investment boards (LWIBs), and other customer interest 
groups in order to increase the scope and utility of workforce information, to 
enhance career guidance strategies, and to satisfy the information needs of 
workforce information customers. 


 
6. Funding and Leveraging Resources.  Funds are available to states for Program 


Year 2006.  Funds will be provided to states to produce, at a minimum, the core 
information products and services required by Attachment III of this guidance and 
for the development of other workforce information products and services which, 
at a state’s discretion, might be required to support the state and local workforce 
investment system. 


 
 A total of $33,180,000 is available for PY 2006 minus a 2.9 percent reserve of 


$962,220 for postage and $177,323 allocated in total to Guam and the Virgin Islands. 
The remaining amount of $32,040,457 is distributed by formula to states and to the 
District of Columbia, with 40% distributed equally to all states and 60% distributed 
based on each state’s relative share of the civilian labor force for the 12-month 
period ending September 2005 (See Attachment I for the table of state allocations 
and the allocation formula).    


 
 States are urged to collaborate with other data providers and to leverage resources 


in order to expand their capacity to produce quality workforce information and 
economic analysis and develop the foundation for improved products and services. 
Many entities have expertise and resources that can be leveraged.  Some examples 
of leveraging resources are developing fee-for-service agreements with customer 
organizations; obtaining matching funds from other organizations for a common 
grant activity; or incorporating other organizations’ labor market or economic 
information to enhance the scope and utility of workforce information.  


 
 SWAs, SWIBs, and LWIBs are encouraged to establish strategic partnerships with 


economic development agencies, education and training institutions, business 
groups, industry associations, and other public and private producers and 
distributors of labor market and economic information in order to increase the 
scope and utility of workforce information. 


  
7. State Certification of Required Grant Deliverables.  Submission of a state grant 


plan narrative to ETA is not required for PY 2006.  Instead, states are required to 
submit a grant Statement of Work Certification (see Attachment IV) that all six 
deliverables required by the grant Statement of Work Guidelines (see Attachment 
III) will be accomplished during PY 2006.  The Certification must be signed by the 
SWA administrator and the chairperson of the SWIB or by the governor. 







 
 If circumstances prevent accomplishment of a specific grant deliverable(s) during 


PY 2006, a deferral must be negotiated with the Regional Administrator including 
the reasons for delay and a proposed completion date noted as an addendum to the 
Statement of Work Certification.  Planned grant activities and plan 
accomplishments must be documented in the state’s grant file and those records 
made accessible, per 29 CFR, Part 97.42(e)(1), for examination by ETA or other 
authorized Federal representatives. 


 
8. Accountability.  The effectiveness of grantee performance will be assessed and 


documented through the following approach: 
 


a. ETA Grant Reviews.  The ETA national and regional offices will conduct 
periodic reviews of states’ progress towards meeting the PY 2006 certified grant 
deliverables, the degree to which collaboration with the SWIB and economic 
development community exists, and quarterly reviews of grant expenditures 
and obligations.     


 
b. Performance Reporting.  ETA implemented common measures reporting and 


revised reporting requirements in PY 2005.  This included reporting on the 
impact of workforce information services on participant outcomes.  As of  


 July 1, 2005, states were required to capture a wide variety of workforce 
information services provided to participants and to report the outcomes 
achieved by participants who received workforce information services.  States 
began reporting the Entered Employment Rate, Employment Retention Rate 
after Six Months, and Earnings for participants following receipt of workforce 
information services.  


 
 ETA recognizes that implementation of the common measures and revised 


reporting requirements have not been fully implemented and that this may 
affect the outcomes reported thus far.  In PY 2006, ETA will continue to monitor 
the outcomes achieved by participants who received workforce information 
services.   


 
c. Consultation and Customer Satisfaction Assessment.  Section 15 of the              


Wagner- Peyser Act (WIA Section 309) requires states to consult with customers 
 about the usefulness of the information disseminated through the statewide 
workforce information system.  Consultation with the workforce investment 
system provides the basis for formulating continuous improvement strategies 
for workforce information.   ETA is not prescribing an approach or 
methodology for conducting customer consultations.  Methods might include 
focus groups, various types of surveys, documented consultations, or other 
methods the state considers appropriate.  







 
  Assessments of customer satisfaction with grantee-provided products and 


services are no longer a grant requirement.  However, ETA encourages states to 
continue conducting customer satisfaction assessments, if they provide insight 
for better meeting customer demand.  


   
d. Annual Performance Report.  Grantees are required to submit an annual 


performance report for the workforce information grant (29 CFR 97.40(b)(1)), 
signed by both the SWA administrator and the SWIB chairperson, or the 
governor, as specified in Attachment V, Section A.  The report must include a 
description of outcomes compared to certified grant deliverables, and where 
appropriate, an explanation as to why a grant deliverable was not accomplished 
and what will be done to ensure accomplishment. 


            
      The annual performance report must also include a summary of the results of 


the grantee’s customer consultations regarding state workforce information 
products and services and a summary of activities to be undertaken to add 
customer value where needs for improvement are indicated.  The report may 
also include recommendations for consideration by ETA for changes and 
improvements to the required grant deliverables. 


 
      Grantees must electronically submit the annual performance reports as a .pdf 


file to the appropriate ETA regional office 90 days following the end of the 
program year.  ETA will post the annual performance reports on the ETA Web 
site for the purpose of informing the system of overall grant performance. 


 
9. Special Grant Requirements.  Funds provided by this award may not be used to 


supplant funds obligated from other funding sources for workforce information 
activities. 


 
 All costs incurred under the grant must support the cost objectives specified in 


Section 6 of this guidance and must conform to the principles for "reasonable" and 
"allocable" costs as specified in OMB Circular A-87. 


 
 Any planned data collection activities must conform to technical standards and 


methodologies established by the Bureau of Labor Statistics or document, in the 
state’s grant file, a sound business rationale for the use of an alternative 
methodology. 


 
 Any information technology systems or applications developed with these funds 


must adhere to industry-standard, open architecture principles with 
documentation and software made available for use by other organizations for 
Federal Government purposes.  







  
10. Publications and Other Information Products.  Grantees are required to submit 


.pdf copies of the state economic analysis reports (Deliverable 3) and any special 
studies and economic analyses (Deliverable 6) to the appropriate regional office. 


        
 Grantees are requested to submit hard or .pdf copies of publications and other 


products produced with these grant funds that are considered to be of special 
interest to the workforce investment system to the appropriate regional office.  


 
 Examples of products of special interest might be workforce information targeted 


to the needs of specific customer groups, industry-specific research and analysis, 
state brochures describing the availability and functionality of electronic, self-
service tools, documentation of innovative applications developed for database 
access or manipulation, or innovative workforce information services available to 
customers.   


11. Grant Expenditure Period.  The maximum expenditure period for these funds is 
three years under the Wagner-Peyser Annual Funding Agreement.  The grant will 
cover, at a minimum, the 12-month period from July 1, 2006, to June 30, 2007, but 
may, if negotiated between the state and the ETA regional office, cover a longer       
period of time up to the maximum expenditure period ending June 30, 2009. 


 
12. Grant Modifications.  The grantee and the ETA regional office may jointly modify 


planned expenditures, within the state allocation, during the grant period of 
performance.  The regional office has authority to recommend the reallocation of 
grant funds to the ETA grant officer when overall grant expenditures and 
obligations are substantially below quarterly budgeted forecasts. 


 
 In the event that the Secretary of Labor may be required to carry out other 


responsibilities not anticipated in the plan, grantees may be requested to submit a 
modification to the grant plan certification to carry out the additional 
responsibilities. 


 
13. Financial Management and Reporting.  States are to forecast actual cash needs by 


Program Year quarter on Standard Form (SF) 424A, Section D, for all quarters 
covered by the grant.  State workforce agencies will report quarterly expenditures 
by direct data entry of the SF 269, Federal Cost Report, into the Web-based 
Enterprise Business Support System (EBBS).  Per 29 CFR 97.41(b)(4), quarterly 
financial reports are due thirty (30) days following the end of each quarter.   


 Questions regarding financial management and reporting for PY 2006 or for any 
existing prior year fund balances should be addressed to the appropriate ETA 
regional office. 


 
 







14. Action Required.  Grant applications are due to the regional offices within 45 days 
of the date of this guidance.  A submission date later than 45 days may be 
approved by the Regional Administrators.  SWA administrators are requested to: 


 
a. Immediately transmit these grant application instructions to the appropriate 


SWA office and to the SWIB. 
  
b. Submit the original and two (2) copies of the PY 2006 grant application 


package with a transmittal letter signed by:  (1) the SWA administrator and the 
chairperson of the state WIB, or (2) the governor, to the appropriate ETA 
regional office. 


 
c. Include in the grant application package:   
 


1. A Transmittal Letter 
2. Application for Federal Assistance (SF-424) 
3. Budget Plan (SF-424A, Section D only) 
4.  Statement of Work Certification 


 
15. Inquiries.  Questions on statement of work and grant requirements should be 


directed to the appropriate ETA regional office.  Grant and financial management 
questions may be directed to the regional office or to Gwendolyn Baron-Simms at 
(202) 693-3309 or to Fred Tello, Grant Officer, at (202) 693-3333. 


 
16. Attachments. 
 
 I. State Allocations for PY 2006 
 II. Grant Procedures 
  III. Statement of Work Guidelines 
      IV. Statement of Work Certification 
 V. Annual Performance Report Instructions    
 
 
 





		Grant Procedures
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Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) Information


�������������� Assistance for DoD Civilian Employees
http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/







INTRODUCTION
This brochure is designed to help you understand how the  
Base Realignment and Closure (BRAC) process could potentially 
affect you, and to provide information about various ways the 
Department of Defense (DoD) can assist you if the final BRAC 
decisions have an impact on your job. 


BRAC is an essential component of the Department’s strategy  
to transform the military to meet the challenges of the 21st 
century. By eliminating excess capacity and capitalizing on  
the joint capabilities of the services, we will be in a better 
position to support the warfighters and respond to the threats 
of a changing world.  While we can’t achieve these objectives 
without taking decisive action to reconfigure our infrastructure, 
you can count on us to do everything we can to minimize the 
adverse affects of BRAC and to take the necessary actions as 
humanely as possible. 


If your activity is recommended or eventually approved for 
realignment or closure, don’t automatically assume that your 
job will be eliminated. Also keep in mind that help will be readily 
available if BRAC does, in fact, affect your job directly. Our 
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civilian workforce is one of the Department’s most important 
and valued resources, and we’re fully prepared to help 
employees affected by BRAC to continue their DoD careers, 
find jobs with other Federal agencies, or pursue other available 
options. Based on our long experience with downsizing and 
reorganization, we’ve developed an effective program for keeping 
involuntary separations to a minimum during BRAC. Even though 
the Department’s civilian workforce has been reduced by 40 
percent since the first BRAC rounds began in 1988, less than 10 
percent of the affected employees were involuntarily separated. 
The programs that produced these results are still in use today, 
and others have been recently added. 


This brochure is a starting point. Your Human Resources Office 
(HRO) staff is prepared to give you more detailed information 
about all of the programs, benefits, and services covered in 
the following pages. You can also find useful information and 
answers to many of your questions on our website at  
http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/
(Note: The information in this brochure applies to permanent U.S. 
citizen employees currently serving in appropriated fund positions 
and to eligible employees serving in nonappropriated fund (NAF) 
positions. If you need information but are not in one of these 
categories, you should contact your supporting HRO for assistance.)







WHAT ABOUT ME?
If your installation is on the initial BRAC list, you’ll naturally 
have some important questions. What does this mean to me 
personally? Will I still have a job? If not, what kind of help will be 
available? Before addressing those concerns, we think it’s helpful 
for you to understand more about the BRAC process itself.


The initial BRAC list includes the actions considered necessary 
by the Secretary of Defense to meet the Department’s overall 
restructuring needs. While an average of 85 percent of the 
Secretary’s recommendations in past BRAC rounds were 
ultimately approved and carried out, it’s important to understand 
that the Base Closure and Realignment Commission has the 
authority to make changes to the list before sending it to the 
President and Congress for fi nal approval. If your base is on 
the initial list, the Commission could either delete it or change 
the recommended action. If your base is not on the list, it could 
be added. 


Before we go any further, let’s take a closer look at the two types 
of BRAC actions and how they can affect civilian employees.


Realignment
Realignment means relocating a specifi c type of work or 
“function,” and the civilian positions needed to perform 


Closure
Closure means that the installation will no longer have a 
mission and all jobs will either be eliminated or relocated, 
except for those needed for “caretaker” operations such 
as disposal of property and equipment and environmental 
cleanup. If your job is in a function that’s relocating, the 
information in the “Realignment” paragraph (below, left) 
applies to you. If your job is eliminated, you will be 
separated not later than the effective date of base closure 
unless you fi nd employment elsewhere, separate voluntarily, 
or are offered a caretaker position. Involuntary separations 
will be processed using formal RIF procedures. 
(Note: Depending on your installation’s drawdown schedule, 
it may be necessary to conduct one or more pre-closure 
RIFs. These actions may include a combination of involuntary 
separations and demotions. If you are involved in a pre-closure 
RIF, you will compete for retention with other employees based 
on the RIF retention factors.)


If your base is on the fi nal BRAC list, your future will depend on 
the type of action being taken and the specifi c procedures that 
will be necessary to implement the BRAC plan for your activity. 
If separations cannot be avoided, your installation will work to 
lessen the number of affected employees through the use of 
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the work, from BRAC bases to other DoD installations. The 
specifi c circumstances will determine how the employees 
currently performing the work will be affected. In some 
cases, some or all of the employees may receive offers to 
follow their jobs to the new location. If you’re affected by 
realignment and don’t receive a relocation offer, you might 
be considered for placement in another position at your 
current installation. If there are not enough positions for the 
employees who are available for work, your agency may 
apply reduction in force (RIF) retention factors to determine 
the order of job offers. 


voluntary separation incentives, voluntary early retirement, and 
other measures. If separations cannot be averted, displaced 
employees will receive written notices in advance of the 
separation date and they will be eligible for the various types of 
transition assistance covered later in this brochure. 


Since RIF is the process most often used to separate employees 
who are adversely affected by BRAC, you will probably want to 
familiarize yourself with RIF procedures if you learn that your job 
is being eliminated. The next section of this brochure, entitled 
“How Does RIF Work?”, provides a very basic explanation of the 
factors used to determine your retention standing in a RIF.  


In summary, a fi nal decision to realign or close your base 
could result in the relocation or abolishment of your job. If that 
happens, you shouldn’t feel responsible. It’s not because of 
something you did or didn’t do. It’s the result of circumstances 
beyond your control. Understand that you’re not alone and that 
we’ll do whatever we can to ensure you have every opportunity 
to continue your Federal career should you choose to do so. 
If you have other plans, or if we’re unable to fi nd a job that’s 
acceptable to you, we can offer other benefi ts and services that 
will help you to make the smoothest possible transition as you 
pursue other endeavors. 







HOW DOES RIF WORK?
When RIF becomes necessary, employees compete for retention 
based on several factors established by law and regulation. 
These factors include tenure, veterans’ preference, and service 
computation date (SCD). Together, these factors determine each 
employee’s RIF retention standing. 
(Special note concerning the National Security Personnel System 
(NSPS): Procedures for determining an employee’s retention 
standing are being revised under NSPS. If your activity is covered 
by NSPS, you can obtain information on the new RIF procedures 
from your supporting HRO.) 


The current retention factors for appropriated and 
nonappropriated fund (NAF) employees are as follows:


Appropriated Fund Employees
Tenure – Employee tenure is based on appointment type. 
Career employees are usually retained over other employees 
in lower tenure groups who occupy similar positions. Career-
conditional employees are retained over those serving under 
term or temporary appointments. 


Veterans’ Preference – Veterans’ preference is based on the 
employee’s prior military service. Spouses and mothers of 
disabled or deceased veterans also may have veterans’ 


NAF Employees 
The NAF equivalent of an appropriated fund RIF is a 
Business Based Action (BBA). Under BBA procedures, 
covered employees are identifi ed for BBA action only 
after an objective, fair, and equitable ranking against other 
employees in the same employment category and group 
of affected positions.  Although the ranking process must 
include performance and seniority, performance may be 
the primary criterion. Ranking is not required when all 
employees will be equally affected, such as in base closures 
involving the elimination of all jobs.


For specifi c information concerning your retention standing and 
the status of your position, contact your supporting appropriated 
fund or NAF HRO. If you eventually become involved in a RIF 
or BBA, your HRO will likely schedule individual or group 
counseling sessions to explain the process and give you 
important information concerning your rights and benefi ts, 
job placement and separation incentive programs, and other 
available transition assistance.
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preference rights. Employees with veterans’ preference are 
usually retained over those without preference if they’re 
in the same tenure group for RIF competitive purposes. 
Your installation is required to defi ne these groups prior to 
conducting a RIF. 
(Note: Not all retired military members have veterans’ 
preference for RIF purposes. If you’re retired from active 
duty, check with your HRO to determine your preference 
eligibility for RIF.)


Service Computation Date (SCD) – Your SCD is based 
on a combination of your creditable Federal civilian 
service, creditable military service, and additional 
service time credited as a direct result of your recent 
performance ratings.







Once you have a reasonable expectation that you will be 
directly affected by BRAC, you should start preparing yourself 
for the eventual realignment or closure. Here are a few tips to 
get you started:


Get informed and stay informed
Your supporting HRO will be prepared to answer many 
of your questions and refer you to authoritative sources 
for answers to others. You can also visit our website at 
http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/ for links to 
current information on transition assistance programs and 
benefi ts, answers to frequently asked questions, and other 
online resources.


Develop a personal transition plan
• If your top priority is continuing your Federal career, 
explore the available job referral, retraining, and 
outplacement assistance programs. Make yourself a 
checklist of the eligibility requirements and determine if 
there’s anything you need to do to fi ll in all of the squares. 
Update your resume and make several copies so you’ll 
be ready to enroll in government-sponsored placement 
programs as soon as possible and to apply for other job 
opportunities on your own initiative.


Get informed and stay informed
Your supporting HRO will be prepared to answer many 
of your questions and refer you to authoritative sources 
for answers to others. You can also visit our website at 
http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/ for links to 
current information on transition assistance programs and
benefi ts, answers to frequently asked questions, and other 
online resources.


WHAT SHOULD I DO NOW?


Develop a personal transition plan
• If your top priority is continuing your Federal career, 
explore the available job referral, retraining, and 
outplacement assistance programs. Make yourself a 
checklist of the eligibility requirements and determine if
there’s anything you need to do to fi ll in all of the squares. 
Update your resume and make several copies so you’ll 
be ready to enroll in government-sponsored placement 
programs as soon as possible and to apply for other job 
opportunities on your own initiative.


    


•  If you think you might prefer to separate voluntarily rather 
than fi nd another Federal job, learn about the various 
types of retirement benefi ts and separation incentive 
programs. It’s important for you and your family to 
understand how you would fare fi nancially, and it may 
even prompt you to reconsider your employment options.


Keep the local lines of communication open
Your supervisor or other management offi cials in your 
organization should be able to keep you up to date on the 
status of your job. Your supporting HRO is the nearest 
source of information about RIF procedures, employee 
benefi ts and entitlements, and transition assistance 
programs. 


Keep your family members informed and include 
them in the planning process
BRAC also affects those who are closest to you, and the 
decisions you make concerning your future affect them as 
well. Keep them current on all information pertaining to your 
job, and make sure they are involved whenever you need to 
make important decisions. 


Get started now
The responsibility for your future ultimately belongs to YOU. 
The sooner you begin planning, the smoother your transition 
will be.
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If your job is eliminated and there are no available positions at 
your installation, the uncertainty of what lies ahead can be very 
unsettling. This is especially true if you’re not eligible or ready to 
retire. Even though job hunting can be stressful, help is readily 
available. Your HRO can tell you about workshops on resume 
preparation and interviewing techniques. If you’re not sure what 
kind of career to pursue, you can fi nd help with skills assessment 
and career counseling. If you need to learn new skills, you may 
be eligible for retraining. There may also be job fairs available to 
you. Your HRO can also give you detailed information about job 
placement programs and other forms of assistance. 


If you’re interested in continuing your DoD career, you should fi nd 
out more about the following programs:


Priority Placement Program 
(Appropriated Fund employees only)
The DoD Priority Placement Program (PPP) is the most 
effective placement program in the Federal service. If you’re 
eligible, the PPP will provide mandatory placement rights for 
DoD vacancies that match your qualifi cations. Enrollment 
is voluntary until specifi c separation notices are issued. 
However, if you’re entitled to severance pay, you must be 
registered for all DoD installations in your commuting area 


as soon as you receive a specifi c RIF separation notice or a 
certifi cate of expected separation, but no later than 30 days 
after you’re separated. Career employees remain on the 
RPL for up to 2 years from the date of registration; career-
conditional employees, for up to 1 year. Your HRO will notify 
you of your RPL eligibility.


NAF Employees – Your supporting HRO will establish an 
RPL to provide placement assistance to eligible employees 
separated by BBA. The RPL is sent to all DoD NAF activities 
in the commuting area. Separated NAF employees have 
priority placement rights in the NAF activity from which they 
are separated, and priority consideration rights at other NAF 
activities in the commuting area. Eligible employees remain 
on the RPL for up to 1 year from the date of separation. 


Job Exchanges 
(Appropriated Fund Employees only) 
Employees at closing bases may be able to exchange jobs 
with employees elsewhere who are, or soon will be, retiring. 
Your position must be identifi ed as critical and expected to 
last for at least 1 year, and the exchange must be with an 
employee of the same grade. Your HRO can tell you if you’re 
eligible and give you more information about job exchanges. 
If the installations involved both agree to an exchange, 
but are located in different commuting areas, your moving 
expenses will be paid.
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certifi cate of expected separation, but no later than 30 days 
after you’re separated. Career employees remain on the 
RPL for up to 2 years from the date of registration; career-
conditional employees, for up to 1 year. Your HRO will notify 
you of your RPL eligibility.


NAF Employees – Your supporting HRO will establish an 
RPL to provide placement assistance to eligible employees 
separated by BBA. The RPL is sent to all DoD NAF activities 
in the commuting area. Separated NAF employees have 
priority placement rights in the NAF activity from which they 
are separated, and priority consideration rights at other NAF 
activities in the commuting area. Eligible employees remain 
on the RPL for up to 1 year from the date of separation. 


once you receive a specifi c separation notice. 


If you’re being separated, you may have the option to 
register for jobs outside of your current commuting area. If 
you accept a job that requires relocation, DoD will reimburse 
moving expenses within the limits allowed by the Joint Travel 
Regulations (JTR). Should you accept a job at a lower grade, 
your current pay will be preserved to the maximum extent 
permitted by regulations. PPP registrants who decline valid 
job offers are removed from the program. As explained later 
in this brochure, declining an offer within the commuting 
area may also end your entitlement to severance pay. 


Your HRO is responsible for providing PPP counseling 
and registration assistance. Also, a DoD CARE Program 
specialist may visit your installation to conduct informational 
briefi ngs and answer your questions.


Reemployment Priority List 
(Appropriated Fund & NAF employees)
Appropriated Fund Employees – If you’re being separated 
from a career or career-conditional appointment, you may be 
eligible to register on the Reemployment Priority List (RPL). 
Referral through this program, which is separate from the 
PPP, gives you priority over certain non-DoD job applicants 
for DoD jobs within your commuting area. You may register 
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Reemployment Priority List 
(Appropriated Fund & NAF employees)
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If you’re willing to consider employment with another Federal 
agency, state government, or the private sector, get information 
about these programs:


Interagency Career Transition Assistance Plan 
(Appropriated Fund employees only)
Employees separating by RIF, or as a result of declining 
relocation outside of the commuting area, can apply for 
jobs in other Federal agencies through the Interagency 
Career Transition Assistance Plan (ICTAP). This program, 
which is administered by the Offi ce of Personnel 
Management (OPM), requires agencies to give preference 
to well-qualifi ed ICTAP applicants within the same 
commuting area before hiring other candidates from 
outside the agency. The ICTAP requires Federal agencies 
to publish information on all competitive service vacancies 
at http://www.usajobs.opm.gov. The application 
you submit must comply with all job announcement 
instructions, and a copy of your separation notice must 
be attached. Your ICTAP eligibility starts when you receive 
a specifi c separation notice. Eligibility continues for up to 
1 year after separation, or up to 2 years if you have 
veteran’s preference.


Outplacement Subsidy 
(Appropriated Fund employees only)
Outplacement subsidies are used as an incentive for other 
Federal agencies to hire employees displaced by RIF or 
transfer of function. If you accept a job in another area, 
DoD may reimburse your new agency up to $20,000 of your 
moving expenses. If your installation is offering this subsidy, 
you will receive information to include with your applications 
for jobs in other Federal agencies. Employees who decline 
valid job offers through the DoD PPP are ineligible for 
outplacement subsidies.


Hiring Preference for Contractor Jobs 
(Appropriated Fund & NAF employees)
If your base is closing, you may have the right of fi rst refusal 
for certain jobs with private contractors hired to prepare the 
installation for closure or to maintain it afterwards. Normally, 
these jobs are in the areas of environmental cleanup and 
restoration, utilities modifi cation, roads and grounds work, 
security, and fi re protection. Your HRO can tell you about 
these job openings and how to apply. If you’re qualifi ed, 
you’ll receive preference for these positions.


Workforce Investment Act
(Appropriated Fund & NAF employees) 
The Workforce Investment Act (WIA) is sponsored by the 
Department of Labor and administered by the various 
State Employment Security Agencies. Through the WIA, 
separating employees may be eligible for career counseling, 
testing, retraining, placement assistance, fi nancial 
counseling, and other services. At BRAC installations, WIA 


assistance can begin up to 24 months prior to closure. 
You will be notifi ed of your eligibility for WIA benefi ts by 
your HRO.


Career One Stop
(Appropriated Fund & NAF employees) 
This website provides a variety of job search tools, including 
America’s Job Bank, America’s Career InfoNet, and 
America’s Service Locator. These tools were developed 
and are maintained through the Department of Labor in 
partnership with state workforce agencies, local workforce 
service delivery providers, education and training 
institutions, and private sector organizations. Go to 
http://www.careeronestop.org/ to familiarize yourself 
with these tools.


Some Helpful Hints:


• Participate as soon as you’re eligible in all available job 
placement programs.


• Be proactive. Continue to apply for jobs on your own even if 
you’ve registered in these programs. 


• Don’t put restrictions on your mobility. If you’re willing to move, 
you’ll have more job opportunities and a much better chance of 
being placed.


• Don’t limit your search. Include non-DoD Federal agencies, 
private industry, and state and local government.


• Make sure you list ALL of your skills and work experience on 
your job application or resume.


• Respond promptly to requests for additional information.


• Be ready to consider job offers seriously and respond quickly. 
This means keeping your family involved in the process, too.


• Keep your registration data current, and let the HRO know 
where and how you can be reached.







will not be eligible to register in the DoD PPP.
Once you receive a specifi c RIF separation notice, you’re no 
longer eligible for a buyout.  


NAF Employees
Your NAF employer may offer VSIP in the form of a lump 
sum or installment payment(s) equal to your severance pay 
entitlement, up to a maximum of $25,000. When calculating 
VSIP for NAF employees, severance pay may not exceed 
the amount calculated using the civil service severance 
pay formula. NAF employees who accept VSIP cannot 
be reemployed within DoD in a NAF or appropriated fund 
position for 12 months after separation, and may not be 
employed in a NAF or appropriated fund position or through 
a personal services contract in any Federal agency within 5 
years unless the VSIP amount is repaid. 


Your appropriated fund or NAF HRO has more information 
about buyouts and can tell you if they will be offered and 
advise you regarding your eligibility.
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WHAT ABOUT SEPARATION INCENTIVES?
Voluntary Separation Incentive Pay (VSIP)
Unless you’ve already received a specifi c separation notice, 
you may be eligible for Voluntary Separation Incentive Pay 
(VSIP), commonly referred to as a “buyout.” Buyouts are 
used to reduce involuntary separations by encouraging 
employees to voluntarily retire or resign. The buyout 
payment before deductions is currently $25,000 or the 
amount of severance pay you would receive under the 
standard severance pay formula, whichever is less. 


Appropriated Fund Employees
You must be a U.S. citizen serving under an appointment 
without time limitation and have at least 12 months of 
continuous DoD employment to be eligible for a buyout. 
Even if you meet these basic requirements, there are a 
number of reasons why you may be ineligible unless a 
waiver is granted. For example, if you’re receiving a retention 
allowance or special salary rate, or if you’re occupying a 
position designated as “hard to fi ll,” you’re not eligible for 
VSIP unless a waiver is granted. There are several other 
ineligibility categories, so ask your HRO for more details if 
you’re interested.


If you accept a buyout offer, you must agree to separate 
voluntarily by optional retirement, early retirement under 
the Voluntary Early Retirement Authority (VERA), or by 
resignation. The voluntary nature of the action eliminates 
any entitlement you may have to severance pay. It 
also means you cannot be reemployed by DoD in an 
appropriated fund or NAF position for 12 months after 
separation, and you cannot return to work for any other 
Federal agency (including a NAF activity or through a 
personal services contract) within 5 years unless you pay 
back the full buyout amount. Finally, you 
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The following is a brief summary of what happens to your 
Federal employee benefi ts if you’re separated. Please note that 
information applicable to appropriated fund and NAF employees 
is listed under separate headings.


Appropriated Fund Employees
Health Benefi ts – If you’re enrolled in the Federal 
Employees’ Health Benefi ts Program (FEHB), you may 
elect to continue your enrollment for 18 months following 
RIF separation. During those 18 months, you pay only your 
share of the premium; the Government continues to pay its 
share plus any administrative charge. You may also elect 
to convert your coverage to a non-group policy. Your HRO 
will inform you of your right to convert or continue health 
benefi ts enrollment and provide the necessary forms.


Life Insurance – Unless you retire, your Federal Employees’ 
Group Life Insurance (FEGLI) coverage terminates on 
your separation date. However, you’ll have 31 days of free 
temporary coverage after separation. This will provide 
the time you need to convert your FEGLI coverage to an 
individual policy. Note that your FEGLI coverage has no 
cash value. Your HRO will give you information regarding 
your conversion options.


Unlimited Annual Leave Carryover – Normally, you can 
carry forward no more than 240 hours of annual leave 
from one year to the next. However, if your installation has 
been designated for realignment or closure, any excess 
leave forfeited may be restored so long as you continue to 
work at the BRAC activity. Your HRO can tell you if you are 
covered by this benefi t. If it’s not used, this restored leave 
will be included in the lump sum payment for your annual 
leave when you separate, or it can increase the amount 
of leave you would have available to help you qualify for 
retirement or FEHB coverage (see below).


Annual Leave for Retirement Eligibility – If you are 
very close to being eligible for retirement when your RIF 
separation occurs, you may be able to stay on the rolls 
using annual leave in order to reach retirement eligibility. 
You will be informed about this benefi t when you receive 
your RIF notice.


Annual Leave for Health Benefi ts Eligibility – You can 
also use annual leave to stay on the rolls long enough 
to become eligible for continuation of Federal health 
benefi ts as a retiree. You should talk with your HRO about 
eligibility requirements and whether this benefi t will help 
you meet them.


WHAT HAPPENS TO MY BENEFITS?


Appropriated Fund Employees
Health Benefi ts – If you’re enrolled in the Federal 
Employees’ Health Benefi ts Program (FEHB), you may 
elect to continue your enrollment for 18 months following 
RIF separation. During those 18 months, you pay only your 
share of the premium; the Government continues to pay its 
share plus any administrative charge. You may also elect 
to convert your coverage to a non-group policy. Your HRO 
will inform you of your right to convert or continue health 
benefi ts enrollment and provide the necessary forms.


Life Insurance – Unless you retire, your Federal Employees’ 
Group Life Insurance (FEGLI) coverage terminates on 
your separation date. However, you’ll have 31 days of free 
temporary coverage after separation. This will provide 
the time you need to convert your FEGLI coverage to an 
individual policy. Note that your FEGLI coverage has no 
cash value. Your HRO will give you information regarding 
your conversion options.


Unlimited Annual Leave Carryover – Normally, you can Unlimited Annual Leave Carryover – Normally, you can Unlimited Annual Leave Carryover
carry forward no more than 240 hours of annual leave 
from one year to the next. However, if your installation has 
been designated for realignment or closure, any excess 
leave forfeited may be restored so long as you continue to 
work at the BRAC activity. Your HRO can tell you if you are 
covered by this benefi t. If it’s not used, this restored leave 
will be included in the lump sum payment for your annual 
leave when you separate, or it can increase the amount 
of leave you would have available to help you qualify for 
retirement or FEHB coverage (see below).


Annual Leave for Retirement Eligibility – If you are 
very close to being eligible for retirement when your RIF 
separation occurs, you may be able to stay on the rolls 
using annual leave in order to reach retirement eligibility. 
You will be informed about this benefi t when you receive 
your RIF notice.


Annual Leave for Health Benefi ts Eligibility – You can 
also use annual leave to stay on the rolls long enough 
to become eligible for continuation of Federal health 
benefi ts as a retiree. You should talk with your HRO about 
eligibility requirements and whether this benefi t will help 
you meet them.
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Retirement Contributions – With few exceptions, all civilian 
employees are covered either by the Civil Service Retirement 
System (CSRS) or the Federal Employees Retirement 
System (FERS). The rules that apply to your retirement 
system will determine the advantages and disadvantages of 
withdrawing your retirement contributions or leaving money 
in your retirement fund when you separate. Your HRO will 
give you specifi c information pertaining to your situation.


Thrift Savings – The Thrift Savings Plan (TSP) is a retirement 
savings plan for both CSRS and FERS employees. 
Contributions to the TSP are tax-deferred. If you’re not 
eligible for retirement benefi ts when you separate, you 
have the option of: transferring your money to an individual 
retirement account (IRA) or other eligible retirement plan; 
leaving your money in the TSP; taking your savings in a 
lump-sum payment without penalty if you are at least 591⁄2 
years old; or receiving your savings in the form of an annuity. 
Your HRO can go over your options with you.


Annual Leave – Employees earn annual leave based on 
years of creditable Federal service. Full-time employees 
can earn 13 to 26 days of annual leave each year. If you’re 
separated, you’ll receive a lump sum cash payment for all 
unused annual leave, including all the leave you carried 
over from previous years, leave earned in the current year, 
and any leave you might have in restored accounts.


Automatic Waiver of FEHB Minimum Participation 
Requirement – Normally, you must be enrolled in the FEHB 
program for a minimum of 5 years in order to continue 
your coverage as a retiree. The Offi ce of Personnel 
Management (OPM) will grant pre-approved waivers to DoD 
employees covered under the FEHB continuously since the 
beginning date of the DoD VERA and VSIP period. Since 
the DoD VERA and VSIP authority is permanent, the VERA/
VSIP period is renewed each fi scal year and lasts from 
October 1 to September 30. OPM will grant pre-approved 
waivers to DoD employees who have been covered under 
the FEHB program continuously since October 1 for 
each succeeding fi scal year if they retire during the DoD 
VERA/VSIP period and receive a VSIP, take early optional 
retirement, or take a discontinued service retirement based 
on an involuntary separation.







Appropriated Fund Employees (continued)
Unemployment Compensation – Most involuntarily 
separated DoD employees have the protection of 
unemployment compensation. To fi nd out if you qualify, 
you should contact the nearest State Employment Security 
Agency. The web site http://workforcesecurity.doleta.gov/
map.asp shows a map of the U.S., and clicking on your 
state will bring up the state’s unemployment compensation 
web site. The amount and length of unemployment 
compensation payments vary by state. You’ll need the 
“Notice to Employee About Unemployment Insurance,” 
Standard Form-8 (SF-8) provided by your HRO, as well as 
a copy of the “Notifi cation of Personnel Action” (SF-50) 
form that verifi es your involuntary separation from Federal 
service. Detailed procedures for processing unemployment 
compensation claims for DoD employees are found at 
http://www.cpms.osd.mil/cpm/docs/M1400850.pdf.  


Sick Leave – Most employees earn 4 hours of sick leave 
each pay period. Since there is no limit on the amount of 
sick leave you can carry forward from one year to the next, 
you may have a large balance. However, unlike annual leave, 
there is no lump sum payment made for sick leave when you 
separate. Should you return to Federal service, any unused 
sick leave will be restored to your account. If you retire under 
the CSRS, unused sick leave is added to your years 
of service to increase your annuity.


you will be reimbursed for moving costs, and remember that 
you must always have offi cial travel orders to be eligible for 
reimbursement. If you accept a job in private industry or with 
state or local government, check to see if they will pay your 
moving expenses.


Homeowners’ Assistance Program (HAP) – The HAP, 
which is administered by the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers, 
provides fi nancial relief to employees who are relocating 
outside of the commuting area and would otherwise 
lose money on the sale of their primary residence. To 
be eligible for HAP, you must be employed at or near an 
installation scheduled for realignment or closure and be the 
owner-occupant of the residence at the time of the BRAC 
announcement. You may also be eligible if you are serving 
on a tour of duty overseas and own a residence at or near a 
BRAC installation. Regardless of your circumstances, HAP 
assistance is not available until the Corps of Engineers has 
conducted a real estate survey and confi rms that certain 
market conditions are in effect. Your HRO can refer you 
to the appropriate point of contact for more information 
regarding the HAP.
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Severance Pay – Your HRO can tell you whether you’ll 
be eligible for severance pay. The severance pay amount 
is based on a formula that includes your years of Federal 
service, your basic pay at the time of separation, and your 
age. Eligible employees are entitled to 1 week of basic 
pay for each of their fi rst 10 years of service and 2 weeks 
of basic pay for each year over 10 years of service. There 
is also an adjustment if you are over age 40. Employees 
who receive a buyout and those who will be eligible for an 
immediate civil service or military annuity on or before their 
separation date are not eligible for severance pay. You also 
won’t receive severance pay if you move to a permanent 
DoD NAF position without a break in service of more than 
3 days. Severance pay eligibility terminates if you decline 
a reasonable job offer prior to separation. A job offer is 
considered reasonable if it is from a DoD installation in your 
commuting area, has the same tenure and work schedule as 
your current position, and is no more than 2 grades or pay 
levels below your current position.


Moving Expenses – Reimbursement for shipping 
household goods, moving family members, and real estate 
fees is typically provided by DoD if you lose your job 
through RIF and take a Federal job in a new location within 
1 year of your separation. However, always check with your 
HRO to verify your entitlement. Never assume 







Nonappropriated Fund Employees
Homeowners’ Assistance Program (HAP) – This program 
applies to NAF employees affected by BRAC in the same 
manner as it applies to appropriated fund employees. For 
more information, refer to the HAP program for appropriated 
fund employees on page 9.


Voluntary Early Retirement and Discontinued Service 
Retirement – Each DoD NAF component administers 
its own retirement plan. Your NAF employer’s retirement 
plan may have provisions for early retirement and 
discontinued service retirement in workforce reduction 
and BRAC situations. 


Temporary Continuation of Health Insurance – You may be 
eligible to continue your DoD NAF Health Benefi ts Program 
enrollment for 18 months following a separation by BBA, 
or resignation or retirement following receipt of a BBA 
notice. You must have been enrolled in the DoD NAF Health 
Benefi ts Program for at least 6 months and be enrolled 
at the time of separation. Your NAF HRO can provide you 
with more information concerning your eligibility and any 
payments that may be required. 


Life Insurance, Retirement Contributions, and 401(k) Plan 
Provisions – Each NAF employer administers its own plan in 
these benefi t areas. Please contact your NAF HRO regarding 


Severance Pay – Your NAF HRO will tell you whether 
you are eligible for severance pay and the amount of the 
payment. You will not be eligible for NAF severance pay 
if you refuse a DoD NAF job that does not result in a loss 
of pay or employment category (i.e., from Regular Full-
Time to Regular Part-Time, or from Regular to Flexible). 
Declining an offer outside of the commuting area does not 
affect severance pay eligibility unless you are covered by 
a mobility agreement. Employees who are entitled to an 
unreduced immediate retirement annuity are ineligible for 
severance pay. Employees who move to a permanent DoD 
appropriated fund position without a break in service of 
more than 3 days are also ineligible for severance pay.


Sick Leave – There is no payment made for unused sick 
leave when you separate. Please check with your NAF 
HRO regarding eligibility to restore sick leave if you return 
to a DoD NAF position, or to add unused sick leave to your 
period of service for retirement purposes. 


Moving Expenses – The Joint Travel Regulations, Volume 
2, governing relocation entitlements and benefi ts are 
applicable to NAF employees. Always check with the hiring 
HRO to verify eligibility and benefi t entitlements.


Offi ce of Personnel Management (OPM) and DoD 
Interchange Agreement – This agreement gives 
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information specifi c to your benefi t plans and situation. 


Unlimited Annual Leave Carryover – Employees who earn 
annual leave and who will be involuntarily separated as a 
result of BRAC are permitted to accumulate annual leave 
without regard to “use or lose” limitations. However, limits 
on any annual leave used in calculating retirement annuities 
remain in effect. Your NAF HRO can tell you if you are 
covered by this benefi t.


Annual Leave – If you are separated, you will receive a lump 
sum cash payment for all your unused annual leave.


Extended Employment for Retirement and 
Health Insurance – You may be able to use your available 
annual leave to stay on the employment rolls in order to 
reach retirement eligibility or eligibility to continue DoD NAF 
Health Benefi ts Program coverage as a retiree. Please see 
your NAF HRO for eligibility information.


Unemployment Compensation – NAF employees may 
be eligible to receive unemployment compensation in 
accordance with Federal and applicable State law. For more 
information concerning eligibility, contact your nearest State 
Employment Security Agency, or ask your NAF HRO for 
contact information. 


appropriated fund activities the authority to appoint eligible 
NAF employees to positions in the competitive service in 
the same manner that employees of the competitive service 
are transferred to such positions. You must have served in a 
permanent NAF position continuously for 1 year in order to 
be eligible, and appointment eligibility continues for up to 1 
year following your involuntary separation. 


Pay and Employee Benefi ts Protection Under the 
“Portability of Benefi ts for Nonappropriated Fund 
Employees Act” – Employees who move without a break in 
service of more than 3 days from a DoD NAF position to a 
DoD appropriated fund position may be eligible for pay and 
benefi t protection. If you are planning to make such a move, 
please let both your NAF HRO and hiring appropriated fund 
HRO know your circumstances to ensure your pay and 
benefi ts will be handled appropriately in both employment 
systems. If you accept an appropriated fund position in 
any Federal agency without a break in service of more than 
1 year, you may be eligible to elect to continue your NAF 
retirement coverage. Please consult with your NAF HRO for 
further information.  







NOTES
Links to Component and Defense Agency BRAC related websites can be


accessed from our website at: 
http://www.cpms.osd.mil/bractransition/
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Our mission is to . . . 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


to assist and help you. 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
US Army Corps of Engineers 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
Revised March 2005 


 
 
 
 
Department of the Army 
Washington, DC 
 
The Department of Army is proud to offer the 
Homeowners Assistance Program (HAP) to eligible 
military members and federal civilian and Non-
Appropriated Fund employees.  This program was 
authorized by law to assist eligible homeowners 
who, through no fault of their own, face a financial 
loss when selling their homes in an area where real 
estate values have declined because of a Base 
Closure or Realignment. 
 
The Department of Defense has designated the U.S. 
Army as executive agent for HAP. The U.S. Army 
Corps of Engineers administers the program for the 
entire Department of Defense and the Coast Guard. 
 
Working with military commanders and installation 
housing officials, the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers 
district real estate specialists are pledged to offer all 
possible assistance in determining and disbursing 
HAP benefits to eligible homeowners. 
 
Base closures and force reductions are necessary 
facts of life during this time of transition for all the 
military services.  With the HAP and other initiatives, 
we will carry out the changing missions with a 
minimum of hardship to service members, 
employees and families. 
 
This brochure is designed to provide you the basics 
of HAP. If you need further information or 
assistance, contact the nearest HAP district office at 
one of the locations indicated on the last page of this 
booklet. 
 
 
 
(signature) 
Joseph W. Whitaker 
Deputy Assistant Secretary of the Army 
(Installations and Housing) 
OASA (I&E) 







What Is the Homeowners Assistance 
Program? 
 
The Homeowners Assistance Program, often 
referred to as “HAP,” is authorized in section 
1013 of the Demonstration Cities and 
Metropolitan Development Act of 1966, as 
amended. 
 
This act (law) provides for some monetary relief 
for eligible federal personnel - both military 
(including Coast Guard) and civilian - faced with 
losses on the sale of their primary residence 
when, "as a result of the actual or pending 
closing of such base or installation, in whole or 
in part, or if as the result of such action and 
other similar action in the same area, there is 
no present market for the sale of such property 
upon reasonable terms and conditions." 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
How does the Homeowners Assistance 
Program (HAP) work? 
 
Generally HAP may be able to provide 
assistance in four possible ways.  If you are 
eligible for HAP benefits, the Government may: 
 
1. The Government may reimburse you for 


part of your loss from selling your home. 
 
2. The Government can assist you if you don’t 


have enough proceeds from the sale of your 
home to pay off your mortgage. 


 
3. The Government can buy your home by 


paying off the mortgage. 
 
4. HAP can help you if you default on your 


mortgage. 
 
 


 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 
 


Who is eligible for HAP? 
 
The applicant must be a military member 
(Coast Guard included) or federal civilian of 
Non-Appropriated Fund employee assigned or 
employed at or near the Installation announced 
for Closure or Realignment. 
 
A Non-Appropriated employee who was 
assigned at the installation on the closure/
realignment announcement date may also 
apply. 
 
Also eligible are personnel transferred or 
terminated within six months prior to the 
announcement who were owner-occupants at 
the time of transfer; and 
 
Civilian and military personnel on an overseas 
tour who transferred within 3 years prior to the 
announcement and who are homeowners in the 
area; and 
 
Civilian employee homeowners on an overseas tour 
with reemployment rights in the area affected by the 
closure; and 
 
A military member homeowner ordered into on-post 
housing within six months prior to the 
announcement. 
 
In addition, applicants must be relocating beyond 
commuting distance from the area. 
 
All applicants must have been the owner-occupant 
of the home for which assistance is being requested 
on the announcement date.  To qualify, the 
applicant must also meet other eligibility criteria. 
 
These are the general eligibility requirements. If you 
think you may be eligible, you should submit an 
application for a formal determination. 







How do I apply for HAP benefits? 
 
The basic application is made on DD Form 1607, 
application for Homeowners Assistance Program. 
Part III, Section IV of the form must be completed by 
your personnel officer.  In addition, you must submit 
a variety of documents to show evidence of your 
ownership of the property, your occupancy dates, 
your assignment orders, your efforts to sell the home 
(whether it was sold), and mortgage details. 
 
A complete application package can be obtained 
from either the housing office, or the personnel office 
on base or it can be downloaded online from 
eitherthe appropriate Corps of Engineers district.   
office.  Before you make an application, we suggest 
you contact the appropriate Corps of Engineers 
office for specific details.  (See bottomend of 
brochure.) 
Before you make an application, we suggest you 
contact the appropriate Corps of Engineers office 
(see end of brochure) for specific details. 
 
Who makes the determination that we will have 
HAP? 
 
The U.S. Army Corps of Engineers will analyze your 
community situation, make market surveys, and 
make a recommendation to the Deputy Assistant 
Secretary of the Army (Installations & Housing) for a 
final determination. 
 
If the two basic conditions are met, a HAP program 
will be established.  This will be administered by real 
estate personnel of The Corps of Engineers District 
Office in coordination with the Installation Com-
mander. 
 
What happens if I can't sell my house? 
 
The Government can acquire your house for the 
balance of any mortgage existing at the time of 
announcement, or for 75% of the prior fair market 
value (whichever is higher). If the amount you owe 
on your mortgage is less than the 75% of the prior 
market value, you can be paid the difference. 
 
The amount of payment you receive for your HAP 
benefits may have to be adjusted for taxes and other 
liabilities, depending on the terms of the mortgage. 
 
Many complicated situations will arise in individual 
cases as HAP is implemented around the country. 
This brochure is only provided to give you the basic 
facts. Your specific needs must be discussed with 
the real estate professionals administering the 
program in your area or community. 
 
Closing 
 
HAP is a growing program and we are committed to 


making it work with a minimum of delays. We realize 
how important your home ownership and your 
financial security are to you and your family. Good 
luck! 
Many other local factors may affect the price of real 
estate, but these two conditions determine whether 
your community is eligible for HAP. 
 
How will I know if HAP is available in my 
community? 
 
Check with the Installation Housing Office, the Personnel 
Office, or call the U.S. Army Corps of Engineers District 
Office In your area. (See end of brochure) 







What's necessary for HAP to be implemented in my 
community? 
 
First 
 
There has to be an announcement of a base closing or 
realignment action which affects your community. 
 
Second 
 
A determination must be made that real estate values have 
dropped as a direct result of the base closing or realignment. 
 
Many factors may affect the local price of real estate, but 
these two conditions must be met for your community to be 
eligible for the Homeowners Assistance Program.  If these 
conditions are met, the local command submits a request for 
approval and implementation of a Homeowners Assistance 
Program. 







 
Supporting your command’s request with a signed and dated 
statement describing your efforts to sell your house, or 
copies of your listing agreement, newspaper ads or other 
evidence may be helpful. 
 
If you sold the property to another party, include one copy of 
the deed transferring the property to the buyer and one copy 
of the closing/settlement statement. 
 
Note 
 
If your mortgage is either VA Guaranteed or FHA Insured 
and you sold your house on a private sale by an assumption 
of the existing mortgage, we suggest that you request a 
release of liability from either VA/FHA, depending on the 
type of mortgage. 
 
If your buyer is not acceptable to VA or FHA, you will not 
receive any HAP benefits until you obtain a release of 
liability. 
 
Please note that all of these documents are necessary to 
help in expediting your application. 
 
After I apply, should I stop trying to sell my house? 
 
A key part of the process is your continued effort to sell your 
house privately, at the best possible price. 
If your HAP application is approved and you meet all the 
eligibility requirements, you will be paid an amount up to the 
difference between 95% of the Fair Market Value prior to the 
closure announcement, and the appraised value at sale 
time. 
 
Additionally, some of the costs for selling your home 
privately may be reimbursed to you. 
 
Since HAP will not reimburse you for the total loss in value, it 
is to your advantage to sell at the best price possible. 
 


 HAP Application Checklist 
 
Once a Homeowners Assistance Program is established in 
your community, you can apply to the Installation Housing 
Office - unless the Installation Commander designates 
another responsible office.  You must include all of the 
following with your application: 
 
 DD Form 1607, Application for Homeowners 


Assistance. 
 (Part 111 Section IV of this form requires completion 


by your Personnel Officer) 
 


 The deed to your dwelling which evidences your 
ownership of the property. 


 


 Transfer orders, or amendment orders.  Send one (1) 
copy. 


 


 Retirement orders or separation letter.  Send one (1) 


copy.  This will provide further evidence of your 
relocation. 


 


 Receipts from your utility company (or a signed and 
dated letter from your utility company) which states 
that you occupied your house on the date of the base 
closure or realignment announcement. 


 
 
U.S. Army Engineer District, Savannah, CESAS 
P.O. Box 889 
Savannah, GA 31402-0889 
(912) 652-5020 / toll free (800) 861-8144 
 
Internet Address: http://www.sas.usace.army.mil 
 
Georgia, North Carolina, South Carolina, Alabama, 
Mississippi, Tennessee, Florida, Illinois, Indiana, Kentucky, 
Michigan (except Sawyer AFB and Wurtsmith AFB), Ohio, 
Tennessee (Ft. Campbell only), Maryland, Delaware, District 
of Columbia, Pennsylvania, Virginia, Rhode Island, New 
York, Vermont, New Hampshire, Massachusetts, 
Connecticut, Maine, New Jersey, West Virginia, and Europe. 
 
Army Engineer District, Sacramento, CESPK 
1325 J Street 
Sacramento, CA 95814-2922 
(916) 557-6850 / toll free (800) 811-5532 
 
Internet Address: http://www.spk.usace.army.mil 
 
Alaska, Arizona, California, Hawaii, Idaho, Montana, 
Nevada, Oregon, Utah, Washington and the Pacific Ocean 
 
Army Engineer District, Fort Worth, CESWF 
P.O. Box 17300 
Ft. Worth, TX 76102-0300 
(817) 886-1209 / toll free (888) 231-7751 
 
Internet Address: http://www.swf.usace.army.mil 
 
Arkansas, Louisiana, Oklahoma, Texas, New Mexico, 
Colorado, Iowa, Nebraska, Michigan (Sawyer AFB and 
Wurtsmith AFB), Minnesota, North & South Dakota, 
Wisconsin, Wyoming, Kansas and Missouri. 
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